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REMARKS

ON A LATE PUBLICATION,

STYLED

9THE HISTORY OF THE POLITICS

OF GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE.

THE celebrated queftion, Whether upon Great
Britain or France refts the charge of aggreffion
in relation to the prefent bloody and deftruétive
war? has been fo Iong and fo ably contefted,
that little, either in regard to falls or reafoning,
for fome years paft, apparently remained to be
added ; and it gradually and filently gave place
to the more momentous enquiry, in prefent cir-
cumftances, by what means it might with moft
facility be terminated. It was therefore a fub-
je&t of fome furprife when two oftavo volumes
were announced upon this exhaufted topic, from
the pen of a writer well known and juftly efteem-
ed in the literary world, which boafted to con-
tain fuch decifive information refpeéting this
point, as to leave thofe without excufe who

® hefitated
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hefitated to acknowledge their perfeét convic-
tion that the ctiminality remained exclufively
with the French Government, and that the
conduét of the Englith Minifiry was not only
faultlefs throughout this bufinefs, but in the
higheft degree meritorious,

" In a tone of arrogance, for which great au-
thorities may indeed be pleaded, Mr. Herbert
Marth, the author of the work in queﬁion, tells
us' (vol. I. p. 218), « That though the number
of thofe who were originally deceived was very
confiderable, at prefent. every man who ohoofes
to fee muft fee their error.” And again, p. 370,
¢ That Minifters precipitated their country into
¢« a war with France, is an opinion which no-
* thing hut paryy malevolence could fuggeft.”
Havmg upon a variety of eccafions ftated my
opinion fairly and fully, that the prefent Mini-
fters did prectpltate thé nation into a war with
France, and “®ill retammg that opinion with the
fame unwavering firmnefs, after an attentive
perufal of the chief {peeches and ,publications
which have appeared upon the fubjet, and laft
of all the publication of Mr. Marth himfelf, I,
'and very many others whofe mode of thinking
is as little likely to alter en this topm, muft ex-
pe& to be configned by this gentleman to that
clafs
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clafs of incorrigibles whofe obftinacy and male-
volence render them infenfible to the cleareft
demonftrations of reafon. In what light we,
who confider the heads of the prefent admini-
ftration as the grand and original aggreffors in
this fatal quarrel (for the French Government
muft bear its fhare of blame), may appear to
Mr. Marfh, is indeed a matter of perfet indif-
ference 5 but it is of confequence that we fhould
clear ourfelves to the public and to pofterity.
And whoever brings forward a charge of this
nature againft Minifters fhould be prepared to
fuftain- it, not in the fpirit of wantonnefs or ca-
price, and much lefs of ¢ party malevolence,”
but in the firiéteft regard to truth, juftice, and
hiftorical impartiality. -

With this intent, and confcious of being ac-
tuated by no other motives, I propofe to enter
into an examination of the principal arguments
adduced by Mr. Marfh in vindication of the
conduét of the Britith Government, avoiding
for the moft part the difcuflion of thofe minutie
which occupy fo large a proportion of the vo-
lumes now before me, but which ferve in reality
lefs to enlighten than to embarrafs the quef-
tion.

SECTION



SECTION I

Containing Remarks on Chapters I, I1, I11.

Tuat in the month of Auguft, in the year
1791, a conference took place at Pilnitz, in
Saxony, between the Emperor Leopold and the
King of Pruflia, which terminated in an agree-
ment or convention purporting defigns in the
higheft degree alarming to France, is acknow-
ledged. That thefe defigns were not then and
there digefted into a formal treaty is extremely
probable: and upon this point the declaration
of Lord Grenville, in his difpatch of June 20,
1797, to Lord Malmefbury, at Lifle, is fufficient~
ly fatisfatory. But, upon the decifive evidence

“of M. de Bouillé and M. de Moleville, it is cers
tain that the projeft of the Emperor was no-
thing lefs than to form a league between all
the powers of Europe, in order to compel the
French ration to fubmit to fuch conditions as
thofe powers might think fit to impofe. The
latter indeed pretends that the Emperor meant
to effe&t his purpofe by intimidation merely ; but
' this
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this account of the matter is too puerile to me~
rit the leaft credit or attention.

