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Dallas’s Strictures on the Edinburgh Review. ' 10§

#d themfelves to our minds, but our limits forbade their infertion; indeed,
but for this obje@ion, we would gladly have inferted e whole of the cor=’
refpondence.

e —— —
'

REVIEWERS REVIEWED,

Srictures on an Article in the Edinburgh Review, relative 1o the History of the
Maewns. By R. C. Dallas, Elq. Author ot Percival, Hiflory of the
Maraons, &c. : .

IN the number of the publications reviewed in the Edinburgh Review,
4 its readers may have feen, what is termed by the Compiler of its In-
dex an Analysis of the History of the Mareons. Had the article been, indeed,

. an analyfis, or had it been a fevere crilicilm on the work, whatever

1 might have thought of it, content with the opinion of other criticy, con-

" tent with the public approbation as proved by the fale of the book, centent
- with Private tefiimonies of fatisfaltion, I fhould have paid no regard to the
- afperities of a pfeudo-critic, putchafed by the proprietors of the Review,

like other commodities of trade, to fill their periodical bales. Taught by

" the abufe heaped on men (to whofe genius I bow with reverence) wha
- have taken therr flight to a better world, and whofe merit pofterity has efta-

biihed, I fhould have qpietly borne the reflefion that fome unknown hire-
ling had been providing his dinners at my expencc: but malicious attacks
upon the heart are not fo .eafily endured, and the perfort attacked has a

+ right to call upon thofe who look on not to fuffer injuftice. More than a
. right, he is dound to do it. * The infults that we receive before the pub-
: lic,” fays an admired poet, by being more open are gore difirefling; by

treating them with filent contempt we do not pay a fufficient deference to

: the opinion of the world. FEvery man fhould ﬁn%x' confider himfelf asa

' guardian of the liberty of the prefs, and as far as

18 influence can extend,

- thould endeavour to prevent its licentioufnefs becoming at laft the grave of

its freedom.”

I am made to appear before the readers of the Edinburgh Review, as a
keen advocate for the use of blood-hounds irained erxclmivel{ to the scent, tha taste of
buman flesh, and the rearing of the victim limb from limb ; 1 am defcribed to them,
8¢ ridicaling the clamour that was raifed in England againft the employment
of blood-hounds ; they are told that I inaintatn that the poffeffion of Kglertv ’
is of little value, My feelings are extremely fhocked at this malignant
flander, and I cannot fuffer it to pafs unnoticed. ' )

Of the extent of the fale of the Edinburgh Review I am ignorant; bat
taking a part for the whole, a figure in great ufe among Reviewers, its
readers have the accuftomed claim to be confidered as the public, and as
fach I addrefs them with all the refpe@ due to the public, calling upon
them in juftice to examine the validity of affertions fo malignant in theic

* mature, fo artful in their defign, fo falfe in their applications.

From the ftyle affumed by the writer of the pretended analyfis of the -
work, the reader muft fuppofe me a monfier of cruelty, a devoted inftru-
ment of defpotifm, My heart revolts at the charges, and were it not fos
the refpec I owe to thofe whom I addrefs, I fhould ufe the firongeft lan
gusge of contradi€tion in refenting the inlidious manner in which fuch

' eharges
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charges are laid before the public ; charges préferred againft one whofeels
a pang on treading accidentally upon a worm, whole' heart hleeds for the
fufferings of his fellow creatures, and who to the candid reader of this very
book, (the fentiments of which are fo wickedly perverted,) muft appear'an
advocate for every degree of freedom confiftent with their happi
Whoever this aflailant of my mind be, I trufi [ thall prove him as weak
an he is malignant. I fhould leave my book to fpeak for me in thefe parti-
culars, were [ confident that it was in the handg of all the readers of the
Edinburgh Review ; but aware how many‘therc are, and worthy men, wh_o
form their judgment from the decifions of periodical publications, I thinkit

incumbent upon me to expofe the falfhood of this writer, and to fhow the |

public how grofsly they may be deceived in giving implicit faith to the
ftatements ofg

are the venal flaves and promoters of the paffions and prejudices of others.

