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TIME OF THE CONFERENCE AT PILLNITZ TO
THE DECLARATION OF WAR AGAINST
GREAT BRITAILN.

CHAP. XIIk

Diplomatic Communications between Great Bri-
Zain and France, in December, 1792, and
January, 1793, relative to the Danger with
which the former was threatened by the lat-
ter, and to the Meafures of Defence, which
had been taken in Confequence. Willingnefs
of the Britifk Minifiry to negotiate with the
Agents of the French Government. Mr.
Pitt's Conference with Mr. Maret : and its

~want of Effect, occafioned by the Circum-
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lefs, had not been renewed, (1) and even in.
December, 1792, whien Great Britain had fo
many grounds of comi)laint, no Britith Am-
baflader was fent to Paris, (2) yet on ‘the
-other hand they were o far continued, that
the Britifh Government not only permitted
both the French Minifter Chauvelin, and
other agentsof the Executive Council, to re-
fide in London, but likewife confented to
“ negotiate with them. It is true, that Mr.
Chauvelm had delivered no other letters of
credence, than thofe which he had received
from the late Kiﬁg of France, (3) and there-

(1) On this fubje fee the ninth chapter.

(2) The reafons why no Britith Ambaflador was
{ent to Paris in December, 1792, have been afligned in
the eleventh chapter.

(3) It was not before the 17th of January, 1793 that
the Britith Cabmet was defired to accept of letters of
credence forM r. Chauvelin in the name of the Exe- .
eutive Council: and Mr. Chauvelin’s negotiation with
Lord Grenville began on the 27th of December 1792.

B2  fore, <
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Had the Britith Miniftry, as their adverfaries
pretend, been refolved at all events to en-
gage in a war with France, with a viéw of
overturning the new Government of thé.’:
countfy, they Woulci hardly have negotiated
with its agents, they would hardly have
given and have courted explanations, they
would hardly have declared, that: outward
forms and diplomatic pundtilios would pre-
fent no obftacles to their treating on fub-
jects, whiich regarded the welfare of both par-
ties. It is a faét likewife, which is known
to the whole world, that Lord Grenville ac-
'tually conducted a negotiation with Mr.
‘Chauvelin, relative to the complaints which
the Britith Government had to make on
the condu& of France : but whether the
grounds of complaint were removed or cor-
roborated by this negotiatibn, is a queltion
on which the reader will eafily decide, when
- the notes of Mr. Chauvelin, of the French
Yie” B 4 Executive
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.Executive Council, .and of the; Britith Se-
cretary of State are laiG before him. -
3 s . : ; :

3e

Bcfore, _nowever, we procced to thlS ne-
gotlatlon, whlch commenced on the 27th of
Dccembcr, 1792; it wall be neceflary to take
notlce of the conference, which Mr. Pitt
had Wlth Mr. Maret. in the former part of
thls manth,(7) and which is c1rcumﬁant1ally
;cla_tc,d by‘g"Mr, Miles,(8) w_ho. was an inti-

si.-Ldo not know the exad da)‘r on which this con-
ference was held : tbut it muft-have taken place-in the
firft half of the month becaufe Mr. Maret, though he
waited for 2 an anfwer from the French Execunve Coun-
cil'relative to’ thls conference, departed from London
on the 18th, asiappears from a! letter written by Mr.

Miles to Le Brun on the 1gth, which begins thus ;
¢ Je vous ai de_|a écrit par Monﬁeur Maret, qui.ft
pam lm-r pour fe rendre a Paris.”  Authentic Corref-
pondence, Appendlx, p- 63. At the end of January,
. Mr. iVaret came again to London : Out the hiftory of
this fecond journey belongs to the ﬁfteemh chapter.

* (8) Authentic Correfpondence, p-89—95.
: em & Dlove 3 bordeb i imate
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mate friend of the latter, and a@ed on this
occafion as mediator between the. two par-
ties. A French agent (not Mr. Mar;t),
with whom Mr. Miles had fﬁcéucnt con-
ferences, but WhOij name he has not men-
tioned, had affured Mr. Miles, that he was
cnipow_éred«by‘ the French Executive Coun-
«il, to. demand an audience of Mr. Pitt, and
had requefted Mr. Miles to wait on the Mi-
nifter, and obtain his confent. This confent
M. Pitt granted, without knowing even the
name:of the perfon with whom he was to
confer: for, what was very cxffaordinary,
tH_c‘ French ageht infifted, that his name
Ihbuld not be mentioned, ¢ till he had po-
fitive affurance, that he would be receiv-

ed, and a rendezvous was given.”(9) As

(9) Ib. p. go. Mr. Pitt’s condelcenfion in granting
an interview toan agent of the French Executive Coun-
cil, even though this perfon infifted that his name
fhould notbe previoufly mentioned, thows how ardently
Mr. Pitt defired to avoid a ropture with France.

~ this.
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from it fuch fanguine expectations of beipg::
enabled to aét as a mediator of peace, which
he fincerely withed to preferve, (15) that he
immediately difpatched a co_ur;c"x: to Paris,
in the hope of obtairiing inftru&ions to treat
with the Britith Government.(16) But the
French Executive Council not only refufed
to fend the required inftru@ions, but even
ordered him to abftajn from all converfa-
tion with Mr. Pitt on the fubjet of poli-
ticks, and to return immediately to Paris;
¢¢ He was at my houfe," fays Mr. Miles, (17)
« when the difpatch érrived, and I read
‘it with the more furprize and indigna-
“ tion on finding that Le Brun had ‘re-
¢« ported to the Convention, that Mr. Pitt,

¢ alarmed, (18) had folicited an interview

{15) Authentic Correfpondence, p. 91, 92:

(26) Ib. p.g4.

(17) Ib. p. 5.

(18) As e Brun attributed to fear Mr. Pitt’s rea-

dinefs to treat with an agent of the French Executive

Conncil,
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-« with the fecret agents of the Executive
€« Counc1l but that he (Le Brun), had ex-~
“ p'rcfsly forbidden them to have any com-
“ munication with the Englith Minifter.”

Council, which he moreover ftrangely perverged. what
inference would he have deduced, had a Britith Ambaf-
fador beer fent to Paris to demand explanations 7 Nor
was Le Brun the only one, who aferibed Mr. Pitt’s
pacific difpofition to the meaneft motives, on which ac-
count Mr. Miles, in a lctter to Le Brun of the 2d
. of Januery, 1793, made the following complaint
¢ Sa condéfcendance a été attribuée, non 3 la fran-
« chife, non 2 l'intérét qu’il eft cenfé prendre a la prof-
¢ périté de fa patrie, non pas a un principe de bonne
¢ politique, fondé fur les bafes de la probité et de I’hu-
¢ manité, mais a la faibleffe, ou 3 un motif encore
¢ moins exqufable, qui ne'lui fera jamais attribué que
¢¢ par des hommes [ans vertu, et qui étant déponrvus de tout
¢ fentiment d’bonneur, ne croyent pas que de tels fentimons
<€ pusffent exifter chex les autres.  Selon eux, c’éiait a la
€ crainte ou ala perfidie, que M. Maret devait fon en-
¢ trcvue avec M. Pitt. Grand Dieu ! quelle crainte
€ aurait-il pu avoir? Une feule peut-étre ! Le poi-
gnard d’unaffaffin? Et qu’avait-il 3 gagner parla per-
[0 ﬁdxe, etc. 7 Authentic Correfpondence. Appendxx,
P- 92
Dejeted
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Dejc&cd at the urié}ipé&éa I{Tﬁc of -thls
affair,” Mr. Miles wrote to Lé Bnm on the
18th of Dcccrnbcr, the day that’ Mr: IVIarct
departed from- Lon'don, and faid, < T am fin-
< cerely gncvcd to fee all my ¢ efforts for pre-
“ ferying peace and uniting. the two na-
« ‘tions, likely. to--fail- through ill-founded
<« prepoflefifions, (] g)mlfconccptlona, and un-
5 dcrhand mdnoeuvrcs (29) as dangcrous, as
% they are. contrary to the real intereft of
4¢ both countries.’ (21)-In> the ‘famc letter, ‘

(19) Name1y, ill- founded prepoﬂ'eﬁions agamﬁ the
Britith Miniftry, which Mr. Miles in this Jetter endea-

vours to remove.

~ (20) Mr. Miles (p. 94.) afcribes to the underhand
manceuvres of Mr. Chauvelin, to whom Mr. Maret
communicated the converfatiofk between himfelf anu
Mr. Pitt, the refufal of the Executive Council, to per-
' mit Mr. Maret to negotiate. At the fame time, ano-
ther motive operéted probably with Le Brun, as will
appear hereafter.

(21) “ Londres, le 18 Decembre, 1792.
¢¢ Je fuis au defefpoir, Monfieur, de voir tous mes ef- ;
Vor. II. (& & forts
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“ country : “on the contrary; we with to live
“ on good terms with France.” (22) "I the
fame letter, likewife, he declared to Le Bf‘u‘nf,‘
that, though Mr. Maret’s conférénce with
Mr. Pitt had, through the’ fault of the Fxe-
cutive Council, produced no effeé, he had
promifed Mr. Noel; (who was then lately
arrived in Iiondon, but before the end of
* -the month went as French Minifter to the

Hague) to procure for him alfo a conférence;

(22) “ J'ai 2 me louer de leur conduite honnéte &
¢¢ mon égard et loyale envers leur patrie ; e /i vous euf~
“ fiez permis aun dernier (Maret) d’achever ce qu'il a fi
L bien commence, Je crois que vous aurtex eu lieu d’en étre
S tres fatisfait. Aprés vous avoir affuré, que je n’ai au-
¢ cun intérét perfonnel dans la iiégotiation que j’avais
s prafque entamée, j’efpere que vous vous préterez i
¢ des confeils fages et prudents; et que vous ne perdrez
£¢ pas I’occafion qui fe préfente d’affurer le bonheur de
¢ votre pays et la trunquillité de I;E'urope. N'imaginez,
é point que le peuple Anglais foit difpofé 4 fe revolter
*¢ contre le Gouvernement ; n’imaginez pas qt’on dé-
“fire la guerre ici; point du tout, nous défirons de
“ vivre en bonne intelligence avec la Frande.” Ib.
P 2

SIS as
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“as*fpon as he fhould be avthorized by the
Executlve Council : 23) and in another let-
tcr ‘which he wrote on the following day,
: and which Mr. Noel himfelf tranfmitted to
' Paris, (24) he again reminded Le Brun “ to
“ authorife either Maret or Noel, to give fa-
“ tisfadiory explanations upon thofe points,
¢ which appeared, and with reafon, to give
% uncafinefs to our Government. ”(25) But
all his expoftulations were fruitlefs : for the

() La premiere fois que je vis M. Noel, et qu’il
¢ m'eut appris l'objet de fon voyage, je lui promis de

lui procurer le moyen d'obtenir une entrevue avec

¢ M. Pitt, d&squ'’il eut l'autorifation du Confeil Exé-
“ cutif.” Ib. p. 76.

(24) His letter to Le Brun of the 19th of December
* begins thus. ¢ Je vous ai déja &crit par M. Maret, qui
¢ eft parti hier pourfe rendre & Paris. Je vous écris en-
¢ core aujourd’hui confidentiellement, et c'eft M. Noel
¢ qui aura la bonté de faire paﬂ'ef ma lettre.”” Ib.

p- 63.

(25) ¢ Voila I'hiftoire abrégée de cette ridicule avan-
¢“ture (Mr. Maret’s conterence with Mr. Pitt) qui

¢ m’Otera



cu. xur.] ‘of Great Brisain and France. 29

French Executive Council departed not from°
the refoluticn which had been once ta-

ken. (26)

It is here unnececﬁ‘ary to examine, whe-
ther the Executive Council a&ed with pro-
priety or not, in refufing to autherife Mr.
Maret to treat with the Britith Miniftry, as
_ it undoubtedly poflefled the power of exer-
cifing its own judgment, in regard to the
choice of a negotiator. .But, as Mr. Maret
had alrcady had a conference with Mr. Pitt,
as he was highly fatisfied with his rccéption,
and in confeﬁuencc of the affurances which
he received from the Britith Minifter, had

fent a courier to Paris in order to obtain in-

¢ m’Gtera a jamais peut-€tre les moyens d’entamer une
““ nEgotiation, fi vous n'autorifez pas Maret ou Noel &
“donner des explications [uffifantes fur les points qu’ fem-
¢ blent donner, et avee raifon, de I'inguiétude & notre Gou-

““ vernement.” 1b. p. 65.

(26) This refolution has been quoted at the end of -
the preceding paragraph °

C3 ftru&ions,
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own, than with Mz, Chauvelin, whd was
equally defitous of war with his cmp]oyers
themfelves. Bcﬁdés, if Mr. Chaux.fclin alore
was deftined to negotiate,lwhy; did the Exe-
cutive Council fend fo many other agents at
this time to London :(29) and why did thefe
agents demand conferences, if they had no
authority to treat 2 We may fubmit it to
the judgment of every impartial man to de-
termine, whether this condu& bore not evi-
dent marks of duplicity, whether thefe agents
belonged not to the clafs of emiflaries, whoie
obje&t was to cxcxtc an infurre&ion, and
whether the confcrcnccs, demanded of the
Britith Miniftry, were not intended merely
as cloaks to cover their rcally hoftile- de-
figns.(30) It may be demanded further, whe-

(29) Mr. Miles (p. 96) fays, ¢ there was a conftant
fupply of them.””-But Mr. Maret, as we have {een, was
not of the number, as he had no miffion whatfoever

from the Executive Council.

(30) Mr. Miles (p. 94) has promifed to explain at a
Gy future.
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" ther Le Brun, if he had been difpofed to pre-
vent a rupture with Great Britain, would
i 'hqavg fo ﬂlamefully miﬁnterpretéd the con-
ference which was held with Mr. Maret :

" or whether ‘tﬁé Exécutive Council would
have permitted it, if they had not been
‘inclined to provbke the Britith Government
to a conteft, which, "‘it'\'}vas the firm belief
in Paris, Woﬁld inﬁéntly occafion a revolt
thréughout this country. (31)  But whe-=
ther thefe queftions be anfwered in the aft
firmative oi{not, thus much at leaft has been
proved by evidéncc, which no one can con-
trovert, that it was no refufal on the part ot;
the Britith Miniftry, as Oppofition writers,
“and Oppofition orators have fepcatcdly af-
_ Aerted, but the obﬂinécy of the French Exe-

future period the caufe of the above-mentioned impofi-
tion, which was prattifed by the Frerich agent both on
himfelf and Mr. Pitt. Whether he has ever done fo, I
know not. :

(31) See the Authentic Correfgondence, P« 96.

- g : cutive



cu. xu11.] of Great Britain and France. - 33

cutive Council, which prevented Mr. Pitt’s: h_
conference with M;.“Maret' tfrom producing
the defired effet.(32)

{32) Though the calumnies, which havebeen propa-
gated againft the Britith Government both at home’and
abroad during the prefent war, are almoft withq'utnum-v
ber; yet nothing can well furpals the malevolence,
which appears in the inventions, which certain perfons
haveventured to lay before the public as real hiftory, in
. regard to Mr. Maret. For they have not only declared,
that he was furnifhed with inftru€lions from the Exe-
cutive Council, but have even fabricated the terms of
thefe inftruions, which they have rendered very con-
ciliatory, in ordtr to increafe the odium, ‘\.avhich they
would willingly throw on Minifters, who, as théy
pretend, refufed thefe advantageous offers, and con-
fequently, as the faid perfons conclude, merited the
execration of their country. = That this reprefenta-
tion of the' condué of certain Oppofition writers may
not be thought exaggerated, I will quote the following
pa.ﬂ"age, which every one acquainted with political pub-
lications will eafily know where to find. ¢ It is confident-
<¢ 1y reported, that Mr. Maret had it in his inftrutions,
““unequiyocally to offer to our Miniﬂry thefe three
¢ points : Firft, that the navigation of the Scheidt thould
¢¢ be given up ; fecondly, that the French troops fhould

not
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0

As it was the will therefore of the French
Exccutwe Council, that Mr Chauvelin alone

fhogld condué the negotxauon ‘with the Bri-

(2]

o

i‘ not approacﬁ the Dutch tersitories within a given
s diftance ; and that the decree of the 19th of Novem-
s¢ ber fhould be either altered or repealed. When the
st oftenfible reafons for undertakinga war are thus pre-
% yioufly removed by the conceflion of the enemy, then
< none but the moft fufpicious motives can induce Mi-
s¢ nifters to facrifice the peace, treafure, and welfare' of
¢ the: country to their fecret or wicked views.”—A
charge of fo black a nature, as is here laid to :he I%ritifh
Miniftry, and laid with the confcioufnefs, as it necefl-
farily was, of being unable to fupport it by any real evi-
dence, betrays fomething worfe than mere levity. Nor
has the charge been confined to poli.tical publications,
for it has been often heard even in the Britifh Senate, till
the authentic documents were publifhed by Mr. Milés,
who calls it p. g2.) ¢ the vile expedient of a diftreffed
4 and hungry fafion, jmpatient to get into office, upon
¢ any terms, and by any means.”- Similar falthoods
wereﬂpropagated in regard to Mr. Maret’s journey to

" London at the end of January, 1793 : but the notice of
thefe muft be deferred to the fifteenth chapter, where
the hiftory of Mr. Maret’s {econd journey will be given
at large.

niftry,
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tith Miniftry, he accordingly; on the 27th
of Dccembcr, 1 /92 delivered to Lord G’ren-'
vﬂlc, his Majeﬁ:ys Principal Secretary df
State for the forcwn dcpartmgnt the fole-
lowing note. (33) J ok

33. The French original is printed in the Moniteur, .
2d. Jan. 1793.—In order to preferve, as mueh as poffi-
ble,- diplomatic accuracy, I have in general hitherto
quoted French documents in their original language,
even where an Englifh tranflation is given in the text.
But 3s the notes, which were exchanged during the
prefent neéotiation,are very long, and it is neceflary to
lay the whole of their coﬁtents before the reader, in or-
der to enable him to judge, whether the fubje&s in de~
bate were fully exhauﬁcd‘, on which his final decifion
muft now depend: further, asthefe notes inthe Englifh
tranflation were  Jaid before the Britifh Parliament on
the 28th of January, 1793, and thus acquired the au-
tharity of the originals themfelve I hope no one -will,
take it ill, that I here make an excepuon, and producc
only the Englifh tranflation, which I copy from the New
*Annual Regifter.» However, (hould any one doubt of
its accuracy, he may eafily compare it with the c:)rigi-
nals, becaufe it will be always noted, where the origi-
nals are to be found : and in thofe paffages, where there
i room for verbal criticifm, I {hall not negle@ to quote

<even
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.

s’ & TFhe undérﬁgncd Minifter Plenipoten-
L tii«.i‘(y of France has the henour to commu-

% nieate to Lord Grenville the mmftru&ions,
# svhich h¢ has received from the Executive
“ Qouncil of the Erench Republic, with or-
¢ ders to Jay them before his Britannic Ma-
“ jefty's Secretary of State for the depart-
‘ ment of foreign affairs, in cafe he thould
¢ think that he fhould not {pccdily cnough
“ obtain an interview with the Minifter.

 The French Government, by continu-
*“ ing, fince the recall of Lord Gower from

¢ Paris; to leave at London a Minifter Ple-

even here the French words themfelves. At the fame
time I fhall take the liberty of aécompanying the notes,
awhich paffed on this! occafion, with a continued cém-
mentary, in which the a@isms of the French Govern-
ment will be compared with its declarations. —During
thisnegatiation, Mr. Chauvelin wibte twice to Lord
Grenville on the alieniand corn bills : thefe two letters
have no rcfcrence to our prefent inquiry, but belong to
the eleventh chaptcr, where proper notice has been al-

seady takén of them:

: “ mipotentiary,
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“ nipotentiary, though they gave‘to his Bri-
< tannic® Majefty an ‘unequivocal prpof of
“ the defire they had to remain in good ur;-
“ derftanding with, the Britiﬂ;xﬁ(:'ourt,(';’)—'l‘)

(34) This argument has likewife been ufed even by
Britifh writers, to prove the pacific difpofition of the
French rulers. But the premifes by no means warrant
the inference, which is deduced from them : for one
Government may have refolved to engage in war with
another, and yet, m order to conceal its intentions, per-
mit its Ambaﬂ'ador to refide with that other Govern-
mernt, nll the plan is fully ripe for execution. The _
mere poflibility of this cafe deftroys the whole force of
the above-mentioned argument : and that in regard to
France it was not only poffible, but highly probable,
or rather abfolutely certain, is evident from the fadts,

~ which have been related in the tenth and twelfth chap-
ters of this work. Further, it is to be obferved, that,
ilnmediately after the return of Lord Gower from Pz-
ris, Mr. Chauvelin was a&uéll; recalled from London,
that his letters of recall were brought by Mr. Noel,
that Mr. ChauVelin objeed, ¢ that though he was
¢ not well with the Englifh Minifter, yet he was per-
s¢ fectly fo with Mr. Fox, and fome other members of
¢« Oppofition, and that it would not be prudent in
¢« France fo lofe the frmt: of bis labours wish thefe gen-

& tlemen,
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te and to fcc all thofe cloudq diffipated,

& to which events, neceffary and infepa-
o rablc from the mtcmal Governmcnt of
“ Prance, (35) feemed then to have given
¢ birth. The intentions of the Executive
 Council of France toward England have

“ never ceafed to be the fame: (36) but

8¢ tlemen, aim’ti;zirfh[zfeguzntﬂrruifzk, for a vain form of
¢¢ diplomatic etiquette,” and that in confequence of this
arguntent t‘he Executive Council revoked the order;, and
permitted Mr. Chauvelin’s further refidence in Lon=
don. See the Authentic Correfpondence, Appendix;
" p.83. So far therefore was [friend/bip for the Britifh
Court, as was afferted in Mr. Chauvelin's note, the
<aufe of his continuing to refide in London, that fheer '

enmily to the Court of Great Britain was the motive
of it.

