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could not bat fee the impropriety, according

to all the rules of war and of common fenfe,

cf effeduating a dcfcent, from which no
good could be hoped for the fuccefs of the

main of the enterprize, the attack upon
Rochefort ? Could any thing counterbal-

lance the moral aiTurance of being cut off

divilion by divifion, which muft have been

the cafe, unlefs the French could be fufpedl-

ed of falling off", on fuch a tempting occafion,

from their ufual alertnefs, or have only fuf-

pended its exertion, in order to draw us more
cumpleatly into the fnare ?

'* It does not appear, (%s the Report)^
*' that there were any fufficient reafons to

•* induce the council of war to believe that

Rochefort was fo far changed, in refpedt

of its flrength or pofture of defence,

lince the expedition was firft refolved on

in England, as to prevent all attempts of

an attack upon the place, in order to

burn and deftroy the docks, magazines,

aifenals, and fijipping, in obedience,

&c."

To all this the commanders might chcar-

fu!!v fubfciibe, fince it docs honor both to

tiicir fenfe and obedience. They were Tent

fuiely on the plan of a furprize, or coup-de-

main. Nothing cm be plainer than their

inflructiuns on this head: but that cafe of

fur-
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