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sprinciplé. of . morality jand-of ajustice, M.
«['‘Thiers;'on;the other hand; ventures to assert”
that we made our national wealth our stand-"
;ard of right. *The charge.calls for no elabo-!
-Tate investigation'; for ‘M. “Thiers meets his’
wi theory with'a précise and cireumstantial:
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: -On this subject, he 'advances four distinet’
propositiona which with'singular perspicuity
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‘that the British.géneral, Stuart had attempt-

-ed. 1o assassinate the French genéral; Sebas- -
‘tiani.” He reproduces ihe ‘calumny,’ of the
Mopiteur, - that the  conspiracy ‘agdinst the’

life of Paul- originated with “this" Court, If
- hé' "Had'.read: Lord “Malmesbury?s’Fourials,
‘he would no doubt have reproducedialso with
infinite satistaction the idle story, that three
+Scoteh’ doctors.were+in at the imperial death,

and dissected the murdered Czar.~ o
'Le Ministére . Addington,® says M. Thiers
“payait encore George Cadoudal dont laper-

» Sevérance. flconspirer. était connu ; il met-~

1ait & sa:disposition ;des sommes considera-

bles pour Ventrétien des'’sicaires dont la

troupe courait: .sans,cesse de- Portsmouth 3

:These are' M. Thiers’ views of ouf Govern-
; ~these ‘the Rafael-
 which ‘are to - rival the best -

aetions af the same period are more faithful.

| Take;:the battle;of . Copenhagen ;in, 1801.
‘M2 Thiers:is:here not alone grossly ;inaccu-~.
: rate in his statemients, but even iriconsistent
.in;his, inacéuracy. He deéséribes this-battle .
‘asa victory snatched frem’ animpending de-
feat, sachias he has himself described the
battles ofArcola and Marengo to ; and be he

attﬁmpt's"tbf'discridif.tkié-’Biitis}iirié.vy for that

:very change of threatened disaster into, ulti-
‘mate sucess for, which he hasjustly praised
‘the French’ commander.. ' Let us compare '
“his'statemént. with the despacthes of-Lord
‘Nelson; and-even.withi the- history of * Jomi-

nicoow kL e e S
It is elear that -M-.Thiers has blindly co-

:Pied;the official, fabrication of, Commodore

Fischer, the Danish Commander-in-Chief,—
a coward who fled from" the detion insuch
haste that he forgot t6 strike his broad-pen-
nant.as hé:left. his’ 'ship,’ and; whem Lord

Nelson,.on lier surrender; consequentiy clai-

med as a prisoner ofiwar.on ghore.In that fa-
brication, whicl is 1o e fornd in the. Nelson

Despatches, it is akserted ‘that' “Nelson, had

twelve ships of the) inc-and'several frigates.’
M. Thiers repeats’'the samé statgment,:'ndd-
ing that-they. weré all.in .action by, ten.

“o’clock, . «‘We: hady? aeswered ; Nelson, in
-his reply.to: General,. Lindholm, < only. five

seventy-fours, twor sixty-fours, two fifties,
aud. one “frigate’ engagéd. “ Two seveniy-
fours, and onc sixty-four by 'an ‘accident

- grounded on the Crown Island.” - So much
for the accuracyof the original computation

offorce.. .. .o i i
M. Thiers'thts describes'the issue :— .
- #Nelson, nearly vanquished, \vas not dis-

.mayed, and'resolvéd to send a flag of truce
“to the' P‘rince"pfi Denmark, ‘who took: part
“in‘the horrible!scene-at one of the - bitteries.

Copenha-
he'floa~-
ting batteries,. ordered a’, suspenston/of fire.
for a few instants'more,

~-¢.The. Prince,waveringunder, _t})i; {rightful .-

spectacle; fearingfor .the. city,

.
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¢But'the -English- fleet had beén terrbily

malreated ; and, but for the the gréat’ haste
:of the. Prince; Royal of : Denraark to;listen to
. Nelson’s flag of trucé, it ,would - probably
‘have succumbed. The' viciory, then, had
been ‘almost a defeat a”and morcover, the re-
“sult’asrived at was not donsiderable:

2+ (Vol.
TP, 440 vt T g ;
# iy i(Zo. be Qontinuedy .

e oy of
[$27 IR

~

e, -