«(35) Theevents, which are here officially declared
to have been neceffary and infeparable from the internal
Government of France, were the maffacres committed on
“the 10th of Avguft, 1792. From this declaration we
may judge of the chara@er of the men; with whom
Great Britain was then doomed to negotia{te.

- (39) This affertion admits of no doubt.
) ‘ “ they
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© e in a flate o'fuucertainty,r into which it has
& I;cg:n thrown by ' f{everal _n:maﬁares lately
e édoptcd by the Britifh ‘Government, an
;“unccrtafrity in' which the Englith nation
«smuft fhare, and which muft be equally
« unwc)rt}.ly' of both. (38) The Executive
« Courclil of the French Republic has con-
= tequently authorifed the Minifter of France
* at London to demand with opchncfs of the
“ Minifters of his Britannic Majefty, . whe-
«* ther France ought to confider England as
2 neutral ot hoftile power, and has parti-
“ cularly charged him to obtain, on this
“ point, a definitive anfwer. (39) “ But in

- (38) Whatever unworthinefs there may be in a ftate

of uncertainty, no {uch unworthinefs fell to the fhare

.

of the Britifh Minifters, for they were already tolerably ,
certain in regard to the defigns of France, and confe-

quently in regard to the megfuies which it was neceffary

to take at home. g

" (39) The beft anfwer to this queftion was contained
in the decree of the 19th of November, in the encou-
ragemené given by the National Convention on the

¢ ’ 25th

‘
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¢ demanding from the meﬁers of his Bri~ *
“ tannic Ma_)cﬂzy an opcn and caridid cxpla—
¢ nation of its mtentxons toward France, the”
« Executive Counc1l does not with, that the
“ {malleft doubt fhould exaft refpe&mg the
¢ difpofition of Frarice toward England; and
¢ of its defire to rcmam at peace with it.
« They even wifh to anfwer previoufly toall

°28th of the fame month to the f'ocieties, who ahhoﬁhged
their irtention of overturning the Britifh Conftitution;
in the decree of the 15th of Decernber, and in the refos
lution of the 24th of that month, not to except Eng-
land from the decree of the 19th of November:
fay nothing of the circular letter of the Marine Mlnlf
ter, and the order adtually given to invade Holland, as
they fucceeded by feveral days Mr. Chauvelin’s ndte of
the 27th of December. In fad; after the French Go-
vem;nem had folemnly declared itfelf the enemy of the
*Britith Government, it requlred no’fmall thare of affur-
anceé to demand 2 categoncal afifwer; wvhether the latten
intended to becomis the enemy of the former. There |
was only one categorical anfwer which cotld be given
to fuch a queftion, namely : ¢ fince you are refolved td
become my enemy, I 7u/t become yout’s in my own
defg'ricé." ‘

Vor. IL. D  thofe
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* ¢ France not only ought and withes to

& refpeét the indepcﬁd,encc of England, but
€ A € :

‘wo:xld not rebel againft their gevernments, had no
déﬁgn what{dever of exciting infurrections in neutral
countries. Befides, the interpretation here given of the
decree of the 1gth of Ndvember, is in dire& contradic-
tion to the plain terms’of the decree itfelf, which are,
¢t Ja Convention Nationale accordera fraternité et fe-
cours & tous les peuples qui woudront recouvrer leur li-
‘berté,” not gu: ont recouvré leur liberté, as the inter'pre-\ d
tation implies, which in other refpes is 2 manifeft.ab-
furdityi it being ineredible, that in any cogntryca difaf-
fected party; which had been able without the affiftance
of France to accomplifh its purpofe, and effe® a re-
-volution, thould be fo completely befotted, as afterwards
to require theintervention of the Great Nation. Further,
the general proelamation, annexed to the decree of the

“15th of December, in which the following words,
“ nous fommes venus pour chaffer. wos tyrans,” (Ch. xii,
Note 22.) was put into the mouth.of the French Ge-
nerals, affords an aiiditional proof, that it was not’ the
intention of the National Convémion to defer the pro-
niifed fraternity, till the nations, f6; whom this inefti-
mable bleffing was defigned, had already dethroned
.their fovereigns. And that it was the grand objelt of
the decree of the 19th of November to excife infurrec-
tions; had been admitted by the fame French Miniﬁer,

: : i
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“ that alfo of its gllies, with whom it is not °

e A )
s¢‘at war.  The und’erﬁgned, thcrcforc,, has7

Le Brun, from whém Chauvelin received hIS‘mﬂruc—a
tions. For on the sth of December, ®thtee weeks,
therefore, before Mr, Chauvelinsdelivered the prefent
note to Lord Grenville, Le Brun in aletter to the Pre-
fident of the National Convention announced an infur-
rection in a bifhoprick of the German empire as an
bappy effect of the faid decree. ¢ Citoyen Préfident,
, ¢ nous éprouvons de jour en jour les heureux effets du
“¢décret de la Convention Nationale, qui promet; au
“ nom de la nation Frangaife, affitance et p;ote&iun
¢ aux peuples qui ofent {écouer le joug de la tyrannie,
¢ et qui plantent au milieu d’eux V'arbre de la liberté.
¢ Les habitans de I’evéché de Porentru, etc.—for_l: de
¢ la loi du 19 Novembre, leur courage s'eft ranimé, etc.”
Moniteur, 7 Dec. 1792. (The refult of this happy:
effe@ was the eltablithment, under the aufpices of the
Great Nation, of the now forgotten Rauracian repub-
hc,'whlch like the Cifrhenane, preferved a temporary
" exiftence, till the mother-repubhc thought proper to
take her daughter republics into her own bofom). In
like manner, the Prefident himfelf, on the 3d of De-
cember had quoted the decree in épneﬂion, and intro-
duced it with the following preface : ¢ N’aurions-nous
“ réveill les peuples fouverains, detrdnés par les rois,
¢ que pour les replonger par des traités dandla fervi-
D3 “atuded °
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o b‘een charée'd to declarg fOrmally, that
“ Frame will not amzck Hannd wlzzle that
£ pp‘wer confines itfelf, " on its part, -wzz‘lzm the
& dounds of Jrict neutrality. (42)

¢¢ tude ?—Notre diplome d’alliance et de défence réci-
¢¢ proque eft écrit de la main de la naturel Nos prin-
<€ cipes et notre haine contre les tyransy voila nos minif-
« tres plenipotentiaires.” Moniteur, 6 Dec. 1792.
(It is never to be forgotten, that, in the language of
the National Convention, the words Roi and Tyranare
perfe&ly fynonymous).  Likewife Rémi, a celebrated
orator of the Convention {aid, on the 2d of December.,
¢ Apprenez aux peuples a punir leurs tyrans d’'une ma-
¢ niere digne d’eux.—Si vous eleviez des doutes fur la
¢¢ condamnation du dernier de vos tyrans, fi vous le-
¢ fuppofiez encore au deflus des autres hommes, quel
“.exemple donnericz-vous aux peuples & qui fuaus‘j)ortez
< Ju liberts 2 Ils croivaient devoir béﬁlér, comme Vous, @
¢ punir leurs tyrans.” Ib. After the unanimous interpre=
ctations then, which had been publicly given in the Cén-
vention itfelf at the begmmng of December, one of
which proceeded from the Prefident, and another from
the Minifter for foreign affairs, it was expe&ed that the
Britith Mlm(’(ry, at the end of the fame month, fhould
give credit to Mr. Chauvelin’s diametrically oppoﬁte

mrerpretanon'

‘ ;_(4.2) Yet only fourteen days after this folemn declara-

: tion,



o]

o

kgt
e xuL]  of Grea§ Britain and France. A7

« The Britith Government Being thus af~. .

“ fured, rofpedting the two points, no. pre-

)

) 7‘

tion (wlnch has had, fuch an effet on a celebrated Op-_
pofition writer, that he has afferted fo lgte as the yéar,
1797, < the; fccumy of Holland while fhe preferyed
her neutrallty, was profeffed and in a manner guaran-_
r.ar/(eed”) the Executive Counql fent ppﬁuye orders to
General Miranda, to invade, within twelve dags at fur~
theft, Dutch Flanders and the province of Zeglapd.-(s’qq
Ch. xii. Notes 50—53.) Itcannotbe objetted that the
“States General had -in the mean time tranfgreﬂ'ed the
bound$ of ncutralny, for a more fcrupulous ob‘;ervatmn
of them was impoffible. An attack on France could
- not even have fuggeﬁeditfelfto the Government of Hol-
land; for the Dutch troops were withdrawn from the
frontiers to preferve tranquillity ih the iu.terior,l which
the French party in Holland threatened to difturb : and
it was the defencelefs ftate, in which the Dutch fron-
tier towns were thus left, that tempted the Exccutive

Council to give the order for invafion. But we need not

" wonder at the falfity difplayed in Mr. Chauvelin’s %

" ‘note, fince Briffot, who knew all the fecrets of the Exe-
“cutive Council, and was their principal agent inghe
National Cofwention, declared two days after the order
for the ipvaﬁdn of Holland had been attually givén,
that the French Government had no fuch intention. His
own words were: ¢ I’agreffion du Sladthoudccr envers

D4 e stila

£

\
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« ¢ tence for the leaft dlﬂicplty ‘can remain,

% but on, the queftion 6f openmg the Scheldt,
3 & quei’clon 1rrevocably decxded by reafon

«Ta France, 6u I’ mfurre&lon contre ui de Ia majorité
¢ des Hollandais, voila Jes feuls cas, ou la France croi-
¢ rait de fon devoir, et de fa,jq_ﬂic_e,' de porter les armes
¢ dans des Provinces—Unies : et ces cas nexifient point, et
“la Fra?t?e, ‘en:ej,"dgut refler franqni/[e.” Monitqur, 5
janv‘. 1793. ' The words, ¢ ces cas n’exiftent Point,;’
éontain vlik'ewifc an acknowledgment, that the Stadt-
holder had not acted hoftilely toward France. Laﬁly,
as foon as Briffot had ended his fpeech, the National
Convention confirmed his declaration in regard to Hol-
land by the following decree s ¢ Que le Confell Exé-
cutif eft chargé de déclarer au Gouvernement d’An-
gleterre, que l'intention de la république Francaife eft
dentretemr I'harmonie et Ia fratermte avec la nation
Anglaife, de refpe&er fon lndependance et celle de ces
alliés, tant que I’ Angleterre et fes alliés ne I’ attaqueront
o Ppas. ” Ib. On'the 1oth of January, therefore, the Frehch ,

Government gave the order for the invafion of Holland,
and on the twelfth of the fame month a formal decree was
iffded, containing the moft pofitive” affurances of the
contrary. So daring and fo folemn a falfehood had
probably never becn uttered by Statefmen of any coun-
try, till French philofophy and French republlCamfm
had fet r&,xglon andhonour at defiance.

¢  ‘and
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. % tioms, ncceﬁ'ary to demonftratc the purity
L of the intentions of F rance, and when all
o peaceful and concﬂxatory meafures fhall
“‘havc been exhaufted by the French na-
“.tion, it is evident that the whole weight,
¢ and the whole refponfibility of the war
« will fooner or later fall \ipon thofe who
< have provokcd it. Such a war would

. ¢ really be the war of the Britifh Miniftry
« only againft the French Republic ; and,
« fhould ‘this truth appear for a moment
<« doubtful, it would not pcrhaps be ‘impof-
s« fible for France to render it foon evident
“ to a nation, which,. in giving its confi-

< dence, never renounced the exercife of

. were uttering falfe};oods, they knew likewife that thefe
falfehoods would produce effe&t : they knew that they
were furnifhing their advocates with the means of de-
ferice : and they knew by experiencs how many thou-
fands were at that time ready to become the dupes of
the moft wretched artifice. It is likewife a matter of
great ?mport'ance, when a revolution of principles is to
be effeéted, to gain the popular opinion.

c g ¢ reafon,
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¥ reafon, and its refpect for- Juftice and
“sitradh (47) i 0

> 2 »
(47) « Ce ne fek‘ait réellement qﬂ’lme guerre do,
feul Miniftere contre la régublige Francsife, et fi cette
vérité pouvait paraitre un moment douteufe; il ne ferait
peut-€tre pas difficile d’en convaincre bientét une na-
tion, qui en donnant fa confiance, n’a jamals renoncé i
Vexercife de fa raifon, a fon refpe& pour la verité et Ia
juftice.” This fentence relates to the appeal 'to the
Engllfh nation, which Le Brun had already announced
to the National Convention on the 1gth of December,
and which he faid he had given Chauvelin exprefs or-
ders to make. (See Ch. xii. Note 27.) It has been
thewn in the tenth chapter, that the French Govern-
ment was at this time fully perfuaded the people of
England were ripe for rebellion. Confequently, it
was fuppofed that uothfng would more contribute to fet
this people in commotion, than an appeal to their rez-
{on, and their refpeét for juftice and truth, namely, as is
neaeffarily underftoed, and as Briffot, in his interpretaa‘
" tion of the appeal, openly declared (Ch. xii. Note 34.)
from the unreafonablencfs, the injuftice andfaithleffefs of
“their Governmens, from which the people would with-
draw that confidence they had hitherto placed in it, and
take the adminiftration of public affairs into their own
hands, as foon as they were convinced, (which convie-
tion the French attempted to produce by every poffible
. artifice, -
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« Such are the inftru@ions, which the

& ﬁr}dc:ﬁgned has ref:ezivcd orders to com-
¢
aruﬁce, though in vam) that the Rritith Miniftry alone
wifhed for war, and that too merely becaufe France was
become a republic.  Such is undoubtedly the meanings
though it is very artfully veiled, of the prefent paffage
in Mr. Chauvelin’s note. Now, when two Govern-
ments afs at variance, and in a negotiation relative to
the points in difpute, an Ambaffador of the one re--
‘ceives orders, not only to ufe infulting language to the
Mlmf’:ers of the other, but to excite an infurre&tion of
the people, it is evident that the former Govefnment
withes not for a continuance but for 2 breach of peace
with the latter, which the circular letter of the Marine
Minifter, iffued durlng this very negotlatlon, fully con-
firms. 1f a Britifh Ambaffador at Paris had ventured,
in a note to the Executive Council, to threaten an ap-
peal tothe people of France, in cafe the National Con-
vention continued to purfue its plans of conque(i and
. *ggrandizement, and to intermeddle in the domeftic
concerns of neutralonations, though fuch an appeal :
would have been much more juftifiable, than that with
whtich the Britith Government was thzeatened, yetthere‘
can be no doubt, that he would either have received for
anfwer an order to quit the country, or would have
been committed to the Temple, as an exciter of fedi-
tion, for, under the républican -quernment of France,
g Y the
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¢ The underfigned has orders to demand -
“ a written anfwer to the prefent note. He
“ hopes that the Minifters of his Britannic
“ Majefty will be induced by the explara~
‘¢ tions, which it contains, to adopt ideas fa-
“ vourable to a good underftanding between
sathe two nations ; and will have no occa-
« .ﬁoﬁ, in order to return to them, to confi-
¢ der the terrible refponfibility of a declara-
“ tion of war, which would inconteftibly

“'be their Wofk;(51) the confequences of

France had been deferred till the period, when the ho-
nourable gentleman became convinced of its neceffity,
the Houfe of Commons would have ceafed to be the
theatre of his eraterical talents.

(51) If this pofition was fo eafy to be proved, why
did not the Executive Council attempt the proof of it
And why did they not compare their own condu&,
even to the nicel detail, with that of the Britith Go-
vernment, if théy were convinced that the comparifon
would illuftrate the pretended purity of thei_r views, and
the vaunted re@itude of their intentions? In fa&, they

Vou. 1L E 5 well
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‘itds the rea/ intention of one Cabinet to re-
géaxn the loft friendthip of another, it is ufual
to adopt polite and conciliatory language: but
when one Government. which has already
threatened anothe: with imminent danger,
fays to that other Government, at the very
outfet of a negotiation apparently defigned
to reftore harmohy between them, ¢ if the
armament which you have begun (and
which,, ih the prefent cafe, as has been
clearly proved, was merely defenfive) be fill
continued, we fhall appeal to your people,
which will not long confent to betray their
-own interefts, by ferving to fuipport a tyran-
nical coalition,” it is evident that the real
object of that Government is nof to effed a
reconciliation, Ir fa®, Mr. Chauvelin’s note
was fo far from removing the caufes of thofe
complaints, which the Britifi Government
had very juftly made, that it only added
new injuries and infults: and if Minifters

had
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had refufed to return any anfwer, it may-at’
leaft be doubted, whether they would have
merited cenfure. Nay, if fuch a negotiator
as Mr. Chauvelin, a man who was féwing
the feeds of civil war, while he affe@ed to
be a minifter of peace, had been ordered on
the receipt of this note, to depart immedi-

- ately from the kingdom, it would have been
nothing more than what the Frerich Execu-
tive Council would have done under fimilar
circumftances. But fo defirous was the Bri-
tith Adminiftration of preventing, if pof-
fible, an open rupture with France, that M.
Chauvelin was permitted to remain, till it
was found that all further negotiation muft
be fruitlefs, and that the French Govern-
ment, inftcad of offering fatisfattion for the
paft, and fecurity for the future, confirmed,
be the negotiation itfelf, the Tufpicion of its
defigns, to involve Great Britain both in fo-
reign and domeftic war.

E 3 % . Four:
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#¢ {elf no otherwife accredited to the King,'ﬁ
4 than in the name of his Moﬂ:_t]h;iﬁ:ian
¢ Majefty.  The propofition of receiving a
s Minifter accredited by any other authority |
¢ or power in France, would be a new quef-
< tion, which, whenever it thould occur,

s the King would have a right to decide ac-

o

¢ cording to the interefts of his fubjects, his
¢ own dignity, and the regard which he
¢ owes to his allies, and to the general fyf-
s tem of Europe, I am, therefore, to inform
¢ you, Sir, in exprefs and formal terms, that
¢ I acknowledge you in no other public cha-
 racer, than that of Minifter from his Moft
¢ Chriftian Majefty, and that, confequently,
“ you cannot be admitted to treat with the
« King’s Minifters in the quality and under
“ the form flated in your 7Z01‘é? (55)

{55) ¢ Dansia q.ualit—é et fous la forme (iom il ett
¢ queftion dans votre note.” That when Lord Gren-
ville returned this anfwer, Mr. Chauvelin had received
no other credentials, than thofe which had been given

him by Louis X V1. appears from a paffage in the note
E 4 8 of
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. ¢ But obférving that ’ynﬁ have ‘cnteréd‘

« into explanatrons o{ fome of the circum-
£

of the Ex;c;t;ve Councll of the 7tE of January, 17935
in which is faid of Mr. Chauvelin ¢ quoiqu'il ne foit
€ accredlt: aupres de !% Ma_]eﬁe Bmanmque que de Iz

= part du ci-devant Roi.” Moniteur, 14 Janv. 1793.
Indeed it was in the note of the 7th of January, which.
was d;hFered to Lord Grenville on the 13th of that
ﬁ;oﬁth;.that the Executive Council firft announced to
the Britith Miniftry its intention of furnithing Mr.
Chaupvelin with new credentials. - On the 3ift" of
Deccmbér, 1792, therefore, he had no other publi;- cha-
raer, than that with which he had been invefted by
Louis XVI., and if the Britifh Cabinet had been ever
fo difpofed to acknowledge, at this early period, the
French Républic in due form (a queftion, which Lord
Grenville leaves here undetermined), ftill it was not in
its power on the 31ft of December, toadmit Mr. Chau-
velin as the (zccreditéd Miniﬂcr of the French Repub]’c,
becaufe he had neither delivered, nor had even himfcif
- tcocived, any letters ofcredence from the adminiftrators
i iat Republic.  Confequently it was impoffible to

admit him to treat with the King’s Minifters ¢ in the
quality and under the form flated in his note.” But
Lord Grenville had already declared to him ¢ zhat out-
ward forms would be no hindrance to his Britannic Ma-
JEﬁy, ’ whenever the quef’uon related to explanations,
which
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# ftances, which have given to Erigland!fuch
« ftrong grounds of uneafinels and jealoufy,

“ (56) and that you fpeak of thcfc cxplanaQ :

which might  be fatisfaory and advantageous to both

parties. See note 4 to this chapter. The | queﬂxon,

therefore, whether the differences fubﬁﬂmg bctwceg
the two parties coyld be amicably fettled or not, de-
pended not on the form, but on the ﬁlbﬁam-e of the ne-

- gociation : it depended vpon this, whether the F; rench
Executive Council, whatever might be the organ
through which it fpake, really gave explanations,
which were {atisfactory, and affurances, on which the
Brmfh Government could rely

(56) Well might Lord Grenville fay ¢ fome of the

circumftances, which had given uneafinefs to Eng- .

land:” for Mr. Chauvelin’s note contained no allufion
whatfoever, either to the declaration of the National
Convention on the 28th of November, that it was ready
to affift in overturning the Briti/h conftituticn, or to
the decree of the 15th of December, which declared
hoftilities againft every nation, which refufed to take
up arms againft its government, or to the determination
of the National Convention on the 24th of December,
that the decree of the 19th of November fhould be ac-
tually applied to England.

