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Chambly what is called a Camp of Instruc-
tion, comprising the greater part of the force
above enumerated, and from which might
and ought to have been detached a force
for the attack of Sackett’s Harbour, or for
the reinforcement of the Niagara frontier,
seriously threatened as it then was (1814)
with invasion, in the opinion of every per-
son who had eyes to see or ears to hear.
Had thefirst-mentioned object been attained,
the enemy would not have ventured to cross
into Upper Canada; or if Sir George was
obstinately bent on letting Sackett’s Har-
bour alone, the reinforcement of the Nia-
gara frontier became the more imperiously
necessary to secure it against the enemy’s
accumulating force, which had been even
seenby some of our officers in returning from
captivity, but whose reports thereon. were
utterly disregarded. Thus the Camp above-
said furnisheu e means of instruction to
the enemy upon the said frontier, by allow-
ing them to practise against our very infe-
rior force ; but of des’suction to our troops
there employed, who were thereby doomed
to combat against fearful odds, s vill be
seen hereafter, which is quite ine.. je~ble,
seeing we had the means of prevention in
our power ; for so infatuated was Sir George
that not a man was sent from Lowe. Canada
to their aid until the 12th July, after our
first disaster at Chippewa was known, * *
From the end of May, reinforcements from
Great Britain, Ireland and the West Indies
came in ; but the accursed Camp of Instruc-
tion continued ; when to our astonishment,
in June and July, such a numerous body of
troops arrived from Bordeaux that it became
evident Sir George was quite bewildered
thereby. Piecemeal reinforcements were
now despatched to Upper Canada, and a
very large force kept below to do something
—but what it was remained doubtful, al-
though a busile of preparation beganacioss
the river, which was continued for months
at infinite expense.” I add one more pas-
sage : an indignant, Junius-like denunciation
of certain speeches in the House of Com-
mons, notably one by Mr. Whitbread, on
the subject of the destruction of the public
buildings at Washington by a British force,
in which speeches more feeling was appar-
ently shown for the loss experienced by the
United States Government than for the suf-
ferings of British subjects when violently
deprived of their homes and property at

York and Niagara, a few months previously,
by an invading United States army. “ Now,
is it possible to conceive,” Veritas asks,
“that all these and former acts of qonflagra.
tion and pillage could have happened with-
out orders from the American Government?
And yet if we had retaliated upon this prin.
ciple in the Chesapeake, or elsewhere (which
was completely in our power to have done).
what an outcry would have been raised by

Mr. Madison, and re-echoed by the Oppost |
tion in the Imperial Parliament, who, on |

finding themselves beat from their grounds
of censure against our Government and
officers for the destruction of the public
buildings at Washington, when proved to
have been merely retalatory, then took up
a new position equally untenable, viz., that
it would have been magnanimous not to

have followed the example of the Americans |

in their conduct at York and Newark.
Now, in common sense, what does such
doctrine mean? Do these mock-patriots
reserve all their sympathies for the enemies

of their country, and regard with callous in- |

difference the sufferings of their fellow-sub-
jects?  Are the latternot entitled to protec-
tion and consideration ; and as means of
that protection, was it not . icumbent upon

our officers, and a pomt of justice, to turn

against the enemy their own weapons, and
thereby make then. feel the consequences
of their own enormity of conduct, with a

view to prevent their repeating the like in§
future? It is very magnanimous, to be sure, }=

to speak with cold-blooded indifference

about the infliction of ruin upon friends, at |-

the distance of 3,000 miles, by fire and de-
vastation in the most aggravated shapes;
but I will venture to say that if Mr. Whit-

bread’s brewery and his princely mansion, | -
with all their contents, had been at York or ..

Newark,and shared the fate of the buildings

there consigned to the flames by the enemy, -

we should never have heard of his lecture
upon the virtue of magnarimity.” It was
by the aid of Sir Francis Hincks, now res-

dentin Montreal, that my curiosity in regard -

to Veritas was at length gratified.  Sir Fran-

cis took much interest in the inquiry, when}
it chanced to be proposed 0 him; and he |
kindly applied for me to the present author- |-

ities of the Herald office, with the result

already mentioned. Whennow I supposedi.
nothing further would come of the invest-!

gation, I unexpectedly received from Sir

.
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