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by the five hundred men; and an English
writer admits his claim, on the ground that,
as the Americans were used to being beaten,
it was a disgrace for five British not to beat
thirty-five Americans. In the very next
page, after this imputation on the conduct of
the troops, James writes:—*“The censure
passed upon the right division of the Cana-
dian army, by the commander-in-chief, was
certainly of unparalleled severity.” Now,
how could any censure be too severe for un-
steadiness in the field? The fact is, James
was anxious to have a cut at both Proctor
and Sir George Prevost, and, in ecagerness to
do this, he contradicts himself three times in
two pages. Some persons have a most unfor-
tunate mode of assisting their friends when
in a difficulty, and James is one of those in-
dividuels. He first casts an imputation on
the conduct of the 41si, and then, anxious to
do away with it, and to shift the blame upon
Sir George or General Proctor, he finds the
following excuse for them :—

“The ardor which, as Sir George himself
admits, and every one else knows, had, till
the fatal 5th of October, distinguished the 41st
regiment, affords a strong belief that it was
not cowardice which made that corps sus-
RENDER SO TAMELY, no matter {o what superi-
ority of force. The privations the troops had
undergone, and the marked neglect which
had Deen shown at head-quarters to the re-
presentations of their commander, had pro-
bably possessed them with an idea that any
change would be an improvement in tleir
<ondition.”

James here snbstitutes the charge of
treachery for cowardice, and leaves the re-
giment no zlternative but to be impaled on
one or other of the horns of the dilemma he
has provided. From this careless writing of
James, and from Sir George Prevost’s haste
to condemn, unheard, General Proctor, Amer
ican writers have derived much bencfit. It
enables Ingersol to speak of the “craven
mood of the soldiers,” and the pusillanimous
behaviour of the General” Not satisfied,
however, with these hard epithets, Ingersol
goes still farther, and adds—* No history can
deny their characteristic courage, but British
murderers and thicves become cowardsin Ca-
nada. To save themselves they laid down
heir arms to an INFERIOR FORCE Of raw troops,

while their commander fled in the first mo.
ment of encounter”” Further comment is
unnecessary on a writer who, with Harrison's
admission of his superiority in numbers before
him, ventures, unsupported by a fact, or even
a fiction on the part of his brother historians,
to give to the world so daring and unblushing
a falschood.

We feel tempted, in imitation of contem-
porary writers, to make
a further digression in
our narrative, in order to place before the
reader the character of Tecumseth in its pro-
per light, especially as no words can be found
which could be considered too strong when
applied in praise of this noble Indian.

The Indian warrior Tecumseth was in the
forty-fourth year of his age when he fell.
“ He was of the Shawanee tribe; five feet ten
inches high, and, with more than the usual
stoutness, possessed all the agility and perse-
verance of the Indian character. His carriage
was dignified; his eye penetrating; and his
countenance, even in death, betrayed the in-
dications of a lofty spirit, rather than of the
sterner cast. Had he not possessed 2 certain
austerity of manners, he could never have
controlled the wayward passions of those who
followed him to the battle. He was of a silent
habit, but when his eloquence became roused
into action by the reiterated encreachments
of the Americans, his strong intellect could
supply him with a flow of oratory, that en-
abled him, as he governed in the field, su to
prescribe in the council.”

Those who consider tbat, in all territorial
questions, fhe ablest diplomatists of the
United Statesare sent to negotiate with the
Indians, will readily appreciate the loss sus-
tained by the latter in the death of their
champion.

“The Indians, ia general, are full as fond as
other savages of the gaudy decoration of their
persons; but Tecumseth was an exception.
Clothes and other valuable articles of spoil had
often been his, yet he invariably wore a deer
skin coat and pantaloons. He had frequently
levied subsidies to comparatively a large
amount, yet he preserved little or nothing for
himself. It was not weslth, but glory, that
was Tecumseth's ruling passion.” The re-
marks which now follow, must be taken as

Character of Tecum-
seth.