“%ions :
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¢ But I am unwilling to leave without &

““ more particular rcpl);, ‘what you fay on the
« fubject of the Scheldt. = If it were trie,
« that this queftion is in itfelf of little im-
“ portance, this would ferve only to prove
“ more clearly, that it was brought forward
“ only for the purpofe of infulting the al-
“ lies of England by the infra&ion of their
“ neutrality, and by the violation of their
“ rights, which the faith of treaties Gbliges
“us to maintain. But you cannot be ig-
¢ porant that here the utmoft importance is
 attached to thofe principles, which France
¢« wifhes to eftablith by this proceeding, and
“ to thofe confequences which would natu-

¢ rally refult from them: (65) and that not

(65) The dangerous confequences both to England
and to Holland, which neceffarily refulted from the
opening of the Scheldt, when France was in poffeffion
of the Low Countries, have been thewn in Ch. X. P.
196, and Ch. xi. p. 254—258. With refpe& to the

Vou, IT. F /' principles,
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@ qﬂy thofe principles, and thofe confe-
& quences, will never be admitted by Eng-
.‘* iand, but that fhe is, and ever will be, ready
“ to oppoft Fh'c'm with- all her force.

¢ France can have:nd:right to anmul the
< ftiptlations relative to the Scheldt, unlefs
“ fhe have alfo the xight to fet afide equally
¢ all the other treaties between all the powers

- ¢ of Europe, and all the other riglits of

“ England, or of her allies. She can have
‘¢ even no prefencc to interfere in the quef-
“ tion of opening the Scheldt, unlefs the

*« were the fovereign of the Low Countries,

principles, which the French Republican Government

o

withed to eftablifh by this proceeding, they implied no-
thing lefs than, that the modern rulers of France pof-
fefled the right, not only to intermeddle in the internal
affairs of neutral nations, but to a& as the arbitrators of
all Europe. ~ In fa&, they have both affumed this right,
and have exercifed it during feven years, with almoft
unremittsd fuccefs.

k ¢ or

[
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% or had the fight to diGate laws to all Eu* 4

srope; o~ o

“ England will never conferit that France

“ fhall arrogate the powet of.annulling at
“ her pleafure, and under pretence of a pre-
“ tended natural right', of which the makes
“ herfelf the only judge, the political fyfs
“ tem of Europe, eftablithed by folemn trea-
* ties, and guaranteed by the confent of ali
¢ the po{;vcrs. This Government, aahcring
“ to the maxims which it has followed for
*“ more than a cchtﬁ'r‘y, will alfo never fee

“ with indifference that France fhall take .
“« herfelf, either diredtly or indirectly, fove-
“ reign of the Low Countries, ot general
“ arbitrefs of the'rights and liberties of Eu-
“ rope. If France is really defirous of main=
“ taining friendfhip and peace with England,
« fhe muft fhew herfelf difpofed to renounce her
“ views of aggreffion and - aggrandizement,
“ and to confine herfelf within her 019m terri-
8o, : o tory,
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" tory, without infulting vther governments,
e qithout difturbing their tranquillity, with-
| ““out violating their rights. (166)

e

(-

(66) < Si la France défire réellement de conferver
Pamitié et la paix avec I’Angleterre, il faut qu’elle fe
montre difpofée & renoncer a fes vues d’agreffion et d'ag-
grana'iﬂgmznl, ot Je tenir & fon prapre territoire, fans out-
rager les autres gowvernemens, fans troubler leur repos, Jfans
violer leurs draits.”’ By this clear and precife declara-
tion of the conditions, under which the Briti(h Cabinet
was willing to continue at ‘peace with France, and

 without which, i)eace could not poffibly be maintained,
the negociat‘ion was brought toa crifis and the iffue
of it now depended entirely on the. queftion, whether
the National Convention would renounce its views of
conqueft and aggrandizement, and ceafe to interfere in
 the internal concerns of neutral nations, to infringe on
their privileges, and difturb their tranquillity.  If the
National Convention thought proper to fubmit to thefe
conditions, which, on the one hand were abfolutely ne-
ceffary for the prefervation of Great Britain, and, on
the other hand could not be confidered ‘as injurious
to France, becaufe they were nothing more than what
the French Government itfelf had repeatedly declared
to be the bafis of their new f{yftem of politicks. Peace

_ was preférvcd, whether France were a monarchy or a
republic,
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« With refpeét to that chara&er of ill-*
¢ will, which is endeavoured to be found in
¢ the conduct of England toward France, I
“ cannot ("feufs it, becaufe you fpeak of it
‘in general terms only, without alledging a
“ fingle fact. All Europe has feen the juf-
¢ tice and the generofity which have cha-
< radterifed the condu¢t of the King. His
““ Majefly has always been defirous of peace :
“ he defires it ﬁil?, but fuch as may be real
“ and folid, and confifient with z‘]zéiz'm‘ere s
“ and digmity of his own dominions,.and with
“ the genéral fecurity of Europe. (67)

republic, for no allufion whatfoever was made in thefe
conditions to any particular form of government... But
if the National Convyention reje@ed the conditions, they
confirmed the fufpicions already entertained: and left
the Britifh Minifters no other choice, than either to
prepare fora ferious combat, or to facrifice their coun-

try to the ambition of France.

(67) ¢ Sa Majefté a toujours défiré la paix. Ellela
défire encore, mais réelle et folide, et telle qu’clle foit
compatible avec les intércts etla dignité de fes états, et

1907 2 avee
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*s/¢¢ On the re{’c of your paper_ I fay nothing,

£ As to. what relates to me and to my col-
f‘ Jeavues, the K1ngs Mmlﬁ:ers owe to his
e Majefty -the account of their ‘condu@ :

““and I have noanfwer to give to you on
¢ this fubje®, any more than on that of #e
< appeal which yoﬁ propofe to make to the Eng-
“ lifk nation. (68) This nation, according
“to that conflitution by which its liberty
¢ and.1its profpcrity are fecured, and which
it will always be able to defend agamﬁ
“ every attack dlre& or indire&, will never
¢ have with forelgn powers connection or
G correfpondcncc, except throuwh the organ
¢ of 1ts King: of a King whom it loves and

avec la fureté générale de 'Europe.” Here reference

" is again made to the conditions, which had been already
precxfely determined.

(68) Befide the infinuation in Mf. Chauvelin’s note,
fee the declarations made on this fubje& in the Na-
tiohal Conyention by Le Brun and Briffot, Ch. xii.
Notes 29, 30, 32, where Lord Grenville’s obfervations
on it are quoted likewife in the French original.

¢ reveres,
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¢ reyeres, and who has never for an inftant . '
€ feparated his rlghts, and his happméfs,
¢ from the rlghts, the interefts, and the hap-
¢ pinefs of his pcopl;. (69) ° 0 e
¢ (Signed) GRENVILLE.”

(69) This note is written with the coolnefs and dig-
nity of a ftatefman, who is confcious of havir.g juftice
on his fide, and forms -a ftriking contraft with the me-
- nacing language adopted in Mr. Chauvelin’s note : and
this contraft is the more remarkable, when we confider
that the Britifh Secretary of State was doomed to notice
not only u‘;xprevoked aggreflions, but explanations ftill
more difgufting and infolent, than the aggreifions them-
felves. Yet there are writers, even of our own coun-
try, who have ventured to declare that no one can com-
pare the zemperate laaguagc of the memorials from the
Executive Council of France with the infufferable ar-
rogance vifible in the notes of Lord Grenville, without
diawing a conclufion greatly to the difadvanfage of the
latter. Such an affertion is quite in character, and
correfponds exactly with the tone adopted by the
French themfelves, who during the late negociation at
Raftadt, after all that part of Germany, which lies to
the weft of the Rhine, together with the Auftrlan Ne-
therlands had been formally ceded to them, after they
had made themfelves mafters of Holland and Italy, and

F4 . after
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.‘Two days after Lord Grenville had com- .
mgmicated  this anfw.,r to Mr. Chauvelin,
Mr Miles wrote a letter to Le Brun, the
°ern|,h Minifter for Forelo'n Affairs, on the
fubjeét of the pcpdmg negotiation : and as
this letter is a document of fome importance,
and throws confiderable light on the hiftory
of Fr(;nch politicks, it will be neceflary to
make from it a few extrats. (70) Itis dated:
Clevcland -tow, 2d. Jan. 1793, and begins
thus. ¢ You always exprefs, Sir, in your

« different reports to the Convention, and in

after they had conquered Switzerland in the midft of
the negociation, continually talked of the grear Jacrifices
which France hadmade; in order to obtain peace. One
fhould really fuppofe that French republicans poffeffed
the privilege of fetting common fenfe at defiance.

(70) The French original is printed in the Authentic
Correfpondence of Mr. Miles with Le Brun, Appendix,
P- 92—98. I do not quote the whole of this letter
here, becaufe feyeral parts of it relate to other things,
and have been already introduced in various places; as
the fubjedls required.

e st
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« the difpatches-which I haveﬁ {een, the de-- )
« fire of preferving peace between England
“and France: but“what “feliance kan' e
“ had on proteflations which are contradicted
“ by facts @ How is it ‘poffible to believe yoﬁr
< intentions pacific, while your condué? is hof-
“tile? Do we live in an'age when enigmas
¢ are in vogue, or is it neceflary, in‘order to
¢¢ comprehend your meaning, to read, what
o« you write, backward ? (71)o11t4s 'avme-
¢¢ lancholy truth, Sir, that profpefity dazzles
¢¢ nmations, as'well as individuals; and that
“ great calamxtles are fometimes ncceffary to
 teach them juftice and moderatlon Thc
¢ rapidity of your conquefts in thc‘:\Auﬁrian
£ -thhcﬂands, in Germany, ‘and in Savoy,
“ made you lofe fight of what you owe tc
¢ yourfelves and others: and bccaﬁfc you

‘¢ fucceeded, by the intrepidity of your arms,

(71) The paffage; which immediately follows re- :
lates to Mr. Maret, and has been quoted in this chapter,
Note 18. 2 :

“ againft






€H. X111.] of Great Britainand France, 83 -

“ which no government can hear, without
¢ taking meafures of precaution immcdiately
« for its own fafety : and while fuch decrees
¢ exift, we cannot zely on youﬁjacﬁc" affur-
< ances. Befides, when you exprefs your fen-
““ timents dire@ly contrary to the explicit
#¢ declarations of e Corzwentio;z, vou can

“ only be conﬁdel_'ed as a private individual.

¢ In the name of God, if you with to avoid .

“ an univerfal conflagration, do not meddle
“ with'our government. If we are lefs free
¢ than you, if we were even in the moft ab-
¢ ject ftate of flavery, let us and our chains

¢ alone: and as you do not feel them, why

¢ trouble yburfelves about them? I dwell

¢ the more willingly on this article, as I am
“ no ftranger to.the greundlefs hopes ycu

&€

“ while you'encourage fisch fehemes, it will be

€

o~

impoffible for me to affift you, or even to
‘¢ hold any correfpondence with you, or the
< Executive Council.” Laftly, after having

once

have conceived of a general revolt: and
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‘once more affured Le Brun: that the Britifth
Cabmct ~was ﬁnccrcly dlfpo{cd to preferve
pcapc, and that it would not enter into a war,
unlefs forced to it, either as a meafure of pre-
caution, or as a meafure of neccfﬁty, to re-
pel an aggreffion on the part of! Frazice,(7 3)
he made to the French Minifter the follow-
ing declaration. ¢ This country would not
<« be averfe to an arrangement dictated more
“ by imperious circumftances than by juf-
L “itices Wlihaye propofed this arrangement as
« the only condition on which you would
“.agree to giwe up the Scheldt, renounce
“ your conquefts, and gi’ant peace to Pruffia
¢ and Auftria. (74) It is for the Execuz‘z'%/g
¢ power. ((Council) to decide.”

: (73) Mr. Miles’s own words in the French original
were : ““ ne rendez pas la guerre néceffaire, ni comme
mefure de précaution, ni par néceflitS pour repouffer

une agreflion de votre part, et wous ne Paurez pas:

, comptez la-deflus, et je répondrai du refte.

(74) Mr. Mlles has not cxplamed in what the pro-
pofed alrarfgement confifted : nor is it eafy to difcover
it
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On the 7th ©f January, 1793, after the

French Executive Council had received Tord

it from the contents of this letter alone, In the ("en;
tence immediately preceding, where it is natural to look
for an explanation, he had faid: ¢ Be wife, and ;ou
< will reftore liberty to Liege and Brabant : the empire
¢¢ and the Emperor will have nothing to fay, and a brave
s and loyal people will be freed from a yoke, which
¢ has long opprefled them.”—But, as Mr. Miles him-
{elf fays, that the arrangement, which he had'propofed,
was dictated more by imperious circumftances; thaa by
juftice, he could not allude to the juft-mentioned fettle-
ment in regard to Liege and Brabant, becaufe he repre-
{ents that arrangement as perfe@ly confiftent with juf-
tice.  Befides, he fays to Le Brun, that he had propofed
the arrangement in queftion, as the only condition on
which the Executive Council would confent to renounce
its conquefts: but it isa certain fa&, aswill prefently ap-
pear, that the ere@ing of Brabant and Liege into an in-
dependent republic was a condition, to which the Execu.
tive Council was refolved not to fubmit. Thewarrange-
ment in queﬂioh, therefore, muft mean fomething elfe:
and as Mr. Miles had been already informed in a letter,
dated Paris, 17th December, 1792, that the Executive
Council would infit on the formal acknowledgment of
the French Republic as a fine qué non (Authentic Cor-
refpondence, Appendix, p. 83), we rhay coficlude that I
St
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Grcn'vﬂlc s note of the 31t of December;

and Le Brun, who, in aJI matters relative to
foreign affairs, was the prmmpal petfon 1n it,

L ]

the arrangement, which Mr. Miles propoled to the
Britith Miniftry, as an indifpenfable condition of peace;
was no other than the required acknowledgment of the
French Republxc, efpecially as he fays it was di&ated
rather by imperious circumftances, than by juftice. If
this conclufion be juft, the Britith Miniftry, according
to Mr. Miles’s own account, would have confented at
the clofe of the year11793, to have acknowledged the
French Republic, had this Repubiic confeated to re~
nounce all views of conquelt and aggrandizement. The
words of the original are: On n’eft pas du tout €loigné
d’un arrangement, que les circonftances impérieufes
ont peut-étre dicté beaucoup plus que la juftice. But
whether this or any other arrangement was meant, Mr.
Miles reprefented the acceptance -of it by the Britith
Miriftry as a mark of great moderation: and in the
“entence immediately following that, ‘which was laft
quoted, he faid to Le Brun, « if you decline an arrange-
ment fo reafonable (un arrangement i raifonnable), a
~ calamitous war will be the confequence. The refufal,
* therefore, or acceptance of it on the part of the Execu-.
tive Council decided the iffue of the ne‘gotiatioﬁ. But
we fhall [ce from their note, which was dated the 7th
. of January, and confequently after Le Brun had re-
2 ceived
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¢ ¢ The provifional Execut1ve Council of
S thc French Repubhc, beforc they reply
¢ more particularly to each_ of the points
P ‘comprehended in the note remitted to
« them on the part of the Minifter of his
¢ Britannic Majef’cy, will begin by repeating
« to that Minifter: the moft exprefs aflur-
<< ances of their fincere defire to maintain
“ peace and harmony between France and -
¢« England. The fentiments of the French
“ nation toward the Englith have\ been ma-
« nifefted, during the whole courfe of ‘the
¢ revolution, in {o conftant, {0 unanimous a
“ manner, that there cannot remain the
¢ {malleft doubt of the efteem which it
“ vows to them, and of its defire to have
“¢ them for frie_nds. (76)

~

"

(76) Itcannot be denied that the National Convention
had manifefted its fentiments to many Englifhmcn;
(efpecially to thofe, who on November 28th, fignified
their intention of overturning the Britifh- Conftitution)
in {o conftant, fo unanimous a manner, that there could
not remain the fmalleft doubt of the efteem, which it

vowed
e
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¢ France. (80) The cxampk éf a p/ower'of :
“ the. firft rank, fuch ‘as Spain, mightkvhavey

“ induced the QExccutivve Council to hope,

(80) Miniftre Plenipofentiaire de Fra?xcé.”—NO\;v,
as Mr. Chauvelin, when he delivered his note of De-
cember 27th, had, by the acknowledgment of the Exe-
cutive Council, no other credentials than thofe which
he had received from the King of France, and Mr.
Burgoign, by the acknowledgement of the fame Coun-
cil, wasin the fame {ituation at Madrid as Mr. Chau-
velin was at London, the circumfiance, that the Mi-
nifter of the King of Spain ftill continued to give him
the title of Miniftre Plenipotentiaire de France, by no
means proves what the Executive Council intended to
prove by it. For, fince Mr. Burgoign had received no
letters of credence from the Executive Council, the
title, which the Spanifh Miniftry ftill gave him, was ne-
ceffarily founded on the letters of credence, which he
had brought from Louis XVI. The Britith Miniftry
likewife refufed not to grant Mr. Chauvelin a title de-
rived from #his fource, as appears from the firft para-
graph in Lord Grenville’s note of the 31ft of Decem-
ber. They declared only, what was perfeély true,
that, when he came forward as an agent of the French
Executive Council, he could not a& under a title, and
under an authority, which he had not dcrivedﬂfrom that
Council. This declaration was furely ver); different

Ggs °> from
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:?cording to all #he feverity of dipiomatic s

¢ forms. 5
(]

“To proccc:i noiv to the thyeg points,
“ which can alone form an object of diffi-
“ culty with the Court of London, the Exe-
“ cutive Council obferves oﬁ the firft, that
“ s to fay, the decree of November 19, that
“ we have been mifunderftood by the Mi-
¢ nifters of his Britannic Majefty, when they
¢¢ accufe us of having given an explanation,
¢¢ which announces to the feditious of all na-
“ tions, what are the cafes in which they
* may depend before-hand on the fuccour
« and fupport of France. Nothing can be
¢ more foreign to the fcr}timents of the Na-
¢ tional Convention, and te the explapation
¢ which we have given, than this reproach =
« and we did not think it was poffible, that
« the open defign of favouring feditious per-
« fons could be imputed to us, at a moment
« ¢ven when we declared, ¢ that it fqvould be
G4 . <doing °
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* ¢ exift thre there is an °xprcﬂion of the

i ger;cral will. Thefe two ideas mutually

Cm;nme ennemi, méme un peuple éntrer, fi refufant la
liberté et Pégalité il woulait traiter avec un prince et
avec des caftes privilégi¢es. Chauflard, p. 198. This,
faid the Executive Council, was the fpirit of the ele-
venth article (Vefprit de Varticle xi.) of the decree of
December 15. Likewife, the words of that article are
in dire& contradition to the explanation given in the
note to the Britith Government ofjanuary»7. See the
preeeding chaptcr./ Further, the Executive Council,
in its commentary on the eleventh article of the decree
of December 15, faid: ¢ Les deux difpofitions, qui
¢ tenferment cet article ne font ni une vaine menace, ni
 yne promeffe illufoire 5 elles font au contraire des confe-
& guences direéles de tou:rle/s pr‘incipes, defquels dérive

“ ¢ 1a loi jufte et falutaire décrétée par la Convention

- ¢ Nationale.” Chanffard, p. 225. Now there can be
no doubt that the inftruétions given to the Commiffa-

_sies on Jan. 8, conveyed the /rue meaning of the Exe-
eutive Council, and confequently that the explanation
given to the Britith Government on Jan. 7,vwas given
with the confcioufnefs of its fallehood : Tor it could have
anfwered no purpofe to have deceived their own Com-
miffaries, whereas, the keeping the Britifh Cabinet in
the dark, in regard to their real defigns, afforded the

moft eﬁg‘fual means of putting them in execution.

Befides,
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¢« exclude each other: for fedition is, and can
“ only be a commotion of a fmalljnur‘nbcr
' % againft the majority of a nation,; and tiljs
“ commotion would ceafe to be afeaitious, 1if
#¢ all the members of a foceiety thould ari,fe at
“ once, either to corre& their Government,
* to change its form entirely, or to accom-

¢ plith any‘other object. (84)

Befides, the inftru&ions given to the Commiffaries cor-
| ;e_fpon'ded not only to the words of the decrees of
Nov. 19, and Dec. 135, but likewife to all the interpre-
tations, which had'been given in the National Conven-
tion itfelf. (See Note 41.) Lalftly, the declaration made
to the Cor‘n.miﬂ'aries, that even a whole nation would be
treated as an enemy, if it refufed to rebel againft its So- .
vercign, and confequently that France would inter-
meddle in the internal concerns of neutral nations, even

ve not one feditious perfon was: to be found in the

country, forms alfo a ftrange .contraft with the
declaration made at the fame time to the Britith Go-
vernment, that their number mult be very confiderable,
before the National Convention would think itfelf jul-
tified in interfering.