To this league Great Britain, much to the
honour of its Government at that period, and to
the difappointment of the combined Courts, re-
fufed to accede; and in relation to this famous,
or rather infamous, coalition, as well as in other
refpeéts, fhe appears to have aéted a part rather
friendly than inimical to France.

During the dreadful ftate to which the ifland
of 5t. Domingo was reduced towards the clofe
of the Summer of 1791, in confequence of the
infurre€tion of the negroes, the town of Cape
Francois being furrounded by an army of the
infurgents, the moft feafonable and effetual re-
lief was afforded them by the generofity of Lord
Effingham, Governor of Jamaica: and the Bri-
tith Ambaflador at Paris notified to the Court of
France his Britannic Majefty’s approbation of
this proceeding; which being taken into confi-
deration by the fecond National Affembly, No-
vember §, that body, fo inferior in temper and
wifdom to their predeceffors, difrefpe@fully and
petulantly pafling over the meffage of the King
of England, whom they believed perfonally and
inveterately adverfe to the French Revolution,

voted



.6

voted thanks to the Englith Nation, and in par-
ticular to the Earl of Effingham*. On this oc-
" cafion Mr. Marfh puts in a very extraordinary
claim of merit on the part of the Englith Go-
vernment, in not embracing fo favourable an
opportunity of making themfelves mafters of the
capital of St. Domingo; and this génerous con-
du& (p- 57),  than which,” according to Mr.
Marfh, “ no ftronger proof of friendfhip could
be given” (vol. IL. p. 2oo), he aflerts to have
been requited with the blackeft ingratitude.

To the circular letter written by the King
of France, September 1791, to announce his
acceptance of the new Conﬁltutlon, the Court
of London replied early and in terms of refpe&t
and friendfhip ; while Sweden returned the let-
ter unopened, and Spain gave for anfwer that
the a&t of acceptance could not bc reaarded as
an aél of freewill.

% M. Dumourier ftyles the King of England ¢ the Monarch
¢ in Europe the moft enraged againft the French Revolution.”
This may perhaps be true; but in proportion to the King’s
perfonal diflike of the Revolution was his public merit in con-
forming fo far as he had hitherto done to the exiffing circum~
feances, which very firongly enforced the policy of a&ing upon
the laudablc fyftem of equity and moderauou '

In
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In November 1791, Sir Richard Strahan, Cap-
tain of the Phcenix, meeting with fome mer-
chantmen on the coaft of Malabar under convoy
of a frigate, determined to examine their fea-
letters and certificates, as he deemed himfelf
warranted to do by the tenor of the Commercial
Treaty. The French frigate refufing to permit
this, an engagement enfued and the frigate
ftruck, after fuftaining the lofs of her captain
and many of her men. Of this “ a& of hoftility,” -
as Mr. Marfh fiyles it, the Court of London
complained to the Court of France in terms of
great moderation. But when the note of the
Ambaflador was read in the Affembly, far from
offering fatisfaltion, they pafled to the order of
the day—probably- thinking that the Englith
Court was in pofleffion of fufficient fatisfattion
already. The inference Mr. Marth is pleafed to
draw from this tranfattion, and which thofe no
doubt muf? fee who are not wilfully blind, is,
¢ that it thows the Englith Government to have
¥ been defirous to maintain peace, and the
“ French Government totally indifferent about
«it” (P 65) |

SECTION



SECTION 1L
Containing Remarks on Chapters IV, V, VI, VII.

On the 31ft January 1792, the feffion of Par-
- liament was opened by aSpeech from the Throne,
penned in a truly pacific {pirit, and even re-
commending fome immediate reduétions in the
naval and military eftablifhments, which accord-
ingly took place. And Mr. Pitt was fanguine
enough to affirm the probability of fifteen peace-
ful years in uninterrupted fucceflion. Mr. Marfh
{peaks of the genuinenefs of the Treaty of Pavia
as doubtful. = It may however fafely be pro-
nounced fpurious, and. therefore it is wholly
fuperfluous to vindicate England from the charge
of having either attively or paffively acceded to
it. The difpofition of the Britith Miniftry at this
time was unqueftionably pacific ; while, on the
contrary, according to Mr. Marth (p. 78), the
inclination of the National Affembly was to in-
volve themfelves in a war by fea as well as by
land.

