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Anfivcr,

« T corial.^ly aid Intend, as appears hy my lottcr of a5th June, to have

- atlnnptcd takmn'"ll"-"'-'» "^ ^>'" '*"'^ ^^'^'' *''" (ailors and nuvncs lull,

- but I could not have pUuuu-d the- dohi- of it Nxllh about 300 nu-n, wuh-

«« out tlic profpert of fpccdy Cupport iVon. you ; and I law, loon afl.-r iho at-

" tack begun, from a variety of ciirumllanccs, you could take no cUWln.d

" ihps tor that purpofc."

Sir H. Clinton k pcrfuadcd tlicrc needs no comment on the above ;
if he

fhould make any, it would be the two following lliort onc«t

Firft, Had the frigates been able to proceed to their nations, an attempt

(pofllbly a fucccfsful one) might have been made on the port of Ilcdrall's

Point.

Secondly, If Commodore Sir P. Parker had accepted the General's ofFer

of two battalions to embark on board the tleet, he would have had a fuffi-

cient force to take and keep poireffion of the fort on Sulivan's Illa.id, I^ui that

fort ever been Jilenced or evacuated.

Page 22. vol. ii. Mr. Stedman implies, that Sir 11. Clinton had been ccn-

furcd for encumbering himfelf with fueh an cnormons train of baggage, &c.

in his march Uirough Jerfey in June, .778. Had Mr. Stedman attended to

Sir H. Clinton's letter to Lord G. Germaine, he would have feen the caufc

of his being fo encumbered ; and alio " of that enormous train not a waggon

•« or cart was captured by the enemy."

Refpeaing all that gentleman's remarks on the adion of Monmouth Court

Houfe, Sir H. Clinton Ihall only obferve, that had Mr. Stedman attended to

Sir H. Clinton's letter to Lord G. Germaine, and General Lee's trial, which

laft he fcems to have read, he would have obfcrved, that the two Generals

Q oppofed
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