(8l4.) Briffot, likewile, in his report of t?}e 12th of
January, 1793, faid: ¢ Un peuple libre fait diftinguer

S PVinfur-
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* « ¢ The Dutch were certainly not feditious,

° ‘ o i 3
“ when. they formed the generous refolution
® I : T X

oS4 ,?fizy’urr:ﬁion de la révolte, la voldité bien prononcée
«'d'une grandz majorité, du veeu partiel de quelques in-
s¢ dividus, Protéger oces derniers contre la majorite,
s¢ geft protéger la révolte ; cleft étre injufte, et une
¢ peuple libre neveut point Vinjuflice ; les moyens té-
s¢ pébreux font indignes de lui.” Moniteur, 1§ Jan.
1593. Yet, in Briffot’s werk, a fes commetans, p. 87,
we find the following paflage : ¢ Les révelutions, répon-
“dait-on, ne fe font qu’avee les minorités; c'eft la mino-

i)

zi'¢ qui a fait la révalution Fraxxgaife. But c:vcf) if the
revolutionary PrinciPIes of the French rufers had in-
volved no contradiction, and even if their theory had
been in itfelf perfectly pure and juft, fill the application
of their theory to particular cafes was fubje& to various
doubts, ‘ the determination of which they referved to
thémfelves : for inftance, the decifion of the two pre-

vious queftions, firft, whether the difgﬂ‘e&ed party in

-any country, to which they had direéted their attention,
really conftituted a majority of that country, and fe-
condly, whether the majority, at the fame time, wifhed
for the intervention of French fraternity. Confe-
quently, the Executive Council, in order to acquire the
right of applying the decree of November 19 to Eng-
land, anf_l of interfering in the internal concerns of this
kingdoxn; wanted, according to' its own explanation,

ot , nothing






102 Hifiory of the Politicks ~ [ci. xitrt.
“-them. (85) A knowledge of the general

v wlll is the only bafisof tranfactions between

° (85) But neither Henry I'V. nor"'A‘Qgeen Elizabetl
made a public declarélion, that they were ready to affift
all nations, which thought proper to take up arms
" againft their Governments; and there is furely a wide -
difference between the lending of affiftance to a part:-
cular people, after it is really opprefled, and the making
a general profpective declaration like that contained in
the decree of November 19. Befides, at the time when
this decree was voted, France not only was itfelf in a
flate of revolution, but had already infufed fimilar prin-
ciples into the neighbouring nations; and therefore
fuch a decree neceffarily difturbed the general repofe,
by fetting men’s paffions every where in commotion.
Nor will any man venture to compare the ftate of the
difaffected party in England, when this decree was if-
fued, with the ftate of the Dutch, when they were al-
fifted by Queen Elizabeth. For the latter were perfe-
<uted in the moft cruel manner by the Spanifh Gover-
nor, the Dl.]ké of Alva, who, in order to .force them
into Popery, introduced a Robefpierrian fyftem of ter~
- rorifm, who inftituted domiciliary vifits, in order to dif-
cover religious heretics, as the French Dire@ory did in
1798, in order to difcover political heretics, and daily
brought offerings to the fword or the faggot, as the
modern rulers of France have done to the guillotine.

5 e - Fhe
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“ pations : and we cannot treat with any

“ Government, but becaufe that Govern-
“ ment is fqpppfed' to be the organ of the
« general will of the nation to which it be-
¢ longs. When by this natural interpreta=
‘< tion, therefore, the decree of November ig
s¢ is reduced to its real ﬁgniﬁcaﬁon, it will be
£y found, that it announces nothing fnprc than
“ an a& of the gcflcral will above all conteft,
¢« and fo founaed in right, that it was not

¢« worth while to exprefs it. For this rea-

~ The fupport of a nation, thus cruelly opprefled, when
. that nation den;andqd affiftance, was very different from
 the encouragement of infurreGtion in a country, where
the inhabitants, upon the whole, have great reafon to
be fatisfied with their condition.” A great deal, like-
wile, depends on the objec? of the fupport which one
nation gives to another. Queen Elizabeth, after the
had affifted the Dutch in (haking off the Spanifh yoke,
ieft them in quiet poffeffion of their liberty, and even
fecured it by all poffible means: whereas, the French
rulers have removed from the Dutch, as they have done
from the Swifs, a merely imaginary yele, in order to

impofe on them a real and infupportable ons.

_{on,

°
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e fon, the Executive Council thinks, that the
& evidefice of this right might have perhaps
_“endered it unncceflary for the National
«"Convention to make it the objeé of a par-
¢ ticular decree: but with the preceding
« interpretation it cannot give offence to

¢ any-nation. (86)

¢ Tt appears that the Minifters of his Bri-
“ tannic Majefty have made no objc&i’onsv
<« under the declaration refpecting ‘Holland,
« fince their only obfervation on this fubje&t

« relates to the difcuffion concerning the

(86) We have feen that the preceding interpretation
contained the groffeft falfehoods: confequently it could
not be fatisfaory. Even Briffot, though in his report

¢ to the National Cenvention of the 12th of January,

Moniteur, 15. Janv. 1793) he fupported the Execu-

tive Council, and endeavoured to juftify the decree by

fimilar fophiftry, called it a few monrths afterwards, on

more mature deliberation, ¢ 'abfurde et imp&litique de-

cret du 19 Novembre, qui a juffement excité les in=

- quiétudes des cabinets étrangers.—A fes Commettans,
polo8. e

: : 3 ¢ Scheldt.
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¢ Scheldt. (87) "It is on this laft point, °
#¢ therefore, that we have to make uurfelvee
¢ underftood.

(87) Itis not true, that the Minifters of ‘his Britan-
- nic Majefty made no obje&ions;'under the declaration
refpeting Holland: for Lord Grenville, in Kis note of
December 31, had combated that declaration with the
following folid and unanfwerable argument. In the
month of June, 1792, the French Government had al-
ready engaged to refpe the rights of the allies of Eng-
land, as long as thofe allies continued neutral: but it
had fince ai7ed contrary to that engagement, French
thips of war having forced their way up the Scheldt, in
oppofition to the formal proteft of the States General,
and thus violated the rights of the Dutch, the allies of
England. And not only was this violation founded on
a refolution of the French Executive Council, but the
faid Council announced its determination to fupport
that refolution. Since, therefore, the French Govern~
ment broke its word in regard to one important point,
what fecurity had Great Britain that it would not break
its word'in another, and flill further violate the fights of
the Dutch, by an open invafion of their country?—
This was the clear meaning of Lord Grenville’s argu-
ment ; and experience {oon proved that it was juft, for
it was only ten days after the date of his note, and only.
three days after the date of the prefent note ¢f the Exe-

Non AL, A H  cutive
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* e« We here repeat that this queftion itfe
. is of dittle importance. The Britith M-

<& nifters thence conclude, that it is therefore
5

 more . evident, that it has been. brought
« forward only for the purp()fc of infulting
« the allies of England.. We reply with
“ much lefs warmth and prejudice, (88)

cutive Council, that the order for the immediate invafion
of Holland was a&ually given. See Ch. xii. Notes
sc—s2. It is no wonder, therefore, that on the 7th of
January, the Executive Council wifhed to evade the
queftion of the danger which threatened Holland. The
manner in which they evaded it was likewife extremely
artful; indeed much miore {o than any one, on a fuper-
ficial reading of their note, would imagine. = They ex-
changed, namely; the inference for the premifes, wholly
fet afide the analogical part of Lord Grenville’s argument,
confined themfelves to the opening of the’Scheldr, with-
out taking the leaft notice of the conclufion, which had
been drawn from it, and argued, as if the Britith Ca-
binet could have no reafon to fufpeét an invafion of
Holland, provided it heard fomething ‘confolatory about
the Scheldt.

(88) So far was any warmth from being vifible in
Lord Grenville's note, that it was written with all pofs

fible coolriefs and deliberation, though the infolence of
: Mr.
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 that this'queﬁién is abfolutely indifferent A

‘“ to England, (89) that it is little intereft-
“ ing to Hollard, (go) but that igﬂis of the

Mt. Chauvelin’s note, to'which he replied, was fuffi-
cient to have irritated any ﬂatcfm::m, who had lefs com-
mand of his paffions. With refpe&t to prejudice, I
leave every impartial reader to determine, whether the
notes of the Britifh, or the notes of the French Govern-
ment, are more confiftent with truth, with juftice, and
with reafon. And even if the French notes had been able
to lay the moft folid claim to one orall of thefe qualities,
it was not well calculated to produce a reconciliation
with the Britifh Government, to fay to its face, that it
wrote with warmth and prejudice. But reconciliation

was not the objec of the Executive Council.

(89) The contrary of this affertion, and the danger-
ous confequences refulting to England from the opening
of the Scheldt, when the French are mafters of the Ne-
therlands, have been {o clearly thewn in the tenth and
eleventh chapters, that it would be a waflz of time to

add any thing more on the fubjet.

(90) This pofition is fo manifeftly falfe, that a con-
futation is unneceffary. The Dutch themfelves beft
knew whether the opening of the Scheldt would be in-
jurious to them or not: and if they had not been fully

Y Ha2 ' . convinced

.
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“ utmoft importance to- the -Belgians. (91)
«¢¢ That it issindifferent to England does not
. even réq_uirc to be proveds It 1s little in-
«¢ terefting to Holland, fince the productions
< of the Belgic Netherlands can be conveyed
¢ through the canals which end at Oftend :
“ (g2) but it 1s of great importance to the
s Belgians, on account of the numerdufs ad-

¢ vantages which they may derive from the

convinced that it would not, they would have hardly
been fo anxious to fecure the clofe of it by fo many
different  treaties, from that of Weftphalia in 1648,
down to the treaty with France in 1785.

fgr) They bught rather to have faid ¢ of the utmoft
- importancé to France : foxr the union of the Auftrian
Netherlands with France was already determined,
. when the French Exccutive Council drew up this nove,
as will prefently be proved by authentic documents.

(92) -But this is not the ground on which the impor-
tance of the clofe of the Scheldt for Holland refted.
Nor is the pofition itfelf true: for the produce of Brul-
fels, and all other parts of the Low Countries,. which
lie to thé eaft of the Scheldt, can be much more conve-

niently {hlpped at Antwerp than'at Oftend.
“¢ port
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e arf public right is contulted, we fay that
. it ought never to be but the application of

* nature alone would not entitlé him. In’jike manner,
when two nations enter into a treaty, they fubmit
themfelves to limitations, to which the right of nature
would not oblige them, in order to obtain political ad-
vantages, which, without fuch limitations, would be
unattainable. Neither a contra&, therefore, between
individuals, nor a treaty between nations, can exift,
without a reftrition of the ‘exercife of patural right.
Confequently, if we adopted the maxim, that every
treaty, which was inconfiftent with the free exercife of
the yigvh_t of nature, was in itfelf void, no treaty what-
foever could fubfift. The whole depends on this fingle
queftion: Ishe, whoenters intoa contract with another,
entitled to fubmit himfelf to the limitations which
arife from that contra&? If he is entitled to fubmit
himfelf to thefe limitations, he is undoubtedly bound to
fulﬁl the conditions of the contra&, and no third perfon

“has a right to difperfe with the obligation. The cafe
is exaélly the fame in regard to whole nations. But
the Government of the Auftrian Netherlands, like every
other independent government, was certainly entitled to
fubmit itfelf to a limitation in the navigation of the
Scheldt, efpecially fince, as far as this limitation ope-
rated, both fides of the Scheldt were Dutch territory, 2

~ circumftance, which in- itfelf gave the Dutch a claiin

i

10
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* the principles of the general right of na~

“ tions to the particular circumitances 1n

v

to the fovexelgnty over that part of the river. And the
céntinuation of this long enjoyed fovereignty had been
further granted to them by the Emperor Jofeph, only
feven years before the period in queftion, for the fum ot
ten millions of florins: France itfelf had been a par-ty
to the engagement, and by a particulér treaty with
Holland, in the year 1785, had guaranteed to them that
very fovereignty of which it now attempted to deprive
them. See Martens’ Recueil des Principaux Traités,
tom, ii. p. 612. Confequently, it was neither the right
of nature, nor the right of nations, but wholly and
folely the right of the ftronger, on which the opening
of the Scheldt, in the year 1792, was grounded. = Even,
if the Auftrian Netherlands had been at that time al-
ready formally ceded to France, ftill the French Go-
vernment would have had no right to have taken fuch
aftep: for, if an eftate is mortgaged, or is otherwife
fubjeét to any kind of limitation, that eftate does not
change its quality by a change of its mafter. The
new proprietor, if he choofes to free himfelf from the
limitation, muft, provided he a& according to juftice,
make a compromife, and give an equivalent to the per~
fon or perfons in whofe favour the limitation had been
made. But this mode of proceeding does not accord
with the fyflem adopted by the rulers of France, who

Ha4 ' exped,
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“« pying the Netherlands wills continue no

f¢ longer than the war, and during that time

~of Savoy had only a few weeks before been incorpo-
rated into France by a folemn and unanimous décree
of the National Convention. See Ch. x. note 3. (Yet
a celebrated Oppofition writer has ventured to declare,
<€ that the ancient limits of France were propofed as her do-
minion.” ) The incorporation of Nice and its territory

was likewife unanimoufly voted within three weeks
after this pretended renunciation of aggrandizement.

See the Moniteur, 1ft Feb. 1793. And on the very
fame day that the incorporation of Nice was voted, the
incorporation of the Auftrian Netherlands, and the
Bifhopric of Liege, was propofed by Danton, who faid

to the National Convention: Je ne demande rien 2
votre enthoufia{me, mais tout 4 votre raifon, mais tout
aux intéréts de la République Francaife. N'avez-vous.
- Pas prégugé cette réunion, quand vous avez décrété une
organifation provifoire pour la Belgique ¢ Vous avez

tout confommé par cela feul, que vous avez dit aux
amis de la liberté : organifez- vous comme nous.” Ib.

Nor was Danton’s propofal rejeted, but only deferred,

_ till the procés-verbal of the people of Liege, for which

they waited, thould arrive in Paris. I, In this man-
ner did the rulers of France render homage fo truth :

this manner did their ations correfpcnd to their pro-

mifes, to zenounce conqueft and aggrandizement.

¢ which
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s its, general wiil may be declared legally
« and unfettered, then, if England and Hol-

tive. See the documents on this fubje€in Chauflard
Mémoires, p. 80—85. See likewife p. 11—21, where
the reafons are affigned for. the neceffity of incorporat-
ing Belgia into France. Threedays after the decifion,
b_hauﬂ‘ard wrote to Le: Brun, the French Minifter for
Foreign Affairs, and faid: ¢ La minorité fayorable aux
¢¢ principes révolutionnaires fe devife elle-méme : nous
< tachons de la rallier autour du fyfteme de la réunion 5

¢¢ mais une partie fe flatte de I'efpoir d’une Convention

¢¢ Nationale.” Ib. p.86.. But the National Conven- :

tion confirmed the decifion of the Commiflaries, as
Chauffard himfelf fays, p. 425, note 15. ¢ La Con=
vention parun décret a approuvé les arrctés de fes Com-
miffaires dans la Be]gi‘que‘.” Likewife in Briflot’s work,
a fes Commettans, p. 87, we find the followi'ng paflage:
<« Cambon difait hautement devant les Belges mémes:
lo guerre de la Belgique nous coiite des centaines de
millions ; leurs revenus ordinaires, et méme des iméﬁts

extraordinaires ne les mettront jamais a méme de nous

rembourfer, et cependant nous avons befoin. = L’hypo-

theque de nos affignats touche a la fin. Que faut-il

faire? Vendre les biens eccléfiaftiques du 'Brabant;A

voila une hypothéque de deux milliards. Mais com-
ment nous en emparer? En nous réuniffant’ a 1a Bel-
gique.  Et ayffitot on ardonne ceite réunion.” L;lﬁly,‘Ge~

WVaor. 1T, I " neral
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L lglnd ftill affix any importance to the open-
ot ing of the Scheldt, the Executive Council

neral'Dumouxigz, who was well acquainted with the
fecrets of the French Government, has publicly made
the following confeffion : ¢ L’intention_[ecrh"e a Paris
¢ n’était point que le peuple Liegeois, et encore mog'ns
“ celui de la Belgique, fe réunit en corps de nation,
¢ pour fe donner une conftitution et des loix ; on crai-
<€ pnoit qu'une fois affemblés ces deux peuples ne con-
< nuffent leurs forces, et ne fondaffent une république indé-
$¢ pendante.” Vie de Dumouriez, tom. iii. p. 348.
+There remains, therefore, not the fhadow -of a doubt,
that it was the intention of the French Government,
JSrom the wery beginning, to incorporate Belgia into
France, and confequently it is certain that the aflurances
of the contrary, which were given to the Britith Go-
vernment on the 7th of January, were given with the
confeioufnefs of their falfehood.

With refpeét to the pretended love for the Belgians,
which, according to the Executive Council, was fu
great, that their independence and happinefs was the
whole reward which was fought by-France for itskind
exertions, the above-quoted paffage in Chauffard’s Let-
ter to the French Minifter for Foreign Affairs, affords
an admirable proof it. For it appears from that paf-
fage, that the majority of the Belgians wifhed for no re-
volution whatfoever, and that even a part of ‘the mino-

rity

~
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«¢ will leave that affair to a dire& negoti'a:
« tion with the Belgians. If the Belgians,

rity wifhed, not for an union with Fraace, but for«
- National Convention of their own. Chauflard himfelf,
‘therefore, admitted, that the incorporation of Belgia

into France was a meafure, which was difapproved by =~

far the greateft part of the inhabitants. And this re-
prefentation was in fa& much too feeble; for, fo early
as the 2gth of December, 1792, at a meeiing of the
Belgians at Bruffels, the propofal, that they thould re-
nounce their old conftitution, and take the new oath,
produced sthe following effe¢t. Le ferment fut haute-
ment refufé dans le-plus grand nombre des feGions.
s¢ Point d’égalité, point de nouvelles loix ; nos états,
‘notre ancienne conftitution, et point d’autre chofe,”
s'écriat de toutes paris. Moniteur, 6 Janv. 1793.. The
French Executive Council, therefore, were well ac=
quainted with the fentiments of the Belgians, even be-
fore: the); figned the inftru&ions for the commiffaries.
But Chauflard, faithful to this traft, eafily difcovereG
the means of removing all objedlions, and faid in his
vote for the incorporation : ¢ On m ‘oppofe le voeu du ;
(3} peup]ye le waeu d’un peuple enfant ou z'mbicilﬂ ferait nul,
s¢ parcequ’il ftipulerait contre lui- méme.’ ‘Such is the
French method of promoting the high- pnzed happi-
nefs and fovereignty of the pegple. Well, therefore,

did Dumouriez fay:  On difait aux Bclges dans

12 le
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K through any motive whatever, thall con-
¢ fent to deprive themfelves of the naviga-
_¢ tion of the Scheldt, Brance will not op-
¢ pofe it. It will refpect their independence

“ even in their errors.: (109)

Ie préambule, qu’ils étaient libres ; on les fraitait en ef-
claves.” Vie de Dumouriez, tom. iii. p: 374.—That the
French rulers have fpéken fo fpecioufly, and have a&ed
fo infamoufly, is no wonder, becaufe {yftematic decep-
tion isa conftituent part of their general plan : but that
fo many men of talents and pénetration could fuffer
themfelves to be duped by their artifices, is really a won-
der. Fortunately, however, for Great' Britain, our Mi-
niflers faw more clearly : or we fhould ere now have

fhared the wretched fate which has befallen the Dutch
and the Swifs.

(109) It was to be expefted that fo captivating aad
fentimental a paffage as this would not efcape the notice
of a celebréted,wfiter, who has made a copious collec-
tion of the fair praﬁﬁom of the French rulers. Indeed,
‘he hasnot only quoted itA, but has ventured to declare,
that ¢ implicit refpect was manifefted to the indepen-
dence and confiitutions of other ‘nations.”-~But if what
‘manner the ihdependéhce of Belgia was refpe&@ed, in
what manner its conflitution, which the majority of the

inhabitants
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| SeAfter do free a_dcclaration, which mani-"
« fefts the prefent d=figns of peace, the Mi-
“ nifters of his Britannic Majefty ought to

inhabitants wifhed to preferve, was held in. honour,
and in what manner the French Executive Council re-
gulated its conduét by the will of the fovereign people,
‘has been fhewn in the preceding note. Further, fays
Dumouriez, immediately after the words laft quoted :
¢ On ne leur laiffait aucune adminiftration : on les
mettait en tutelle. On fe chargeait du {équeftre de tous
\les biens éccléfiaftiques, qu’on nommait biens nationaux,
{ans s’embarraffer, s’il conviendrait aux Belges de -dé-
pouiller fon clergé, et de déclarer fes biens nationaux.
"I‘out cela fe faifait, pour les forcer-a fe donner @ la France;
et bient6t on employa la vislence et les moyens les plus cri-
minels, pour arracher 'émiffion de ce veeu.” Whoever
wifhes to read a circumftantial account of thefe violent
and infamous meafures, of which not only Dumouriez,
bt even Briffot (a fes commetans, p. 82—87.) loudly
complains, may confult the fecond volume of Defo-
doards’ Hiftoire Philofophique de la Révolution de
France. The defcription given by Defodoards, which
no one will call in queftion, as the author is himfelf a
ftaunch republican, and a decided enemy of Great
Britain, fhould be further compared with the all-prd-
mifing manifefto, with which the entry of ihe French
army into the Netherlands was accompanied, andit will .
"l 3 " then
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“ of our allies is ftill maintair;cd by folely’
& oﬁ'enng an illufory negotiation upon thlS
“ fub_]cé’c which is put off, as well as thc
¢ evacuation of the Low Countrigs by the
¢ French armies, to the indefinite term, not
¢ only of the conclufion of the war, but like-
¢« wife of the confolidation of what is called
¢ the liberty of the Belgians. ;

« It ~is- added, that, if thefe explanétions
< appeat infufficient to us, if you fhould be
¢ again obliged to hcaré haughty tone of
« language, if hoftile preparations fhould |
“ continue in the ports of England, after
‘; having made every effort to preferve peace,

| “ you will then make d_;ﬁbgﬁz‘iomfor war.