The fole proof of this extraordinary affertion
- is, that on the 18th March Theodore Lameth,
in
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in the name of the Committee of Naval Affairs,
delivered a report to the Aflembly, in which he
faid « that about 80,000 failors would be necef-
“ fary in order to man the veflels now at the
« difpofition of the ftate; and which the ho-
¢ nour of the nation as well as the intereft of its
« commerce does not permit us to reduce.”
The Committee further requefted the National
Aflembly to take the fpeedieft meafures for the
organization of the Navy. It might naturally
be fuppofed, judging from the reprefentation of
Mr. Marfh, that 80,000 failors were at this time
aftually engaged in the fervice of France; where-
as M. Lameth meant merely to ftate, that com-
pletely to man the navy of France iz cafe of a
naval war would require that number; and no
addition whatever was in fa& made to the naval
force then on foot*. Indeed this would have
been a firange time to have indulged their in~
clination for a naval war, with a land war in
full profpeét, when, according to the report of
M. de Moleville, the Marine Minifter quoted by
Mr. Marth himfelf fome pages before, the French
failors were almoft univerfally in a ftate of in-
furretion, and he even declared that he thould

* Viz. twenty-one thips of the-line and twenty-eight fri
gates. Vide REpogT. -

have
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have found jt difficult to induce any officer to
accept the command of a thip of war.

No wonder then that M. Lameth fhould re-
commend it in ftrong terms to ‘the Affembly,
to adopt meafyres for the re-organization of the
Navy. On the 20th April 1792, war was de-
clared by France againft Auftria; on which great
pccafion, England ftill maintained its profeffions
of neutrality, with the fincerity of which the
Freneh Ambaflador, M. Chauvelin, appears to
have been perfettly fatlsﬁed “ War,” fays the
Ambaﬂador, “ is not agreeable to the tafte of the
‘ Natmn preparatlons are neither made in the

ports or the arfenals. It is certain that the
“ fyftem of. neutrahty debated in council was
“ adopted there.” So ﬁg‘oncrly were the new
- Minifters of France, M. Roland and his col—
leaanes, perfuadcd of the favourable dxfpoﬁt:on
of the Engh{h Nation, and even of the Englifh
Court, at this period, that the King of France
'was advifed by them to write (May Iﬁ) a cone
fidential letter to the ng of England, thank-
ing that Monarch * for all the marks of affec-
« tion he had given him, and efpecially for not
« having become a party to the concert formed
« by certain powers againft France.” - The letter

then proceeds to touch upon topics of the moft
important
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important and interefting nature, and refers ta
the fecret inftru€tions given to the Ambaffador.
?‘ Between our two countries,” fays the French
Monarch, “ new connetions ought to take place.
« I think I fee the remains of that rivalfhip,
¢ which has done fo much mifchief to both,
% daily wearing away. It becomes two Kings
¢ who have diftinguifhed their reigns by a con-
“ ftant defire to promote the happinefs of their
« people, to conne& themfelves by fuch ties as
% will appear to be durable in proportion as
% the two nations thall have clearer views of
“ their own interefts. I confider the fuccefs of
« the alliance, in which I wifh you to concur
« with as.much zeal as I do, as of the higheft
¢ importance. I confider it as neceffary to the .
¢ ftability of the refpetive conftitutions, and
« the internal tranquillity of our two kingdoms;
« and I will add, that our union ought to com-
€ MAND PEACE TO EUROPE.”

~ Never was there a more glorious opportunity
afforded of advancing to an height before un-
known, and of eftablithing on a broad and folid
bafis, the great and permanent interefts of man- |
kind. Had the alliance fo earneftly fought by
France been acceded to with equal fincerity and
good will on the part of Great Britain, how in-
o . ' . calculable