* When the account was firft brought to England of blkod-hounds being ea- §

ployed to purfue the Maroons, the manner of telling it excited a horror, in

the fepfation of which I fully fhared. When afterwards the nature of the §
dogs (falfely termed blood-hounds) was explained to me, and when I be- |
came acquainted with the ufe made of them in Cuba, and the mode of em- |
ploying them in Jamaica, I yielded my feelings to what appeared to me the
reafon of the cafe. I learned that thefe animals were taught to a& mol;z
sd

terror than by attack ; I heard of murderers, pirates, and other crimi
geing taken by means of them, without the flighteft perfonal injury,
rought to juftice; I heard of the Maroon-war being (erminated without
bloodihed by their being brought to Jamaica; and I was convinced that 3
Jarge body of my countrymen owed their efcape from maffacre, and horrors
_ fhocking torelate, by the exertions of a man of whofe humanity to hisn
I had bad experience, and who procured the Spaniards and.their
Thus far I rejoiced, thus far I defended the fiep that had been attended
!yilh {o fuccefsful a refult: but, afier all, I flated with diffidence the argo-
ments on 4otk ides, and I fhall here infert the fidtement that it may appesr
‘whether in writing 1 was influenced by mild and philanthropic motives, or
flood forward the iml advocate for the use of blood-hounds,® trained exclusively tv
zﬁ;‘ scent of men, the taste of kuman flesh, and the tearing of the victim limb frm
imb.t
¢ The argument has been ftated thus: The Affembly of Jamaica were
not una‘[)prized that the meafure of calling in fuch anxiliaries, and ufing the
* canine é)ecies againft human beings, would give rife te much animadver-
fion in England ; and that the horrible enormitics of the Spaniards in the
conqueft of the new world, would be brought again (o remembrance. It
is but too true, that dogs were ufed by thofe Chriftian barbarians againft
the peaceful and inoffenlive Americans, and the juft indignation of mankind
. has ever fince branded, and will continue to brand, the Spanifh nation with
infamy, for f{uch atrocities. It was forefeen, and firongly urged as an argu-
ment againft recurring to the fame means in the prefent cafe, that the pre-
judices of party, and the virulent zeal of refilefs and turbulent men, wosld
place thgdproeeedings of the Afflembly on this occafion, in a point ot view
equally odious with the condué of Spain on the fame blood-flained theatse,