3 N4

¢« If this notification, or that relative to
< the treaty ¢f commerce, had been made to

-¢ me under a regular and official foim, (115)

(x15) Tt was admitted by the Frenck Executive
_Coungil, in the very note to which Lord Grenville here

* replied,
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<¢ I fhould havc found myfclf under the ne-
6 ccﬂity of replying to.it, that to threaten
G Grcat Britain with a declaratlon of war,
“ becauft {he judged it expcchcnt to aug-
¢¢ ment her forces, and alfo to declare that a

¢ {folemn frcaty thould be broken, becaufe

replied, that Mr. Chauvelin was no otherwife accredited |
to his Britannic Majefty than from the late King of
France, and that he was not formally enough authorized
to treat as an agent of the newv Government of Frénce;
confequently Mr. Chauvelin’s cbmmunicat’ion of the
note, to which” Lord Grenville here rcplied, was, in
diplomatic ftritnefs, no official communication : and as
this was avowed by the Executive Council itfelf, no one
could cenfure a Britith Minifter for ufing the fame lan-
guage. Tndeed it is obvious, that, if the Britifh Go-
vernment had been ever {o inclined to acknowledge; at
that early perlod, the French Republic, it could not
conﬁdel any individual as the accredited Ambaffador of
that republic, till credentials from the part of thofe,
. who had the adminiftration of it, had been both deli-
vered and received. But (as Lord Grenville had already
explained to Mr. Chauvelin) the iffue of the negotia-
tion depended, not on the form, but on the fubftance ofr
ite(\See I}?ote 4 to the prefent chapter.) V

<« England
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°

« England adopted, for her own [afety, ﬁtch'
< precautions as already exift in France, (116)

" “would only be conﬁdcred, both the one

“and the other, -as new grounds of of-

“ fence (117), which, as long as they

(116) It has been proved, that the French naval
preparations preceded thofe, which were made in Great
Britain, by three whole months, and that the number
of thips of war, which were ordered by the Britifh Go-
vernment to be put in commiflion in the latter half.of
December, and the former part of January, was inferior
to the number of thofe which France had already in
commiflion, to-which was now. to be added the confi-

derable reinforcement of fhips of the Jine and frigates,

-ordered by the National Convention-on the 13th of Ja-

nuary. See Ch. x. Note 5. Ch. xi. Note 44. and
Ch. xii. Notes 59—61.
; .

(117) To complain about preparations, which were

not only mere meafures of defence, but were fhill lefs

» extenfive than thofe already adopted by the menacmg

power, and, whll(: the motives which had glvcn rife to
the preparations of the menaced nation flill continued,
to infift on the ceffation of thofe preparations, and laftly,
when the caufes of alarm were openly avewed, to ac-
company the demand with a new menace, that, unlefs it

were
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at the very time that the French Executive
Council was ‘prcten'din’g to remove ‘the fog-
mer caufes of complaint, and, ~during ne-
gotiations, of which the apparent objé&
was the prefervation of peace. For the de- |
'~ cree of December 15, the netw addrefs to all :
nations in favour of infurre@ion, the me-
nace in the National Convention of an ap-
peal to the Britith people, and the decifive
refufal on December 24, to except Great
Britain from the decree of November 19,
fucceeded ‘Mr. Pitt’s comference with Mr.
Maret, and took place about the period,
S hntthe Breah Executive Council muft
have been engaged in prepaﬁng inftructions
for Mr. Chauvelin. It was only four days
“after Mr. Chauvelin had délivered his notc
. of December 31, and on the very day on
which Lord oGrenville replied to it, that the
Marine Min\iﬁer{ Monge, wrote the circular
letter to the French {ea-ports, threatening
‘England with an invafion, and fifty thou-

| fand
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was fully ripe ofor execution. But the Bri-

tith Government had®more penetratidn thans
the French‘«Governmcn-t) imagincd, and. was
too. _wife to be decoyed into a,fna;e,"whiclr;,
within the compafs of a few years, has

proved the ruin of millions. (119)

(119) The readinefs to give credit to the proteftations
of the French rulers, till the iniquitous invafion of Swit-
zerland at laft opened the eyes of all who chofe to fee,
and repdered the truth, that the aGions of thefe prex
tended benefactors of mankind were uniformly at va-
riance with their fpecious profeflions, as palpable even
to the illiterate in politicks, as it had been from the very
beginning to the intelligent, appears fronlj the follow-
ing paffage of a letter written from Paris in the autumn
of 1798, and publifhed in the Annals of the Pruffian
Monarchy (Annalen der Preuflifchen Monarchie) No-:
vesnber, 1798, p. 272—276. <¢ The (French) Go-
% vernment fent to Germany, fome time ago, a man of
¢¢ great talents and information, who exprefles ‘himfelf
¢ with fpirit and Qm:ncy, in order to probe the public
¢ opinion, and, if poffible, 20 work upon if. He is lately-
¢¢ returned, and has informed me that he has made the
¢ following report to the Government : That before the-
< ewents in Switzerland foreigiers were JHill #nclined o

Vo, II. Rk e s
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: Befides, thc_ncgoéiation itfelf, even with«
out any reference to thofe fadts, which place
- the {yftematic deccption of the French rul-
ch§ in the cleareft point of view, proved, be-
yond a doubt, that they preferred the gra-
tification of ‘tl?cir ambition, and a war with
England, to moderation and a continuance
of peace. For, if they had preferred the lat-
ter, they would have readily accepted the
c‘onditions which were offered by thc Britith
Government, fince thefe conditions were no-=
thing mor¢ tharn, firft, that France fhouhi
renounce its views of aggreffion and aggran-
dizement, and fecondly, that it thould ceafe

to interfere in the internal concerns of neu-

© <€ fuffer themfelves to be deceived in :*egard to the real 'vei;w
¢ of the French Government, but, that after thofe extortions
¢ and exceffles; all attempts to juflify its conduét were without
< effect.”—This paffage proves, likewife, what indeed
wants at prefent no proof in England, that the
French Government ftill fends revolution-profeffors
abroad, fework on the public opinien. g

-
L3

tl
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tral nations. (120) Without a compliance '
with thefe conditions®on the part of Frances
it would have been madnefs to have defifted

from the preparations which were making

(120) Not only were thefe conditians diftinétly fpe-
cified in Lord Grenville’s note of December 31, but the
condu& of the National Convention, as being contrary
to what was required in thofe conditions, had, on the
xi;lh of December, beenalledged in his Majefty’s fpeech
as thecaufe of the Britith armament. ¢ I have care-
¢¢ fully obferved (faid his Majefty) a ftrict neutrality in
¢¢ the prefent war on the continent, and have uniformly
é¢ gbftained from any interference with refpet to the
< internal affairs of France: but it is impoffible for me to
$¢ fee, without the mof? fn;iau: uneafinefs, the firong and in-
“ creafing indications, which huve appeared there of an in-
< tention to excite diffurbances in other countries, to difre-
sSgard the rights of neutral nations, and 1o purfue views of
% conqueft and aggrandizement, &cr’—Great Bmam,
therefore, had recourfe to an armament, as toa meafure
of defence, becaufp France had difplayed views of con-
queft and aggrandizement, and had interfered in the
internal concerns of neutral nations, particularly of
Great Britain itfelf. And, when that armament became
a fubje& of negotiation, the queftion, whether it fhould
ceafe or be continued, depended entirely on 'the‘quef- 3

K2 2 hion;
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in the ports of Britain. For in regard to

the foriner, it was certainly not to be ex-

. peted, thgt, after the conqueft of Holland,

and the’ great acceffioh of {ea-coaft and na-

tion, whether the French rulers would abandon or re-
tain their plan ‘of interference and aggrandizement,
whether they would accept or reject the propofed con-

ditions. 'The whole negotiation turned on this fingle '
point, and therefore it is fheer fophifh‘y, when the ad- |
verfaries of the Britifth Miniftry intermix other quef-
tions, fuch as the new form of government in France,
to which the negotiation had not the moft diftant refer-
ence. The French rulers themfelves were confcious,
that it was their views of conqueft and aggrandizement
which occafioned the Britifh armament, and that they
were determined, under no conditions, to abandon thofe
views: for, on the day which preceded the declaratioq
of war, Danton faid in the National Convention: ““Les

limites de la France font marquées par la nature : neus

les atteindrons dans leurs quatre points, a ’Ocean, aa

Rhin, aux Alpes, aux Pyrenées.—On vous menace de
PAngleterre! Les tyrans de I’Anglsterre font morts’
vous avez la plénitude de la puiflance nationale.” Mo-
niteuré 1 Fev. 1793. From this paffage we fee, like-
wife, the reafon why the conditions, propofed by the
Britifh 'gbvernment, were reje&ed by the rulers of
France. They fuppofed, namely, in conféquence of

the
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val power, W&uch would accrue from it to’
“France, the governrment of that eou}xtry;
would not take the earlieft opportunity of
attacking Great Britain with™ double force. ;
1t was furely not to b_e expected,_that a na-
tion, which has ever been the great rival of
France, a natiqn, which,-on account of its
power and wealth, is envied by all Europe,
would alone remain unmolefted. Nor could
it be> fuppofed, that the defire of humblirfg
Britain, which is neceflarily inherent in the
French, would diminifh with the increafe of ,
their power, and that this defire would at
length vanith, when they had acquired the
means of controlling us 'according to their
pleafure. The renunciation, therefore, of

| ‘conqueft and aggrandizemefit on the  part of”

*the expected rebelhon, that the. Brmfh Confhtutron was
at its laft gafp : in the heat of their imagination, they
xeprefented royalty in Britain as even expired : and dif-
dained, therefore, to be re-conduéted within the limits of
moderation by a government, which, on aceount of its
imagined debility, they defpifed. r

K63 *France
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" France was a condition efi'ent«';al to the fal-
yati;gn ‘of Britain. EGIually neceffary was
thc acccptancc, and even the moft punc-
tual fulflment of the other condition : for
it was wholly impofiible, that Great Bri-
tain thould preferve its internal tranquillity,
while the “decrees of November 19, and
December 15, continued in force, wh_ile the
F rench Government continued to encourage
thofe focieties, who, by their own avowal on
the 28th of November, had formed the re-
folution of ovérturning the Britith Conftitu-
tion, and while it ftill perfevered in infefting
our country with its apoftles of rebellion.
(‘121)' It is clear, therefore, that France had
10 right to expe a ceffation of the warliks
rprcparations on the part of Britain, unlefs
the former would condefcend to accept of
conditions which were indiﬁ;enﬁbly necel-
fary for the prefervation of the latter. This
r{;:zx) See Ch. x. p. 203—231,

matteﬁ
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matter was reprefented very pcrfpicuouﬂy by

Mr. Miles on the 11th of January, 14 gé? ir}

a letter addrefled to his friend Mr. Maret,

who was then become Chef du Département

pour les Affairs Etrangeres, and confequcntly,v
the principal perfon in that department, after
the Minifter himfelf. Mr. Miles pointed
out the impoffibility, that the Brifi{h Go-
yvernment ﬂmul;d remaiﬁ tranquil, unlefs the
Exequtive Council would confent to fulfil
what was required in the propofed condi-
tions : and, at the fame t_imc, he pofitively
affured Mr. Maret, that if the Executive
Council would comply with them, a war would
2ot taZe place. (122) To the French Mini-

® (122) As this letter was written to 2 man in an offi-
: : °

cial capacity, and is a document of fome importance,

it is necefary to quote the following extra& from the

o

original. »

A Londres, le 11 Janvier, 1793.

1a dépéche envoyée par Monfieur Chauvelin, Lundi,

31 Décembre, vous eft certainement parveaue, cepen-

dant vous ne m’en accufez pas laréception.’ Vous mg
K 4 » parlez
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fter for FOI‘C]O‘H Aﬁ"aus h1mfelf M. Mllcs
had already written onithe 2d of January, on
@ B ) g

5

. parlez de P'ardeur du peuple Frangais et de fes reffources

immenfes; hélas! mon cher Maret, il n’eft que{hon ni
de P'une ni de I’autre. Apres les griefs détaillés dans
la réponfe de Mllord Grenville a la note de Monfieur
Chauvelin, qucl autre parti y a-t-il a prendre pour la
France, que de reculer ou [e battre® Je wen connais
aucun. Vous me direz, peut-Gtre, qué ce qu’on .a

exigé eft trop humiliant ; mais mon cher ami, 2/ n'ef?

pas queftion d’orgueil, mais de juftice.—Si I' Aflembleé Na-

tionale dans un moment d’ivrefle fait des bévues ou des
injuftices, il convient qu’elle corrige les uns et répare
les autres. Permettez, que je vous répete ce ‘que vous

avez déja lu dans la réponfe de Milord Grenville, que

les ordres donnés a vos officiers généraux de pourfuivre

Vennemi fur les terres neufres eft une atteinte contre
Pindépendance des puiffances qui ne font point en
guerre avec vous. L’arrété du Confeil fur I'ouvertuge
de I’Efcaut eft une infracion des traités. L’approprias
tion de 14 Savoie eft contre vos propres principes ; vous
avez renoncé a. toutes coﬁquétes, et vous en faites
Comment fe fier a une nation qui ne refpecte ni fes
traites ni fes fermens? Le décret du 19 Novembre,
ainfi que celui du 15 Décembre, étant congus en
termes généraux, et invitant, pour ainfi dire, les peuples
de tous les'pays & {e révolter contre leurs gouvernemens

a : refpeétifs,



\
ou. X1L.|  of Gregt Britan and France. 145

the fame"fubjg&,' 4 and had affured him, #haz -
the fate of Britain and France depended 073’ the
decifion of the Executive Council. (123) If

o ®
. «d
tefpedtifs, en leur promettant du fecours, font des griefs

trop évidens et trop férieux pour ne pas indigner le
Gouvernement Britannique, etjuﬂ:iﬁear fes craintes, fur-
tout apres que 1’Affemblée Nationale a accueilli, avec
un empreflement aufli peu décent que peu politique, les
adrefles de quelques clubs fa&tieux en Angleterre, qui
ne diffimulaient pas leurs intentions de tout bouleverfer.
Vaila done, mon cher Maret, o nau:fommm; i vous pouvex
engager le Conseil Exécutif a revenir fur [es pas, relative-
ment aux articles ci-deffus, la guerre w'aura pointlien. 11
faut convenir que I’Angleterre, ne peut que fe fentir
comprife dans les décrets qui offrent ce que vous ap-
pellez fraternité a tous les peuples du monde. Il eft
€vident auffi que notre exiftence politique ne permettra
» nullement que la France s’aggrandiffe : et vous ne pou-
vez nier que le traité de 1788, nous oblige a garantir
da fermeture de PEfcaut, et que vous y étes tenu par le>
traité de 1786. Il eft aufli vrai, que pendant quun
»traité exifte on dg-it le refpe&er. Répondez le plutbt
poflible a ma lettre, etc. Authentic Correfpondence,

etc. Appendix, p. 106—108.

(123) The words of the original ares ¢ C’¢ au
Lowvoir Bxécutif @ decider : and a few lines after, < Fous

Y étes

<
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* this Council then had been reglly defirous of
Peai:c, it would have decided in favour of tixe
acceptance of the prbpofcd conditions, efpe~

“cially as they contained nothing more than
the propofal, that France thould remain true
to the principlgs which, from the commence-
ment of the revolution, it has uniformly pro-
fefled. No alteration was required in the
new form of government : the \fub_je&s of
negotiation related folely to the ewternal
power of France: and if this power had
continued in the hands even of Lows XVI.,
and he had a&ed towards Great Britain in

: the fafre matiner as the National Convéntion
did, the Britith Government would have
been equally obliged to infift on the famg
“conditions, and,°in cafe of their rejection, tor
perfevé;c in the preparations of war. But

. we have feen that the Executive Counéil,’
inftead of accepting thefe conditions, which

- étes maitre de leur deftin. Authentic Correfpondence,

Appendixy p. 97, 98.
¢ ; ‘ hlS
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his Majefty had n‘lcntioned in his fpeech to
the Britifh Parliament on the 31t of Dc-

ccmber, and which Lord Grenville, in hlS

firft note to  Mr. Qllauvclxn, had’ very dif&- "

tin¢tly propofed as the only poffible bafis of
peace, (124) fill infifted on the right of ap-

(124) The propofition was in fa& fo clear (See the
Notes 66 and 120 to this chapter), that it creates juft
matter of furprife, that an eminent leader of Oppofition
© could,venture, on the 18th of February, 1793, in the
Houfe of Commons, to lay the following charge to
Miniftry: < That in the late negotiation—they never
<¢ ftated diftinétly to the French Government any terms
¢¢ and cdnditions, the acceffion to which, on the part of
¢¢ France, would induce his Majefly to perfevere in a
¢¢ {ykem of neutrality.”” See New Annual Regifter,
1793, Britifh and Foreign Hiftory, p. 57. But another
lzader of Oppofition does not reft fatisfied with this

charge: for he feems, at leaft, to deny the exiftence of'

the negociation itfelf, faying in his late popular pam-
phlet, ¢ We neither made war upon thefe aggreflions,
which might haveled to a termination of it upon their

removal, nor quould we confent to put their removal into a

train of amicable negotiation.”-—It is true, that whoever

derives his knowledge of Britifh and Frerch politicks
from this eminently fuperficial, though highly eloquent,
: pdmphlet,
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plymg the decree of November 19 in' cer-
taim, cafes, that is, m Fa&, of mterfermg at
: its own pleafure in the internal concerns of

Great Britain. (125} . On the right of vio-
Ia.tlno‘ exifting treaties, of depuvmg the al-

llcs of England of privileges guaranteed to

pamphlet, might be induced to fuppofe it were true that
_no negociation was conducled between the two govern-
sments, fince the author has thought proper, if we ex-
cept a few fpecxous promifes in the note of the Execu-
tive Councﬂ which he calls conciliutory dectarations, to
pals over the negociation in total filence. On the other
hand, as he acknowledges that a corre/pondence was car-
ried on between Lord Grenville and Mr. Chauvelin,
he appears in reality to object only to the ferm negotia-
tion. Butas this very termvw‘as ufed not only by Mr.
Fox, in the above mentioned charge, but likewife by
the French themfclves, who fpake of ¢ négociatiors
“avec I’ Angleterre”’ ‘(Ch. x. Note 49); and as it is nok
the name, but the thing, which demands our attention,
I leave it to the reades to give whateyer appellation he
thinks proper to the diplomatic communications be-
‘tween Great Britain and France. In werbis fimus

faciles.

s

(r25) See Notes 82— 84 to this chapter.
them.

(
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them by almeft all the powers of Europﬁ, ;
and of occupying tlle i\uthcrlands with 3
French army till the 11berty as it was called,
of the Bdgmns was confolidated; that 18, f01
ever, (126) was likewife formally,mﬁﬂ'ed;
Confequently the two conditions of peace,
propofed by the Britifh Government, were
unequivocally rcjc&cd.. Thus was the nego;
ciation brought to a crifis : for, without the
acceptance of thefe conditions, Great Bri-
tain could ko_f defift from the preparations
then making in the ports,» and thefe condi-
tions France wonld not accept. The former,
therefore, was obliged to continue its prepa-
rations, as Lord Grenville explained to Mr.
(Chauvelin, in his note of January 18, on
this very ground. And as the Frcnc;h Exes
cutive Council formally and pofitively de-
clared, ’chét fhacy would commence hoftilities,
if the cip!an,ation’s given in the note of

January 7 were not deemed fat‘isf‘a(_ftor)", and

{r26) Seethe Notes 106—109 to this*cha[;ten
" the

)
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.

the preparations in the Britith ports were
nofconfequently ~di(fc3ntinued5 we have an
A irrefragabl; proof, that it was not in the power
' q}c" the Britife Cabinet to prevent a rupture
with France. (127)
3 G 3
(127) On the 18th of January, therefore, Mr. Miles
clofed his correfpondence with the French Minifter,
Le Brun, with the following letter: ¢ Un événcment
m'eft arrivé qui m'Gte a jamais la douce efpérance
d'étre utile 3 la chofe publique. J'aurais voulu écarter
la guerre, ce terrible fléau du genre hamain.: mais enflé
dun orgueil tres deplacé, vous n'écoutex ni la prudence ni la
Jjuflice. Je me trouve tracaflé et eftropié de tout coté
et de toute maniere. Je n'en puis plus. Ily a bien
des années que vous connaiffez mes principes : mes dé-
marches out été di&ées jufqu'a préfent par I'amour de
la vérité et de Ia liberté, non pas d’une liberté effrénée
et fans bornes comme la vbtre, mais d’une liberté biea
F entendue, bien raifSnnée, et qui rend le monde un pa<
radis terreftre. Mais que faire? L'enthoufiafme vous
aveugle et vous ne voyez plus ni la juffice nila prudence.
Quant il était queftion du traité de commerce, jexpri-
mai mes voeux dans une lettre adreflée a Mr. Pitt, que
ce traité piit devenir la bafe d’une alliance entre les deex
nations, q}xi aflurerait 2 ’Europe et au monde entier la

douce jouiffance d’une paix ternelle. Mais au lieu de
: la
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ditional proof, that the Executive Council,
6" Which Le Brun, in all matters relative to
. foreign countries was the chief, was refolved
a; all events on a war with England, and
that the negotiation, which was then carry-
ing on, had no other objec than to amufe
its government till the plan of attack was
ripe for execution. | Further, General Du-
mouriez informed General Miranda, in a
letter dated Paris, 10th January, gha‘tl the
war between England and France appcarca
to be decided. Hé faid, indeed, to Miranda,
¢ decided on the part of England,” (5) be-
ing too prudent to betray the fecrets of the
Executive Council : but that he himfelf was
(convinced the ]{3ritifh Government had at:,
that time 7ot determined on a war with

France, is manifeft from the circumftance, .

la Hollande: i/ n'en fut pas du tout quefiion.  Mémoires
de Dumouriez, tom i. p. 108.

