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viz., the two field-pieces, and two eighteen and
twenty-four pounders.

The whole of this demonstration took place
under cover of night, and the Americans had
recrossed to the safe side of the river before
daylight, and the arrival of Major Ormsby and
Col. Bishopp with their several detachments,
and the recrossing was cffected so hastily that
Captain King and some thirty-five men were
left behind and beeame pr'soners.  Embold-
ened by this negative success, General Smyth
sent over in the aflernoon of the 20th, a flag of
truce to Col. Bishopp, with asummous to * pre-
vent the unnccessary cffusion of human blood
by a surrender of Fort Erie, toaforce so supe-
rior as to render resistance hopeless.” Col.
Bishopp's answer to this was, * Come, and take
$¢/" Theanswer was sent over by Capt. Fitz-
gerald on whom the Awerican General is said
to have wasted both rhetoric and time, proving,
doubtless very much to his own satisfaction,
how p'ainly it was the British officer’s duty to
command a bloodless surrender of th~ post.
Thereis every p.obatility that Hulls sur-
render o€ Detroit was Gueted on this occasion,
s a precedent, and a case strictly analogous.

The 28th closed with an order to the Ameri-
can troops to disembark, with an assurance that
“the expedition was only postponed until the
boats should be put in a better state of prepa-
ration.” Much discussion now took place in the
Amcrican camp, and on the 20th the troops
were again ordered to hold themselves ready for
crossing and conquest. This farce wasrepeated
until the morning of the 1st, when it was de-
cided by the American officers in council, that
instead of conquering (Canada, “an attempt
which by precipitation might add to the list of
defeats,” 1t was advisable to disembark the
troops and send them into winter quartcrs,
Thus ended the third great invasion of Canada.
The failure roused, as may be imagined, a per-
fect storm of indignation against the poor Gen-
eral, and this was the more violent as he had
raised the nation’s expectations to such a pitch
by his manifestos, that failure was never con-
templated. and the bitter pill was thus ren-
dered still more unpalatable,

The official organ, already mentioned, of
19th December, thus notices the affair. ¢ Dis-
aster upon disaster. The old scenes of imbe-
cility, treachery and cowardice, have been
again displayed upon our frontier.  With gricf

and shame do we record that Smyth, who pro-
mised so much, who centered in himself the
generous confidence of strangers, of his friends,
and government; who was to convince the
American people that all their Generals were
not base, cowardly and treacherous; even
Smyth must be added to the catalogue of in-
famy which began with the name of Hull
Our minds are depressed with shame, and
our hands tremble with indignation, at this
tinal prostration of all our dearest and fondest
hopes. But we willendeavour to assume some
calmness, while we state to our readers the
disgraceful events that have occurrcd on the
Ningara river.”

Before quoting further, it may be well to re-
mark, that this very journal in discussing the
Quecnston expedition, mentionsit as “‘an affair
to be classed with Bunker Hill,” and gives a
glowing account of General Van Ransclacr’s
reception at Albany after his retirement from
the command. In the No. for Nov. 28th, page
202, we find the following: * There is a dis-
position in many to attribute great blame to
Maior Gen. Van Ranselaer for the failure of his
attack on Queenston on various grounds, but
the General's official statement is before the
public, and we shall not attempt to impeach it.”

« 7t isunple wsant to remark with what avi-
dity some men, for mere party purposes, scize
Lupon every little incident tending to throw
Vdiscrediv on the American army. Nuy, not
content with the naked facts as they ave, they
contrive to distort them into the most fright-
ful shapes, and if the truth embellished will
not make the story tell well, they curiously in-
vent a few particulars to give it the needful
graces.”

Itis not uninteresting to observe how entirely
the writer of the above changed his opinion
bctiween Nov. 28th and Deer. 19th, and how
an affair of which the General'saccount “was
not to be impeached,” at the former date, be-
came by th ~latter an event to be “*included in
the catalogue of infamy wkhich began with
Hull”

Ttis ever thus, howerver, with distorted facts,
and an indifference to truth, in prejaring an
historical narrative, is sure to end by the wri-
ter's contradicting some statement previously
laid down as incontrovertible.

A curious picture is given of Smyth's treat-
ment by his “outraged countrymen,” Ue




