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I had the beft intelligence that the enemy's poft teas not
aflailable in the rear t ana the truth of that intelligence was cor-

roborated by feveral of our own officers, who went over the
ground in tne fprin^ following. The intention of my march
was to attack Waihington, had I found it advifeable when I

came to the fpot, and not to remain in the field in that incle-

ment feafon.—Merely to move him from that poft was no
objcft.

What does Major-General Grey fay in his evidence upon this

fubjea?
.

')

Q^ " Do you think an attack on the enemy's army at Whitc-
" Marfh would have been advifeable ?

A. " I think an attack of the enemy, fo very ftrongly fituated

as they were at White-Marfh» would have been highly im-
prudent."<<

Pages 86, 87, 88, and 89, contain a defcription of Wajhtn^ton'

s

^tuation at Valley-Forge in the winter of ij^j, and faring of
1778

—

and an accufation againfi mefor not having attacked him tn

thatftuation.

The author's plan of befieging the enemy at Valley-Forjge is

in the highefl degree abfurd. Had I made a divifion of^the
troops in the manner he propofes, I (hould have expofed them to
be beaten in detail. I have in my Narrative given a reafon why
I ought not to have rifked an attack with fo Imall a profpeA of
fuccefs. Major-General Grey's evidence, however, may perhaps

be deemed more decilive.

Q^ ** Do you think it would have been advifeable to have
" attacked the enemy at Valley-Forge in the winter, when the
" army lay at Philadelphia ?"

A. «* As affairs were then fituated in America, I think an
•• attack on the enemy at Valley-Forge, fo ftrongly ported as
«« they were, both by nature and art, would have been very un-

juitifiable."

I Q:. " Do
*«

^

\S

mmmt»mm