(5) La gperre de la part d’Angleterre parait a-peu~
pres décidée. Corréfpondance du Général Miranda,

etc, p. 3c
that
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that in a paflige of his Memoirs, wheye he "
had juft before exprefsly fpoken of the )G*
teentl of January, (6) he fays it :wouf/d have
been extremely eafy for France to have avoided.
a war with E?{glnnd. (7) Dumouriez, there-
fore, certainly did not believe én the 7enzh of
January, that the Englith Cabinet had deter~
mined on a war with France: for in that
cafe he could not have fuppofed, that the
Frerich Government, on the Sifteenth of
that month, might fo eafily have avoided

a rupture: nor could he have at all ima-

(6) Tom. i. p. 103. ‘¢ Nous étions déja au 15 du
mois de Janvier.
(7) “ La Clos, qui venait d'étre nommé comman-
dant dans I'Inde propofait, quon le fit partir avec quinze
,inille hommes et quinze vaiffeaux de guerre, ce qui fup-
pofait néceflairement la guerre avec les Anglais et les
Hollandais, guerre qui.n’était point déclarée, et qu’il
elit été srés—facile et trés-néceflaire d’éviter. Ib p. 105
He fays alfo p. 128: ¢ De Maulde en arrivant a Parls
pour fe Ju{hﬁer viat trouver le general et lui dit, que
fi on voulait garder la neutralité avec 1aHolland et
VAngleterre, rien n'était plus facile.” : 3

Toad o et
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' folved, when the Legiflative Afiémbly, which.
& in the autumn of 1702, and confifted

P

rprel'enf., the difference in the refult is not fo great, as
the authors of the laft French Conftitution imagined.
~ Both Councils con(ift of men of the very fame defcrip-
tion ; the membefs of each have an equal intereft in all

cafes, whether they be inclined to oppofe or to fupport

the DireGory, to which:the executive power is ep-

trufted ; and their ébiiity or inability muft be likewife:

in all cafes the fame. - The prefent French Conftitu-

tion, therefore, has eftablifhed oligarchy (the Dirc&ory);

én the one hand, and democracy (the two Ceuncils), on

the other, without any intermediate power, to prevent

mutual incroachments. Confequently, as from the

r‘xamr_al}deﬁre, which all men have to increafe their au-

tho'r;nty, the one part of the conftitution muft have al-

ways a tendency to opprefs the other, the whole can

never be kept in equilibrium. Either the DireGory

will render the two Councils, and with them the whole

nation, fubfervien? to its abfolute will; or the two

Counczls will infringe on the executive power, and

xmpede the neceffary operations of Government. “The

former cafe has already taken place: for ever fince the
4th of Septqmbex:, (18th of Fruétidor, as they call it}

1797, tbé D'.'lre&ory has governed France with a rod of

)mn, and t‘helr unhappy flaves might fay with Tacitus,

memoriam quoque ipfam cum voce perdidiffemus, fi

: tam

P
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chiefly of violent democrats, formed the fe-
cret refolution of dethyoning the King “of

France, and of raifing themfelves, under the.

tam in noftra poteftate effet oblivifci, quam tacere.
But if a change of circumftances from without fhould
occafion difcontents in the interior, a:ld the two Coun-
cils be enabled to refume the power which is allotted
them by the conftitution, they will, probably, go as
much beyond the conftitutional exercife of it, for want
of an intermediate check, as the Dire&ory has hitherto
done,” and thus reduce the Executive Power to a ftate
of debility,” unlefs, in imitation' of the National Con-
vention, they take the whole into their own hands,
and deftroy the conftitution at one ftroke. Though'
the Britith Conftitution, therefore, is adapted to all
cafes, the prefent Conftitution of France is adaptled to
none: under the latter there is always danger either of
defpotifm or anarchy, under the former there is ﬂanget
neither of the one nor of the other: the former has »
ffood the teft of whole century, the latter was haken
to its foundation before it had exifted even two years.
A comparifon, then, which (o illuftrates the exccllqucies
of the Britifh original, and the defe@s of the French '
imitation, muft excite in Britons, of every defeription,
the fincere defire of tranfmitting, unaltered, to ;}o_ﬁcrity‘
the conftitution whigh they have inherited from. their
anceftors. ’

Mz sy {pecious
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ipeeches, or in. the opinions of only a few

orat:ﬁ:S, but was {o generally adopted, that it

genrcs de corrv.up'tion, et que le métier de 7o/ détruit auffy
certainement toute moralité dans un homme, quéAle
métier-de bourreau toute fenfibilité. Je me rappelle
que pendant mon féour en Angleterre je fus extréme-
ment frappé d'un mot de M. Anthoine aux Jacobins,
lequel eft parfaitement conforme a l'idée que j’énonce :
Faites msi Rai ajourd’bui, difait-il, et je ferai demain
un'brigand.”’—Moniteur, 18 Janv. 1793.—Of expref-
fions, abufive of the Englifh Government in particu-
Tar, the following may ferve as [pecimens : ¢ Voyez
par quels moyens perfides le Gouvernem&nt Anglais 2
'tout'-'i-cdup aliéné la ration' Anglaife.—Faire ici le ta-
bleau de la comédie joué par les machiaveliftes que diri-
:ggnt'l’Angletexfe, celt 'pein:d{e- les forfaits de prefque
toutes les puiffances de 'Europe.”” Thefe words were
Tutt;re'd in the National Convention, on the 1ft of Jas
‘nuary, 1793, by Briffot, who was afterwards called
Allié de Pitt.  Sec the Mdnileur, 3d Jan. 1793. A
fimilar expreflion, ¢ un a&e de perfidie,” was ufed, like-
'wifg,'in a letter to Lord Grenville by the iemperat: Mr.
~ Chauvelin, as he has been termed. See Note 38 to
Ch. xi. On the 31ft of January, 1793, Danton re-
prefented royalty as already extinguifhed in England,
faying : les tyrans de I’Angleterre font morts ; vous
avez la plénitude de la puiffance nationale. Moniteur,
1 Fev.

.
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der its ancient goverﬁment. And his Ma-
Jcﬁy in_particular, as every man in his fitua-
“tion would have dore, neceffarily felt a cer-
tain degree of indignation at the depofition
and condemnation of an innocent fovereign.
But neither thofe political reafons, nor thig
perfonal iﬁdignation, would have -occafioned
a declaration of war on the part of Great
Britain; of war, which arofe from totally
different caufes, as has been fully proved i
the preceding chapter, and was not only de-
clared, but provoked, by the rulers of France.
Befides, had the Britifh Miniftry, as their ad-
verfaries contend, refolved on a war with
France, merely becaufe France was become
a republic, (8) they would not have entered

¢

(8) Wken a certain oppofition writer, in ;)rder th
extort a confeffion from Government itfelf, that the
war was its own work, and that togﬁ becaufe France
was become a2 Republic, ‘quotes a paffage from his
Majefty’s fpeech of the 21t of January, 1794, and not
only fuppreffes the words *“an ailack was made on s
and our allies,” but even mterpolates the verb ¢ # gp-

pefes”
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into a negotistion )évith the agents of that
republic, and {till lefs would they haye pros
pofed conditions .undef which they w<éi'c’
ready to remain inpeace with it. - They de-
manded not that the :rcpublic thould ceafé,
but merely that it thould conduct itfelf with
moderation and friendthip: and, from tflc
very firft eftablifhment of it, had armed nei-
ther by land nor by fea, till Great Britain it-
. {elf was threatened with deftru&ion. When
the Britith Ambaflador departed from Paris
after the depofition of the King of France,
in Auguft 1792, he was particularly charged
to declare, that his Britannic Majefty meant
to obferve the principles of neutrality in
- _every thing which regarded the arrangement :
of the internal government of Erapce : and Le

=

pofe;” fo as to give the whole paffage a different -fenfe,
we can hardly afcribe his condu& to mere ignorance, -
But as it has been already very juftly expofed by a fen-
fible and well-informed opponent, it is unneceffary. to
take further notice of it. : ’

. Brun
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Lord Grenville, likewife, in® his note to
QM;:. Ghauvelin of the. 31ft of December,

would only have givenxife to complamts of an officious
and unwarranted interference, and thus have furnifhed
the National Convention with an additional pretext
for colouring the aggreflion, on which it had already
refolved. For Danton faid in the Convention, on the
16th of January, 1793, of the interceffion attempted by
the King of Spain, and which ended, as every man ac-
quainted with the declarations of the French rulers (fee
Ch. vii. xiv.) expected, ¢ Qxar;t al’Efpagne, je 'avouerai
je fuis étonné de Paudace d'une puiffance, qui ne craint
pasde prétendre @ exercer fon inﬂuenté fur votre délibera-
tion. Si tout le monde était de mon avis, on voterait a
Vinftant, pour cela feul, 1a guerrea 'Efpagne.” Moniteur,
21 Janv. 1793.  Even ‘the more moderate Vergniaud
- faid, on the 31t of December, ¢ J’aime trop la gloire.
de mon pays, pour propofer  la Convention, de fe laiffer
influencer dans une occafion auffi folemnelle par la con
fidération de ce que feront ou ne feront pas les puif-
fances étrangeres.” Moniteur, 2 ]ahy, 1793. And
Briffot, on the 1gth of January, faid of England in
particular, ¢ Je m’indignerais {ans do'l;te, de voir qu'on
#pargnit le Roi, pour arvéter la flotte Anglaife.” Moni-
teur, 24 Janv. 1793. This note may ferve, therefore,
to juftify the condué of the Britifh Governmént, not

snly with the friends of Lowis XVI. who might other- -
wife
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¢ riow make, whetherchis Majefty will re-

#“ (,cwc your new leu.ters of credence, T have
¢ to inform you, that, wnder the prefent cir-"
<¢ cumflances, his Mejefty does not thinlk pro-
s per to receive them.” :

On this rcfufdl the republican rulers of
France had no nght to complaln for not
only were they confcious, that their plan of
revolutionizing all Europe was known to the
Britith Miniftry, (16), but they had declared,
on their parts, five weeks before the period

n que{hon, that they acknowledged no kingly

(16) Briffot, in hxs report to the Conventlon on the
22th of Janvary, fpeakmg of the Britith Minifters,
faid, ¢ Ils prévoyaient que cette république poyvait fe
confolider, et porter le flambean des révolutions en toure
EEurepe.”” Moniteur, 15 Janv. 1793. As it was
avowed, then, that the Britith Minifters forefaw this,
(and their forefight, at a time when fo many thoufands
were ftruck with blindnefs, does them great honour}
it was, undoubtedly, their duty to avoid a ftep which
would have given additional force to the engine of de-

firu&ion.
: govern=
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likewife, the ufual p;d&ic,e with' all Govern-
ments, when a negotiation is ended, and ei-
ther arupture, or the ‘continuance of hoftili-
ties is already fettled, to order the Minifter
of the hoftile power to depart from its terri-
tories, becaufechis further refidence would
enable him to furnith his own court with
information, which muft be detrimental to
the other power. But, befide this general
motive, there exifted a very particular rea-
fon for difmiffing Mr. Chauvelin, as foon as
all hopes of a reconciliation were at an end :
for his perfonal conduét was of fuch a kind,
that no Government, under any circume
ftanees, and much lefs in fuch a general fer-
ment as then prevailed in England, could
~ have fuffered his refidence, without expofing
' itfelf to imminent danger. Every one muft

admit, that it is the duty of a foreign am-

negotiation, that they took every poffible meafure to
counterad it,.in which they fully fucceeded, as will ap-
pear in the fequel,

baflador
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Now, when Minifters have condefcended
to negotiate with a man of this defcsip-
tion, ¢32) and have pa;iently born withahis
infulting language, till the negotiation was
brought to a crifis, and till it had ceafed to
be in their power to prevent a rupture, they
are fo far from deferving cenfure for then
difmiffing the negotiator, that we thould ra-

ther commend their moderation, in having
(32) Even without any regard to the perfonal charac-
ter of Mr. Chauvelin, it was only the defire of leaving
nothing untried, which might sprevent a rupture, that
could have induced Minifters to commence a negotia-
tion at all with the French rulers, as it was not to be
expe@ed, that any Convention, made with (o fluGtuat-
ing an Adminiftration, would produce a lafting effe&t.
Befides, as there was not only a continual ftruggle be-
tween the ruling parties, but eacl® party, when fallen,
was branded with the appellation of a fa&idn, the Bri-
.tifh Government, by negotiating with the rulers of the
day, expofed itlelf to the danger of being accufed by
the next ruling party of having treated with fallion-
ifts.  To all thefe inconveniencies the Britith Govern-
ment fubmitted, at the end of the year 1792, when
Great Britain was threatened with an attack, in order,
. if
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Nor could it be faid, that theL Britith Go- .
veﬁnmen:nt difmiffed ;a French Ainbaffador ¢
for Mr. C%lauvelin, at that time, had no
cl;irn whatfoever to the title. He had been
accredited by Louis XVI. and, as long as
the King of GFrapce was ftill alive, Mr.
Chauvélin; by virtue of the credentials which
the Britith Government had received, might
at leaft pretend that he was the accredited
Minifter of France. But, after the death of
the King of France, who was executed on
the 214t of J a:nua;'y, thofe credentials had
ceafed to be \\y\alid, and Mr. Chauvelin,
therefore, could be confidered only as a part
of the géneral mafs of foreigners refident in
England. The new letters of Crodente from
the Executive Council, which he had offer-
ed on the 17th of January, had been refufed
. for the reafons already affigned. His for-
féited diplomatic character, therefore, was
not reftored : for, before any individual ac-
quires ’Ehe privilege of an Ambaflador, his

7 letters
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On the 25th of Jonuary, copies of all the
notes, which had been exchanged during the
late negotiation b Lord Grenyille a;d
Mr. Chauyelin, were laid before the States
General by I.ord Auckland, thq Britith Am-
baffador at the Hague, as fhg: *iffue of it af-
fected Holland in an equal degree with Great
Britain. . It was neceffary to inform the go-
vernment ef that’ country, whxch was the
moft expofed to an attack, that the French’
Executive Council had rejected the condi-
tions of peace which had been offered by

priorto the difmiffion of Mr, Chauvelin, When the
fame writer fays in another place, that Mr. Chauvelin
was difmiffed, becaufe Minifters were refolved to ac-
cept of o conditions of peace from France, he muft
have forgotten that it was the Britith Government
which offered ¢onditions of peace, and that®it was the
French Governn?’em which 7ejected them. Sce the lat-
ter part of Ch. xifi.—It muft be granted, however, that
the difmiflion of Mr. Chauvelin has found a very pro-
per place in the pamphlet in queftion, becaufe it is fo
far from being a.view of the caufes of the’ war, that it

is literally a view of the prerexts for it

Q3 : *  the
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General the papers relative to the late nego~
tiﬁtioh, the following meflage was fent from
his Majefty to the Houfc of Commons:

qhence des. ordses exprés du Roi, de"me:tre fous les
yeux de vos Hautes Puiflances des copies de toutes les
pieces qui ont &té échangées depuis le 27 Décembre,
dernier jufqu’au 20 de ce mois, entre Lord Grenville,
Secrétaire d’Etat de' S. M. et M. Chauvelin. Le Roi,
* Hauts et Puilfans Seigneurs, eft dans la ferme perfuafion
que les fentimens et les principes, exprimés au nom de
la Grande-Bretagne, font parfaitement conformes 3
‘ceux qui animent votre république, et que vos Hautes
Puiffances font ‘ difpofées & concourir pleinement aux
mefures que la crife aQuelle exige, et qui font une fuite
néceflaire de ces fentimens et de ces principes. Les
circonftances qui nous ont menés a cette crife, font
trop récentes, et la conduite du Roi eft trop connue,
pour que le foufligné foit dans le cas d’entrer dans de
longs détails. Il n'y' a pas encore quatre ans, que
quelques malheureux, fe qualifiant du nom de philo-
_fophes, ont eu la préfomption de fe croire capables
d’&wblir un nouveau fyftéme de fociéré civile. - Afin de
réalifer ce réve de la vanité, il leur a fallu bouleverfer
‘et détruire toutes notions recues de fubordination, des
meeurs, et de religion, qui ont fait jufqu'ici la {Greté, 4
le bonhcur#et la p0nfolation du geﬁre humain. Leurs
projets de deftruétion n’ont que trop réuffi; mais les
' 2 : ¢ effets
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s¢ of feifer.al papers which have been received

“ffrofn Mr. Chauvelin, Iatc Minifter Pleni-

publique, a I’abri des trames les plus dangereufés et les
plus crirﬁinell’es. Depuis quelques mois, des projets
d’ambition et d’agrand‘i‘{fement, alarmans pour la tran-
quillité et Ia fiireté de I'Europe entiere, ont été pu-
bliquement avoués. On s’eft efforcé de répandre dans
Vintérieur de "Angleterre, et de ce pays, des mazximes
fubverfives de tout ordre focial, et I'on n’a pas méme eu
honte de donner i ces déteftables tentatives le nom de
pouvoir révolutionnaire. _- Des traités anciens et folen+
nels, garantis par le Roi, ont &té enfreints ; et les droits
et les territoires de la république ont &té violés. Sa
Majefté a donc cru dans fa fagefle devoir faire des pré-
paratifs proportionnés 4 la nature des circonftances. Le
Roi a confulté fon parlement, et les mefures que fa
Majefté avait trouve bon de prendre, ont été accueillies
par V'aflentiment vif et unanime d'un peuple qui ab-
horre Panarchie et Virreligion, qui aime fon Roi et qui -
veut fa conftitution. Tels font, Hauts et Puiffans Sei-
gneurs, les motifs d’'une conduite, dent la fagefle et
1?€quité ont affez prouvé jufqu'ici au Roi votre concert
et votre co-opération. Sa Majefté, dans tout ce qu’elle
a fait, a conftamment veillé au maintien des droits et de
1a flireté des Provinces Unies. La déclaration que le
fouffigné a eu honneur de remettre 3 vos Hautes Puif-

{ances le 13 Novembre dernier, et I'arrivée d'une petite
' efcadre
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though he was too fine a politician to declare
himfelf againft it, in which &:afe; ashe -was
Minifter for Forc;]gn 7Aﬁ7airs, it could not
have been fet on foot, took ' care, however,
as we fhall prefently fee, that it thould pro-
duce no effe®. And as to CGarat, who was
the man : that read the fentence of death to
Louis XVI, and has fince behaved with un-
common infolence to the fifter of the late
Queen of France, a_fincere defire to promote
a work of moderation and peace, would have
been wholly inconfiftent with his character.
Not does Dumouriez himfelf appear to have
had any other object in view, than to amufe
a little longer the Englifh and Dutch Go-
vernments, (50) as, toward the end of Ja-
nuary, fome obftacles preferzlt»cd’ tjhcmfelvcs
to the intended invafion of Holl‘and. 7y

(56) This will be rendered, at leaf‘:, highly probable

in a following note.

(57) This will prefently appear from ‘his own de-
feription.
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¢ The dif patch of De Maulde, svith which

et t‘ihat of Lord Auclland was accompanied,

otherwife be made, that the order given by the Britifls -
Cabinet for figning them preceded, by fome time; the
fignature itfelf. Laftly, that hoftilities had been de=
clared againft Great Britain before the preliminary ar-
ticles were even drawn up, appears from the firft ar-
ticle, which begins thus : ¢ Leurs Majeftés le Roi de la
Grande Bretagne et le Roi de Sardaigne, /e trouvant en-
gagés dansune guerre contrela France, en confequence des:
actes les plus injurieux de violence et d’agreflion. ‘See
" Martens’ Recueil des Principaux Traités.” Tom. v.
P T44—149. e !
~ Having fhewn that the charge of duplicity, which
Dumouriez has very artfully laid to the Britith Minif-
ters; is wholly unfounded; we will néxt examine,’
whether he himfelf was not guilty of that very fault,.
which he has unjultly laid to his opponents.  His letter
to Miranda, of the 23d of January, in which he recom-,
mended to him, vigoroufly to-puth the fieges of feveral
Dutch fortified towns, is certainly not to be reconciled
with the fuppofition, that the negotiation, which he was
- planning a# that wery time (See above, Note 53) was
ferimffly intended by him as the means of preventing
a war with England and Holland. - What other object
then could he have had in view, but to amufe a little
longer the Engliﬁl and Dutch Governments, that they
might
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e explairreé.'every €hing which had paflfed
“ between  them. - Great indignation had

o

might be the lefs prepared for the infended attack 2
And this 'is further confirmed by the letter, which
he wrote to Miranda from Antwerp on the fifth of
February On this day, ftrange as it may appear,
Dumouriez had no' knowledge of the declaration of
war: for he himfelf relates (Mémoire's:, tom. i. p. 142,
143) that Le Brun fent him no information of it, that
#ie firft learnt it from the public newfpapers, and that
" not before the feventh of February. On the feventh,
‘ Miranda, likewife, had received no official intelligence
of it, as appears from his letter of that day to the War
Minifter, Pache.  (See Correfpondance du Général
Miranda, p. 20.)" Confequently, as Dumounez, an
the 2d of February had received intellience from Lord
‘Auckland, that he had fent to London for inftru&ions,
the interval between the fecond and the feverith of Fe-
bruary was to Dumouriez a ftate, of uncertainty, in
which the ditates of ﬂn& integrity certainly enjoined
him to abftain from every, at leaft, unconditionzl order
for the invafion of Holland. Yet, 'on the fifth of Febru-
ary, he wrote from Antwerp to Miranda, and gave him -
the moft pofitive and unconditional order to take Venlo
immediately by furprife, and added, je ferai linveftiffe-
ment de Maeftricht avec le refte de la groﬁ'e' artillerie,
Vor. II. : §Hi4 . pour

2
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cafe he were, to procure for Dumouriez a

pzfﬂ'poi‘t to come over to England. (64) The

Sawoir de M. Pitt, fi réellement il foubaitait traiter per-
Jonnellement avec le Général Dumouriez.” Mémoires de

Dumouri,ez, tom. i. p. 131.

(64) In his letter to eranda of the 23d of January,
he faid: “On envoie demain un agent fecret fort connu
de M. Pitt et de M Fox, pour demander aux deux
partis, c’eft-a-dire a la'nat.ion toute entiere; un fauf-
conduit pour moi, et laffurance d’ctre bien venu,
quelque fuccés qu’ait la miffion.” ~ Correfpondance de
Miranda, p. 15.—Of what ufe a fauf-conduit, from the
Oppofition party, couid be to a French Ambaflador, it
is not eafy to determine : but thus much is clear from
the paffage, that the French rulers never lofe ﬁght of
their favourite maxim, and that they muft always have

- fomething to do with thofe, who a& in oppofition to
" Government. In fa&, the whole condu@ of the nego-
‘tiation is involved in myftery. If Dumouriez really in-
tended to go over to England, and to negotiate with

the Cabinet Minifters in perfon, what neceffity was -
there for a conference with -the Britifh Ambaffador at
the Hague? And, on the other had, if he intended to
negotiate on the fronuers of Holland with ‘the Britifh
Ambaffador at’ the Hague, what neceflity was there for

fending
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-tracted Mr. Maret’s departure, and, in con-
{fequence, Mr Maret did not leave Parls t1ll

o el
pas traiter avee lui comme Miniftre des affaires étran-
géi‘¢s de la république, ni avec la Convention, n’était
pas faché de faire manquer cette négotia;ion fans y pa-
| raitre.” * That Le Brun was refolved to counteratt the
negoﬂatlon, may be readily admitted; but this refolu-
tion muft be afcribed to the motives alleged in the four-
‘teemh chapter of the prefent work, and certainly not to
any fuppo(fed tefufal'on the part of the Britifh Govern-
ment to treat with Le Brun. On the contrary, it
was Le Brun, from whom Mr. Maret, at Mr. Pitt’s
-own requeft, had defired inftructions to negotiate, and -
which Le Brun had refufed: it was Le Brun who
communicated the inftru@ions to Mr. Chauvelin : it
| was Le Brun who had ﬁghed with his own hand the note
of the Executive Council on the 7th of ]anua'ry Be-
ﬁdes, Dumouriez himfelf, had the propofed negotlatlon
been carried into effect, muft hkerfe have been firft
empowered by Le Brun, as the Minifter for Foreign
Aﬂ'airs: fbr? though the chara&ter of General might
enfable him to gntér into va_ military convention with
another General, yet he coxild not conclude a political
itreaty_ with an Ambaffador, till he had received full
powers from -his own Goyvernment. Tl confent of
the Britifh Cabinet, therefore, tq‘ ‘negotiate with Du-
- mouriez, was again ‘a confent to negotiate with thofe,
: m
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rc'folution‘ of wrifing to I.e Brun, to demand
freﬂ1 inftructions, probably (as | ue was now
in England, and recolle&ed his former fa-
. vourable reception with Mr. Pitt) with the
view of acting for himfelf : for we have feen
that, when he left Paris, he had .nb other
commiffion, than to pave the way for Du-

mouriez.(70) But, whatever was his mo-

of Mr. Miles, who was an intimate friend of Mr. Ma-
ret, who faw him eyery day during his ftay in London,

and at whofe houfe Mr. Marét appears to have lodged,
as Mr. Miles'in a letter, which he had lately written to

him, had faid, venez donc, {ans cramte, defcendez chex

mot, et confiderex ma mazfon comme la votre. Authentic:
Correfpondence, Appendix, p. 10g.: Mr. Miles’s re-

lation is given in the juft-mentioned work, p. 101—

104, and contains partly fadts, to which he himfelf was

* eye-witnefs, and p‘artly faéts, for which, ashe exprefsly

attefts, he had Mr. Max:et’s own authority., Confe-

quently, all random reports, which égree not with Mr,
" Miles’srelation, muft be declared fabulcus,

(70) See Notes 62, 63' Mr. Miles likewife repre-
fents Mr. Maret’s mifion as only preparatory to the pro-
Jelted emba_ﬂjc of .Dumaurzez Authentic Correfpon- :

dence, p. 102. ;
tive:
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emigrants, who werc permitted to refide in -
England, it is a kngwn fact that they were
not pcrmittéd to act an open part, or to af-
femble in a military corps, till after the de-
claration of war : whereas the French Exe-
cutive Council had not only aiready formed
the Dutch patriots, to the amount of ten
thoufand, into a feparate legion, but had
placed them on the frontiers of Holland, as
a preparatory ftep to its invafion. It re-
quired, therefore, more than ufual audacity,
to accufe the Britith Government of having
granted an afylum to the French emigrants.
Another chérgc in the ninth article. relates
to the emigrants from the ifland of St. Do-
mingo. Now it 1s undoﬁbtedly true, that
even before the clofe of 1701, a great part
of ‘the French colonifts in the ifland of St.
Domingo, highly diffatisfied with the con-
du& of the National Aflembly, to which
they juftly afcribed the infurre@tion of the
ﬁegroes;' fincerely withed to fubmit the co-
U2 > lony
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foundation. (24) The fourteenth article re-
lates to the difmiffion of Mr. 'Chauvélin, a

(24) A celebrated Oppofition writer has objeéted to
the afliftance fent to the Dutch, on ansther ground,
namely, that it was fent without being previduﬂy re-
quefted .by the Dutch Government, Now whether
Baron Nagel, the Dutch Ambaffador in London, for-
mally demanded of Lord Grenville the fuccour ftipu-
lated by the treaty of 1788, is a queftion which I
cannot determine by official documents, ‘as the com-
munications which paffed between Lord Grenville
and Baron Nagel have never been laid before the pub-
lic: though I have been informed from very good au-
thority, that the Dutch Ambaflador réélly did make
" the demand, but requefted that it might be kept a fe-
cret, left the bare a& of concerting meafures of de-
fence fhould be diftorted by the National Convention
into a combination againfi France, and thus éxpoﬁ_s
the Dutch toa ftill greater danger than that with which
they were already threatened, when the demand was
made : and tha: the Dutch Government, whofe pre-
fervation depended on the co-operation of England,
really did make the demand is fo highly probable in
itfelf, that it feems to be unneceffary to attempt a
prgof of it. Be this, however, as it may, it is cer-

U 4 ] tain
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fubjeét which has been fully difcuffed in the

preccding chapter, where it has been proved,

tain that the States General had formally declared to
the Britifh Ambaffador at the Hague on the 16th of
 November, 1792, that nothing b effectually
Candisce 1to\the happinefs and mutual interefls of the two
nations, than the continuance of that intimate union which
bad been efiablifbed between them: and equally certain is
it, that fourteen days afterward they formally pro-
tefted againﬁ the opening of the Scheldt. See Ch. ix.
After thefe declarations the States General might cer-
tairﬂy expe&t, that, as foon as the United Provintes
were in real danger of an invafion, the Britifh Govern-
ment would fulfil its duty to its ally, withcut being
further reminded of it: and no one can deny, that
when the fquadron in queftion,’ which was the fitft
fuccour fent to the Dutch, arrived off -the coaft of
Zealand, that province was threatened with very im-
minent danger. Further, that the arrival of the Bri-
tith thips was agreeable to the defire (whether formally
exprefled or not) of the States Gen'eyal, is evident
from the circumftance, that Dutch thips of war were
ordered- to join them. See Ch. xv. Note 41. And
this very junétion was made a fubject of complaint
againft the Stadtholder in the National Convention,

when
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in our_pofleffion, nameiy; ) Corfica'; b/
Martirico, Té‘bago, with other iflands in the
Wett Indies; ¢) Pondichzrry and Chander-
A nagore in the Eaft-Indies; 2) St. Pierre and
Miquelon, at the mouth of the river St.
Lawrence; ¢) The iflands of St. Marcou,
on the coaft of France. All this was to be
~ granted to France, before the ,Diré&ory
would condefcend even to enter upon the
negotiation. But at the beginning of the
year 1706, France was not in a fituation
which watranted fo enormous a demand:
nor was Great Britain in fo diftrefled a fiti-
ation, ds to render the acceptance of it ne-
ceflary.  The Britith Government therefore
very properly rejeéted it, and of courfe the
zittempt, which it had made to fcﬁ:or?
peace, failed of fuccefs. (11)

(r1) Itis a very falfe conclufion, which has been
drawn, that the Britith Minifters did not wifh for'
peace. It follows only, that they did not with for
peace oz fuch ierms ; and in that wifh, furely the heasts
of all.true Britons muft join them. :

But



Appendiz. 347

- But within fix months after the firft at-

tempt had failed, the Britith Government
determined, to make a fecond, to which it

was induced by the decifive vitory of the .

Auftrians at Amberg in the Upper Palati-
nate, on the 24th of Auguft, 1796. This
grand victory, ;which obliged the whole ar-
my of General Jourdan to retreat to the
Rhine with great precipitation and diforder,
‘was announced in the London Gaze‘ttcvof
the fixth of September: (12) and on this very
day. Lord Grenyille took- the firft ftep to-
ward a new negotiation, in the hope that,
as vthc;-Diré&,ory faw its project of fubjugat-
ing the Emperor unfuccefsful, it would at
laft confent to grant the. bleflings of peace
-to a fuffering world. On the 6th of Sep-

{12) They who have not accefs to the London Ga-
zetie itfelf, need only confult any other paper of the
following day.  That which'I have now before me is
the Sun of Sept. 7, 1796 where a copy is given of the
Gazette of Sept. 6.

27y >tember,

>
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grant a pafsport for an Ambaffador who
thould .come to Paris to negotiate a peace,
W«'-ls delivered byj Mz:. Koenemann, the Da-
“nifn Chargé d’Affaires in that city, into' the
hands of Mr. Delacroix, the French Minif-
ter for Foreign Affairs, who promifed to lay
it before the Direétory, and to return an im-
mediate anfwer. But as three days elapfed
without any notice being taken of it, Mr.
Koenemann again waited on'the French
Minifter, when, inftead of receiving the re-
quefted paflport, or any kind of written an-
fwer to Lord Grenville’s note, he was in-
formed by the French Minifter, in a very
dry tone, (15) that the Executive Dire@ory
had not permitted him to return an anfwer
in wfiting{ but that he was direéted to ex-
prefs himfelf verbally to this effe@: <« That
¢ the Executive Direétery of the French
¢ republic would not for the future receive
(15) See Mr. Koéﬁemann’s letter to Count ]aurlfberg,

No. 4. 1t is dated, Paris, Sf:pt. 19, 1796.

“ or
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« far beneath his dignity to permit an anfwer

' to b\rc_'made to them, on his part, in any

‘f,’manncr whatfoever. The progrefs and
- ¢« the refult of the negotiation will fufli-

« cicntly prove the principles by which it

< will have been direéted on each fide: and
< it is neither by revolting reproaches, defti-
« tute of foundation, nor by reciprocal in-
« yective, that a fincere with to accomplith
¢ the great work of -pacification can be
¢ evinced.”” At the fame time Loord Malmef-
bury declared, that his Britannic Majcﬁ‘y
would not recede from the refolution of in=
cluding hisallies in the negotiation, and con-
cluded with a prefling folicitation; - that the
Directory would give a determinate anfwer,
whether it would accept, or not, the pro-

pofed principle of compenfation. .

After many attempts to evade a determi-
nate anfwer, the Directory, at lcﬁgth, on the
27th of November, informcd ’Lord-Malmcf-

: bury,
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Mini{tqts of any nation: placed in {o critical
é,ﬁmation; qé the Minifters of Great Britain
were placed by this propofal. If they an-
* fwered in the negative, they expofed them-
felves, in the firft place, to thé,charge of in-
confitency, and of having refufed what they
themfelves had folicited, though folicited in
vain : they inverted the fituations, in which
 the Govemnments of Great Britain and
France had been hitherto placed, and load-
ed on themfelves the blame of cbntinuing
the war, which till that time had been
borne by their adverfaries : they ran the rifk
of damping that noble enthufiafm, which
Britons‘had difplayed, while they combated
for their political exiftence, and of roufing
that fpiri,t among the French, which the
: lately-acquired conviction of having hither-
to wafted their blood and trcafu’rc, only to
gratify the ambition of their rulers, had ma-
terially diminithed.  With fuch powerful
- inducements to accept the propofal, and to

hear
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hear at leaft the conditions, which thc ene-
my might offer, before a decifive anfwer -
was given in the negative, the Britiflu Go-
vernment muft have been influenced by ftilx
weightier motives on the other fide, if its
conduct can‘be juftified in’ the eye, of the
public. Let us examine, therefore, what

thofe weightier motives were,

In the firft place, as a négotiation with
the Conful of France, in conjun&ion with
the Emperor of Ruffia, was at that time
out of the queftion, we will fuppofe that

Minifters had confented to negotiate with
A Buonaparte, irL conjunction with Auftria,
and inqui.rc what would have been the re-
fult. X

The grand objeés of Buonaparte were, to
retain the Netherlands, thus to infure his
dominion over Holland, to keep pofleffion
of Malta, to fecure his favourite colomy in

Bb2 > Egypt,
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Egypt, ?.t that time occapied by a French
o arﬁ;y,- tyor mo'nobolize the commerce of the
Lc;\.fant, ‘and at the fame time to regain
the colonies, which had been conquered by
Great Britain. But all thefe 6bjé&s, though
of the higheﬁ confequence to us, were mat-
ters of indifferénce to the Houfe of Auftria
and, indeed, the Continent in gencral, en-
vious of the maritime power, and the com-
manding commerce of Great Britain, would
have no objeétion to meafures which tended
to the diminution of them. The great, if
. not the fole obje& of the cabinet of Vienna
was, to fecure 1ts dominion over Italy, by
retaining the territories of the late Cifal~
pine Republic, as well as thofe, which
formerly conftituted the Statcs of Venice.
‘And Buonaparte, however defirous he might
be to reftore the Cifalpine Republic, which
was -a work of his own creation, would
probably ‘have deferred this proje& to a
more convenient opportunity, in order to

obtain
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' obtain  the above-mentioned advéntagcs:
which are 1nﬁn1tely more defireable for ,
France. At a Congrefs, thercfore, con- |
{iting of the Plenipotentiaries of Francc
on the one hand, and of thofe of Great Bri-
tain and Auftria on the other (for, atter the
defection of Ruffia no other ally would have
‘been left, which could have been entitled
to a voice), Buonaparte would have propof-
ed, with all the fpecioufnefs of juftice, to
make a general peace on the principle of
compenfation ; and, when the objeds of
-com'pcnf'ation came to be fpecified, they
would have confifted in the propofal, to
cede the'Cifalpine Republic to our ally the
Emperor, and to make, perhaps, fome other
arrangements in Italy, on condition of our
ceding all our colonial conqﬁcﬁ:s, while
France was to retain the Netherlands, Mal-
ta, and Egypt. The confequence of fuch a
propofal would have been an immediate dif-
agreement between Great Britain and Auf-
tria : the former would have jufily objc&cd
| Bbs. ' to
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to it as rincompatiblc with its own intereft,
wf{erea; ‘the latter, for a contrary rcafon,
. would have thought it highly acceptable.
dn this fituation, Sl Auftria have con-
tinued to make a common caufe with Great
Britain? Would the Cabinet _of "Vienna,
after its own obje& was attained, have con-
fented to carry on the war, in order to ob-
tain advantageous conditions alfo for its
ally? This queftion may certainly be an-
fwered in the negétive; for, at the time
when thc‘propofals of peace were made to
the Britith Miniftry, the Cabinet of Vienna
had not pledged itfelf, either directly or in-
directly, to make a common caufe with
Great Britain, and to act only in concert
with its ally, And, as Buonaparte, who,
» unlike thc: late Directory, knows how to
proportion his means to his ends, would not
have regarded the difengagement of the
Auftrian Cabinet, as purchafed at too dear a
rate by a temporary ceffion of the Cifalpine
- Republic, the confequence would have been

a {eparatc
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fand. It ;vould evidently, therefore, have
been the policy of Bugnaparte to have firlt
figned the 'peacq \%fith Aufiria; and thus
we fhould have been again reduced to the
fituation in which we ftood in 1 TOT

‘Since, therefore, the acceptance of Buo-
naparte’s propofal at the beginning of Ja-
nuary, 1800, whether we determined to ne-
gociate alone, or in i:onjun&iou with Auf-
tria (for a negociation with the Conful of
France in conjunc&ion with Ruffia was out
of the queftion) would not have produced
‘the beneficial effects, which many perfons at
firft fight might have imagined; and fince
the bare confent to ncgociaté, however pre-
judicial the refult, would have deprived us
of all hopes of being further affifted by our
allies, the Britith Minifters- would furely-
not have confulted the good of their coun--
try, or of Europe in general, if, after the
many ftrenuous and the fuccefsful efforts of
the

°
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unlimited, yet his fubje@s have perfe& li-
b;:rty. <Nor does he confine himfelf merely
" tethe fecret arts of deception ; for his cha-
‘rader is blotted with the moft abominable
treachery. Was it not trcach;ery to amufe
the Venetians with the do&rines of frbc- -
dom, and, then to fell them to a foreign
mafter? Was it not treachery to pretend
. friendfhip for the Turks, and ‘then infidi-
oufly to rob them of one of their moft va-
luable povinces » Was it not treachery, un-
heard-of trcachcry, when an armiftice of
four-and-twenty hours had been concluded
before the walls of Acre, to ftorm the town
during that very armiftice, while the un-
fufpe&ing Turks were employed in bury-
ing their dead ? Wasit not treachery again
when he inftructed General Kleber to make.
a convention with the Porte, and then to
contrive means of evading’ the execution of
it ? An offer of peace from fuch a man

cannot poffibly be confidered as fincere s
his


















THE FOLLOWING VALUABLE WORKS
" Are, or fpeedily will be, X
Publithed by JOHN STOCKDALE.

e
Thc_? * denotes fil:tas are juft puBlifhed.

PRACTICAL Syftem of the Art of War. Tranflated from;the Ger-
man of G. Penturini. In 4vols. 4to. illuftrated with numerous plans.
This Work is [poken of and recommented in the ftrongeft term® by che
King of Pruflia, Archduke Charles, &c.; and the Pruflian General Tem-
pelhoff, the well known Author of the Military Hiftory of the Soven Years
VYar, haspublifhed his opinion in its favaur.

~ Hiftory of the Politicks of Great Britain and France, from the time
of the Conference at Pillnitz to the Declaration of War againft Great Bri-
tain: with an Appendix, containing a narration of the attempts made by
the Englifh Government to reftore peace, and an examination of the con-
duét of the Britith Miniftry, relative to the late propofal of Bonaparte.
By Herbert Mar/h, Feilow of St. John's College, Cambridge. New Edi-

tion, confiderably enlarged, in 2z vols. 8vo. ,Price 125. or on fine Paper

158,

T'ravels in Ruffia, and the north of Afia. By Profefor Pallas. Trani-
lated from the French. In 4 vols. 8vo. illultrated with numerous plates.

* Hiltory of the Helvetic Confederacy, from its Origin to its late
Diffolution. By Fofeph Planta, Sec. R. S. and principal Librarian at
the Britith Mufeam. Dedicated by permiflion to his Majefty. Ele-
gantly printed on fuperfine wove paper, and hot-prefled. In 2 vols. 4to.

_illultrated with a Map of Switzerland, &c= Price 2]. 25.—Such gentlemen
as wilh to be poffefled of the above will pleafe to give early orders, as it is
not probable Mr. Stockdale will go to fuch an expence of paper and print
in any future edition 5. which he is confident the acknowledged merit and
value of the work will foon render neceffary-.

A Third Volume of the Hiltory, Civil and Commercial, of the Britifh
Colonies in the Weft Indies. By Bryan Edwards, Efg. F. R. §. &c. 4to
Illuftrated with a Portrait of the Author, and other Plates.

* Odes of Anacreon. Tranflated into Englifh Verle, with Notes. By
Thomas Moore, Efy. of the Middle Temple. Elegantly printed on fine
wove paper, and hot-prefled. In 1 vol. 4to. illuftrated with plates.
Price 1l. 1s.

* Journal of a Route to Nagpore, by the Way of Cattack, Burrofumber,
Dongur Ghur, and the Southein Bunjare Glaut, in The year 1790 : with
an 2ccount of Nagpore, aid a Journal from that place to Benares by the Soo-
hagee Pals. By Daniel Robinfon Leckie, Efg. in 4to. illuftrated witka
map. Price 7s. )

Hiftcry, Civil and Commercial, of the Britifh Colonies in the Welt In-
dies. By Bryan Edwards, Efg Dedicated, by permiffion, to his Majetty.
In 3 large vols. 8vo. illuftrated with plates.

* Travels through the States of North America and Provinces of Upper
and Lower Canada, in the years 1795, 6, and 7. By Ifaac Weld, jun. Efg.
Third Edition, in 2 latge vols. 8vo. illufirated with 16 highly-finifhed
plates, neatly printed on {uperfine wove paper. Price 1l. 1s.

* Life of Catharine IT; Emprefs of Ruffia. By . Caflera. Tranflat-
ed from the laft French Edition, by Henry Hunter, D.D. in one large vol.
8vo. illuftrated with 14 plates, Price Ios..6d.; or on fine paper~ with
pyfoofylates, 135, 64,



=Y

?—ﬁ::'

Books prinied for JOBN SToCKDALE,
%= @ School for Children. = Tranflated from the French by Mifs Stackdalz,
In 1 vol. 1zmo. Price 35. &d. bound. ¢ i

Ivlary, Queen of Scots, a Hiftorical Ballad, and othei-Poems. In one
volume, crovn Svo. _

* Statiftical Tables; exhibiting a View of all the States of Europe ; fhow-
ing with the greateft - Accuracy, their Population, Militaryy and Marine
Strength, Revenoe and Expendituie. Form of Gevernment; vith their

eas, Rivers and Mountains, Climate, Soil and PrcduStions ; Divifion of
éoch Country, chief Towns, Situatun, Numberof Houfes and Inhabitants;
Hiftorica] Occuriences, &c. Trqnﬂated from the German of 5. G. Boat-
sickér, of Keenigfberg. With a Supplementary Table, containing the
Changes fince the Publication of the original Work. By William Playfair,
In gtos Fiicenl. 1s. o di ]

* A Grographical, Hiftorical, ind Politica) Account of Germany, Hol2
land, the Netherlands, Swifflerland, the Grifons, and Italy 5 with a Gazét. -
teer of the principal Places therein. In one large vol. moyal qto. hand-
fomely priated on fuperfine wove paper. Hluftrated with twenty-four Plans
of fortified Cities, and a large three-fheet Map of the Countries deferibed,
4 feet 6 inches by 2 fect g inches. Price 21, 12s. 6d.

Hiftory of Liverpools with an Account of the River Merfey, &c. De.
dicated, by permiflion, to the Earl of Liverpool. In one vol. royal 4to. on
fine wove paper. Embellifhed and illuftrated with maps, plans, and views.
Price to Subleribers 21. 2s. i

A new and elegant Tranflation of the Arabian Nights® Entertainments,

Poems on Various Subjefts and Occafions. By WFilliam Bofeawen, Elq.:
In one volume, crown 8vo.

* Journal of a Voyage, performed in the Lion extra Indidman, from-
Madras to Colunibo and Da Lagoa Bay, on the eaftern Coaft of Africa,
where the Ship was condemned, i the Years 1798 and 1799: With feime
Account of the Manners and Cuftoms of the Inhabitarts of Da LagoaBay,
and a Voca'mlary of their Lancuage. By William White, Efq. Captain of
the 73d Highland Regiment of Foot. Neatly printed in 4to. suth two
{;ighl)‘-ﬁ-nilh:d piates, from drawings taken on the fpot. Price 7s. in

oards.

A new-Hiftory of Ruffia. Tranflated from the French., With feveral
plates, and a large map of Ruffia. i

Hiftory of the Life and Sketch of the Campaigns of General Neapolone
Bonaparte. Tranflated from the French. Together with a Jarge Map of
Germany and Tealy, fhowing the Routes of the Armies, Encampments,
and Fields of Battle, &c. accuyarely delineated by Bacler Dalbe, Captain of
Cannoneers at:actied to the Awny of Bonaparte during the War, in the ca-
pacity of Chief of his Topographical Office. And forther illuftrated with
Maps of Egypt and Sytia. In gto. Price 1l. 1s. ‘ 3

T opographical Defeription of Ireland, one large vclume, 4to.

Topographical Account of England, Wiles, and Scetland, in one large
vclume, 4t0. = ( >

Lives of the Britifh Poets. Tn one large vol. 8vo. with Plates. Price
103. Gd. in boards ; or on fine paper, with proof impreffions, 13s. 6d.

* Voyagein Search of La Péioufe, performed by Orderof the Conftituent -
Afltmbly of France, during the years 1791, 2, 3, and 4. By M. Labil
lardiere, one of the Nawuraltts attacked to the Expedition. = Travflated
from the French. ' In one large vol. gto. illufrated with 46 plates, in-
cluding a chart of the voyage. Price 2l. 2s. - -

* The [ame Wurk in 2 vols. 8vo. with zll the plates. Pricezl. 7s. -

Hiltory of the Union betwern Great Britain and Ireland. 1a one vo-
lume, 4to, X : o

s : ]
Af; .






¥ SN “n

. Q 2 ‘)J [} \3. 4 ‘ A

AT 3 - ) i
Maps and Plans publifped by JorN STOCKDA LE.

® of Houfes aid Inhabitants,” Hiftorical Occurrences, &¢. Tranflated from
the German of ]. G. BoSTTICHER, of Koenigfberg : ' with a Supplemen-
tary Table, fhowing the changes fince the commenceément of the prefent
war. Inonelargt volume royal gaarto, illuftrated with twenty-four Plans
and a reduted three fheet Poft Map of the Countries defcribed.. Price 81. 8s,

A reduced Map of the Empire of Gtrmany, Holland, ﬂ(l; Netherlands,

o SwitZerland, the Grifons, Italy, 8icilv, Corfica, and Sardinia. By Ciptain
Ghauchard, &ec. On tliree large fheets, Price Toc. 6d. B

A new Map of England and Walcs, witii the Southern Part of Scotland 3
@n whicﬁl are accurately laid down, the ‘Lurnpike-roads and* principal

* Towns, Parks, Rivers, and Canals. On 49 plates, 5 feet 1o inches by 4
feet 8 inches, neatly coloured, in fheets, 1l. 1s. ; or on canvas and rollers,
orin a cafe, = 115, vd.—The great & alitages of this Map are, that by

. Loisgeon 10 large a fcale, with thie Roads, Rivers, and principal Towns
unencumbered by places of lefs canfequence, the eye can ealily trace any ob-
jet, without injuring the fight, or confufing the obferver> g

A larg: Plan of Londen ; -comprehending the Welt India new Docks,
and {urrounding Villages. On four fhects, 4 feet'8 inches by 3 feet 3 inches.
Price 75, 6d° 3 or on canvas and rollers, or in a cafe, Iss. -

' A large Map of the Country from Twenty to Thirty Miles round Lon-
don ; comprehending all the Turnpike and Crofs-roads, Parks, Rivers,
Canals, &c. On four fheets, neatly coloured, price 7s. 6d. ; or on rollers,
or in a cafe, 13s. 6d. ¥

A new large Plan of Manchelter, from aétual Survey. By C. Laurent.
Price in fheets 11, 1s. fis J

A new large Map of the Country, from* Thirty to Forty Miles round
Manchefter.  Price, neatly coloured 105, 6d.

A large Map of the Weft Indigs, engraved for the Hiftory of the Britifh
Colonies, by Bryan Edwards, Efq. On two large fheets, §s; or inan
elegant gilt frame, coloured and varnifhed, 2I. 12s. 6d.

A new Sheet Map of the Ifland of Jamaica, 2s. 6d. /

A Map of the River Thames, from its Source to its Influx. Neatly
coloured, 2s. 6d.
Map of Switzerland, ‘on one large fheet, price 2s. 6d.

My. STockDALE begs leave to inform the Public, that having purchafed -
i the remaining Copies of Grofe’s Antiquities of England and Wales, in
" 8 vols. medium 4to. and alfo in imperial 8vo. containing 699 plates, they
may bef{upplied by fending their ordersaccordingly. The plates are now, firft
uniformly printed on fine, thick wove paper, which renders the impreffion,
on tai. by him, fuperior to the fornier proofs. Price, in 4to. 17l Ios-
270, 13l Tos, ;
OF the imperial o&tave edition but very few remain unfold. ]
A great Dedution to Merchants, Traders, &c. for Ready Money.
“* Hebasalfo purchafed the few remaining copies of Dr, Anderfon®s Britifh
Poets (13 large vols. royal 8vo.), of the Affignees of Eglin and Pepys, bank -
rupts ; and propofes to {ell them, for a limited time, at the reduced price of
fix Guineas in boards, inftead of eight guineas, which was the original
price—or elegantly calf gilt for eight guineas.—Fer the high character of
this Work fee the Britifh Critic and Monthly Reviews.

N. B. A dedution of 2o per cent. willhe made to thofe buying for fale,
or preftnts ; to whom, on payment being ordered in London, the Books
ﬂ;iall l?e fent as defired.—Thg difcount 1zduces the price to sl. 5 or calfy
il 7l b G R T

® o . Giilet, Printer, Salifaury-5quares



	RC E 1879_Page_001
	RC E 1879_Page_002
	RC E 1879_Page_003
	RC E 1879_Page_004
	RC E 1879_Page_005
	RC E 1879_Page_006
	RC E 1879_Page_007
	RC E 1879_Page_008
	RC E 1879_Page_009
	RC E 1879_Page_010
	RC E 1879_Page_011
	RC E 1879_Page_012
	RC E 1879_Page_013
	RC E 1879_Page_014
	RC E 1879_Page_015
	RC E 1879_Page_016
	RC E 1879_Page_017
	RC E 1879_Page_018
	RC E 1879_Page_019
	RC E 1879_Page_020
	RC E 1879_Page_021
	RC E 1879_Page_022
	RC E 1879_Page_023
	RC E 1879_Page_024
	RC E 1879_Page_025
	RC E 1879_Page_026
	RC E 1879_Page_027
	RC E 1879_Page_028
	RC E 1879_Page_029
	RC E 1879_Page_030
	RC E 1879_Page_031
	RC E 1879_Page_032
	RC E 1879_Page_033
	RC E 1879_Page_034
	RC E 1879_Page_035
	RC E 1879_Page_036
	RC E 1879_Page_037
	RC E 1879_Page_038
	RC E 1879_Page_039
	RC E 1879_Page_040
	RC E 1879_Page_041
	RC E 1879_Page_042
	RC E 1879_Page_043
	RC E 1879_Page_044
	RC E 1879_Page_045
	RC E 1879_Page_046
	RC E 1879_Page_047
	RC E 1879_Page_048
	RC E 1879_Page_049
	RC E 1879_Page_050
	RC E 1879_Page_051
	RC E 1879_Page_052
	RC E 1879_Page_053
	RC E 1879_Page_054
	RC E 1879_Page_055
	RC E 1879_Page_056
	RC E 1879_Page_057
	RC E 1879_Page_058
	RC E 1879_Page_059
	RC E 1879_Page_060
	RC E 1879_Page_061
	RC E 1879_Page_062
	RC E 1879_Page_063
	RC E 1879_Page_064
	RC E 1879_Page_065
	RC E 1879_Page_066
	RC E 1879_Page_067
	RC E 1879_Page_068
	RC E 1879_Page_069
	RC E 1879_Page_070
	RC E 1879_Page_071
	RC E 1879_Page_072
	RC E 1879_Page_073
	RC E 1879_Page_074
	RC E 1879_Page_075
	RC E 1879_Page_076
	RC E 1879_Page_077
	RC E 1879_Page_078
	RC E 1879_Page_079
	RC E 1879_Page_080
	RC E 1879_Page_081
	RC E 1879_Page_082
	RC E 1879_Page_083
	RC E 1879_Page_084
	RC E 1879_Page_085
	RC E 1879_Page_086
	RC E 1879_Page_087
	RC E 1879_Page_088
	RC E 1879_Page_089
	RC E 1879_Page_090
	RC E 1879_Page_091
	RC E 1879_Page_092
	RC E 1879_Page_093
	RC E 1879_Page_094
	RC E 1879_Page_095
	RC E 1879_Page_096
	RC E 1879_Page_097
	RC E 1879_Page_098
	RC E 1879_Page_099
	RC E 1879_Page_100
	RC E 1879_Page_101
	RC E 1879_Page_102
	RC E 1879_Page_103
	RC E 1879_Page_104
	RC E 1879_Page_105
	RC E 1879_Page_106
	RC E 1879_Page_107
	RC E 1879_Page_108
	RC E 1879_Page_109
	RC E 1879_Page_110
	RC E 1879_Page_111
	RC E 1879_Page_112
	RC E 1879_Page_113
	RC E 1879_Page_114
	RC E 1879_Page_115
	RC E 1879_Page_116
	RC E 1879_Page_117
	RC E 1879_Page_118
	RC E 1879_Page_119
	RC E 1879_Page_120
	RC E 1879_Page_121
	RC E 1879_Page_122
	RC E 1879_Page_123
	RC E 1879_Page_124
	RC E 1879_Page_125
	RC E 1879_Page_126
	RC E 1879_Page_127
	RC E 1879_Page_128
	RC E 1879_Page_129
	RC E 1879_Page_130
	RC E 1879_Page_131
	RC E 1879_Page_132
	RC E 1879_Page_133
	RC E 1879_Page_134
	RC E 1879_Page_135
	RC E 1879_Page_136
	RC E 1879_Page_137
	RC E 1879_Page_138
	RC E 1879_Page_139
	RC E 1879_Page_140
	RC E 1879_Page_141
	RC E 1879_Page_142
	RC E 1879_Page_143
	RC E 1879_Page_144
	RC E 1879_Page_145
	RC E 1879_Page_146
	RC E 1879_Page_147
	RC E 1879_Page_148
	RC E 1879_Page_149
	RC E 1879_Page_150
	RC E 1879_Page_151
	RC E 1879_Page_152
	RC E 1879_Page_153
	RC E 1879_Page_154
	RC E 1879_Page_155
	RC E 1879_Page_156
	RC E 1879_Page_157
	RC E 1879_Page_158
	RC E 1879_Page_159
	RC E 1879_Page_160
	RC E 1879_Page_161
	RC E 1879_Page_162
	RC E 1879_Page_163
	RC E 1879_Page_164
	RC E 1879_Page_165
	RC E 1879_Page_166
	RC E 1879_Page_167
	RC E 1879_Page_168
	RC E 1879_Page_169
	RC E 1879_Page_170
	RC E 1879_Page_171
	RC E 1879_Page_172
	RC E 1879_Page_173
	RC E 1879_Page_174
	RC E 1879_Page_175
	RC E 1879_Page_176
	RC E 1879_Page_177
	RC E 1879_Page_178
	RC E 1879_Page_179
	RC E 1879_Page_180
	RC E 1879_Page_181
	RC E 1879_Page_182
	RC E 1879_Page_183
	RC E 1879_Page_184
	RC E 1879_Page_185
	RC E 1879_Page_186
	RC E 1879_Page_187
	RC E 1879_Page_188
	RC E 1879_Page_189
	RC E 1879_Page_190
	RC E 1879_Page_191
	RC E 1879_Page_192
	RC E 1879_Page_193
	RC E 1879_Page_194
	RC E 1879_Page_195
	RC E 1879_Page_196
	RC E 1879_Page_197
	RC E 1879_Page_198
	RC E 1879_Page_199
	RC E 1879_Page_200
	RC E 1879_Page_201
	RC E 1879_Page_202
	RC E 1879_Page_203
	RC E 1879_Page_204
	RC E 1879_Page_205
	RC E 1879_Page_206
	RC E 1879_Page_207
	RC E 1879_Page_208
	RC E 1879_Page_209
	RC E 1879_Page_210
	RC E 1879_Page_211
	RC E 1879_Page_212
	RC E 1879_Page_213
	RC E 1879_Page_214
	RC E 1879_Page_215
	RC E 1879_Page_216
	RC E 1879_Page_217
	RC E 1879_Page_218
	RC E 1879_Page_219
	RC E 1879_Page_220
	RC E 1879_Page_221
	RC E 1879_Page_222
	RC E 1879_Page_223
	RC E 1879_Page_224
	RC E 1879_Page_225
	RC E 1879_Page_226
	RC E 1879_Page_227
	RC E 1879_Page_228
	RC E 1879_Page_229
	RC E 1879_Page_230
	RC E 1879_Page_231
	RC E 1879_Page_232
	RC E 1879_Page_233
	RC E 1879_Page_234
	RC E 1879_Page_235
	RC E 1879_Page_236
	RC E 1879_Page_237
	RC E 1879_Page_238
	RC E 1879_Page_239
	RC E 1879_Page_240
	RC E 1879_Page_241
	RC E 1879_Page_242
	RC E 1879_Page_243
	RC E 1879_Page_244
	RC E 1879_Page_245
	RC E 1879_Page_246
	RC E 1879_Page_247
	RC E 1879_Page_248
	RC E 1879_Page_249
	RC E 1879_Page_250
	RC E 1879_Page_251
	RC E 1879_Page_252
	RC E 1879_Page_253
	RC E 1879_Page_254
	RC E 1879_Page_255
	RC E 1879_Page_256
	RC E 1879_Page_257
	RC E 1879_Page_258
	RC E 1879_Page_259
	RC E 1879_Page_260
	RC E 1879_Page_261
	RC E 1879_Page_262
	RC E 1879_Page_263
	RC E 1879_Page_264
	RC E 1879_Page_265
	RC E 1879_Page_266
	RC E 1879_Page_267
	RC E 1879_Page_268
	RC E 1879_Page_269
	RC E 1879_Page_270
	RC E 1879_Page_271
	RC E 1879_Page_272
	RC E 1879_Page_273
	RC E 1879_Page_274
	RC E 1879_Page_275
	RC E 1879_Page_276
	RC E 1879_Page_277
	RC E 1879_Page_278
	RC E 1879_Page_279
	RC E 1879_Page_280
	RC E 1879_Page_281
	RC E 1879_Page_282
	RC E 1879_Page_283
	RC E 1879_Page_284
	RC E 1879_Page_285
	RC E 1879_Page_286
	RC E 1879_Page_287
	RC E 1879_Page_288
	RC E 1879_Page_289
	RC E 1879_Page_290
	RC E 1879_Page_291
	RC E 1879_Page_292
	RC E 1879_Page_293
	RC E 1879_Page_294
	RC E 1879_Page_295
	RC E 1879_Page_296
	RC E 1879_Page_297
	RC E 1879_Page_298
	RC E 1879_Page_299
	RC E 1879_Page_300
	RC E 1879_Page_301
	RC E 1879_Page_302
	RC E 1879_Page_303
	RC E 1879_Page_304
	RC E 1879_Page_305
	RC E 1879_Page_306
	RC E 1879_Page_307
	RC E 1879_Page_308
	RC E 1879_Page_309
	RC E 1879_Page_310
	RC E 1879_Page_311
	RC E 1879_Page_312
	RC E 1879_Page_313
	RC E 1879_Page_314
	RC E 1879_Page_315
	RC E 1879_Page_316
	RC E 1879_Page_317
	RC E 1879_Page_318
	RC E 1879_Page_319
	RC E 1879_Page_320
	RC E 1879_Page_321
	RC E 1879_Page_322
	RC E 1879_Page_323
	RC E 1879_Page_324
	RC E 1879_Page_325
	RC E 1879_Page_326
	RC E 1879_Page_327
	RC E 1879_Page_328
	RC E 1879_Page_329
	RC E 1879_Page_330
	RC E 1879_Page_331
	RC E 1879_Page_332
	RC E 1879_Page_333
	RC E 1879_Page_334
	RC E 1879_Page_335
	RC E 1879_Page_336
	RC E 1879_Page_337
	RC E 1879_Page_338
	RC E 1879_Page_339
	RC E 1879_Page_340
	RC E 1879_Page_341
	RC E 1879_Page_342
	RC E 1879_Page_343
	RC E 1879_Page_344
	RC E 1879_Page_345
	RC E 1879_Page_346
	RC E 1879_Page_347
	RC E 1879_Page_348
	RC E 1879_Page_349
	RC E 1879_Page_350
	RC E 1879_Page_351
	RC E 1879_Page_352
	RC E 1879_Page_353
	RC E 1879_Page_354
	RC E 1879_Page_355
	RC E 1879_Page_356
	RC E 1879_Page_357
	RC E 1879_Page_358
	RC E 1879_Page_359
	RC E 1879_Page_360
	RC E 1879_Page_361
	RC E 1879_Page_362
	RC E 1879_Page_363
	RC E 1879_Page_364
	RC E 1879_Page_365
	RC E 1879_Page_366
	RC E 1879_Page_367
	RC E 1879_Page_368
	RC E 1879_Page_369
	RC E 1879_Page_370
	RC E 1879_Page_371
	RC E 1879_Page_372
	RC E 1879_Page_373
	RC E 1879_Page_374
	RC E 1879_Page_375
	RC E 1879_Page_376
	RC E 1879_Page_377
	RC E 1879_Page_378
	RC E 1879_Page_379
	RC E 1879_Page_380
	RC E 1879_Page_381
	RC E 1879_Page_382
	RC E 1879_Page_383
	RC E 1879_Page_384
	RC E 1879_Page_385
	RC E 1879_Page_386
	RC E 1879_Page_387
	RC E 1879_Page_388
	RC E 1879_Page_389
	RC E 1879_Page_390
	RC E 1879_Page_391
	RC E 1879_Page_392
	RC E 1879_Page_393
	RC E 1879_Page_394
	RC E 1879_Page_395
	RC E 1879_Page_396
	RC E 1879_Page_397
	RC E 1879_Page_398
	RC E 1879_Page_399
	RC E 1879_Page_400
	RC E 1879_Page_401
	RC E 1879_Page_402