e

* No. IV. Edinburgh Review, page 334, . + Ibid. page 382.
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certain critics, who, far from being worthy of leading the {
judgment of others, are themfelves led by their pasfions and prejudices, of “
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in times paff. No allowance would be made for the wide difference exift-
ing between the two cafes. Some gentlemen even thought that the co-
operation of dogs with Britith troops, would give not only a cruel, but a
very daftardly complexion to the proceedings of Government. '
¢ To thefe and fimilar objetions, it was anfwered, that the fafety of the
ifland and the lives of the inhabitants were not to be facrificed to the ap-
prehenfion of perverfe mifconftrufion or wilful mifreprefentation in the
mothér country. 1t was maintained, that the grounds of the meafure need-
ed only-to be fully examined, and fairly fiated, to induce all reafonable
inen to admit its propriety and neceffity. To hold it as a principle, that it
is an a& of cruelty or cowardice in man to employ other animals as inftru-
ments of war, is a pofition contradi@led by the practice of all nations, The
- Afiatics have ever ufed elephants in their battles; and if lions and tygers
poffeffed the docility of the elephant, no ane can doubt that thefe alfp
would be made to affift the military operations of man, in'thofe regions
_ where they abound. Even the ufe of cava'ry, as eftablilhed among the moft
civilized and polithed nations of Europe, muft be reje@ed, if this principle
‘be admitted ; for wherein, it was afked, does the humanity of that doc-
* trine confift, which allows the employment of troops of horfe in the purfuit
. of difcomfited and flying infantry, yet fhrinks at the preventive meafure of
fparing the effufion of human blood, by tracing with hounds the haunts of
murderers, and roufing from ambufh, favages more ferocious and blood-.
thirfty than the animals which track them?
“ %’he merits of the queftion, it was faid, depended altogether on the
_onigin and caufe of the war, and the objels to be obtained by its con~
tinnance ; and the authority of the moft celebrated writers on public law
was adduced in fupport of this conftrution. ¢ If the caufe and end of
war,’ fays Paley, ¢ be juftifiable, all the means that appear neceffary to
that end are juftifiable alfo. This is the principle which defends thofe ex
tremities to which the violence of war ufually proceeds: for fince war is &
conteft by force between parties who acknowledge no common fuperior,
and fince it includes not in its idea the fuppofition of any convention which
fhould place limits to the operations of force, it has naturally no boundar
but that in which force terminates; the deftru@ion of the life againft whicg
the force is direfled.” It was allowed, with the fame auther, that ufelefs
" and wanton barbarities derive no excufe from the licence of war, of which
kind is every cruelty and infult that ferves only to exafperate the fufferings,
of to increale the hatred of an enemy, without weakening his firength, o¢
I any manner tending to procure his fubmiffion; fuch as the flaughter of
captives, fubje@ing them to indignities or torture, the violation of women,
and, in general, the deftruion or defacing of works that conduce nothing
to annoyance or defence. Thefe enormities are prohibited not only by the
prallice of civilized nations, but by the law of nature itfelf, as havin&lno
ﬁ::?el‘ tendency to accelerate the termination, or accomplith the objec of
war, and as containing that which in peace or war is equally unjultifie
, namely, ultimate and ufelefs mil'(:hiefpea Now all thefe very enormities
were practifed, not by the colonifis againft the Maroons, but by the Ma~
" toons againft the colwifts, Humanity therefore, it was faid, was no way
concerned in the expedient that was propofed, or any other by which fuch
an enemy could be wnoft peedily reduced. ** '

« ¢ Edwards.”

.u The
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« The Maroons, though not coming, more than other people at war, within
the definition of the term murderers, with which they are branded in this
flatement of the argument, werc, like moii uncivilized people, and not un-
like fome civilized nations, hurried by unruly paffions to acts of barbarity.
Depredation, devattation, and mallacre, difgrace the wars not only of favages,
but of Chriftians, or nations fo called. hat are the horrors of the Ma-
roon war in comparilon with thofe we can trace throughout the French
Revolution? Wherever we follow them, we fee the moft thocking depra-
vity of human nature. I have already fhown that the Maroons, faﬁ: them-
felves in their natural and impregnable garrifons, fent ouf parties to furprife
and deftroy, to maffacre the unprepared, and to burn houfes and planta-
tions. They had defied, they had ‘l:nled Britifh troops; the coloniits were
in defpair ; and it was with difficulty that General Walpole had prevailed
‘wpon an affembly of them to refrain from a conceflion that was pregnant
with ruin. In fuch a fituation, what archfophifl will maintain that delicacy
was to be preferved in the means of removing fuch an evil? Were a man
bit by a mad dog, would he fcruple to cut or burn out the part which had
received the contagion? Do we not amputale a limb to fave the body ?
And if felf-prefervation diQate thefe peifonal fufferings, fhall not the pre-
.fervation o(P a large community jufiify the ufe of the readieft, perhaps the
only means of averting its defiruftion? How different 'the cafe from that
of the Spaniards hunting the native Americans! How different from the
condu@ of the Romans, fitting at eafe in their amphitheatres to enjay the
fight of criminals encountering wild beafts! How different from that moft
horrible of all horrid diverfions the Cryptia, in which the poor unoffending
Helots were hunted and poniarded by the Spartans! Thele were, indeed,
.cafes of wanton barbarity ; but the man who fays that the colonits of Ja-
maica were cruel in hiring the SlPani(h chafleurs, will be inconfiftent if be
does not condemn the pralice ot keeping walch-dogs, left they fhould in-
jure the noQurnal prowler; or, if he allow that he might fave his own life,
or the lives of others, by fetting his dog on a lawlefs band of affailants.
The clamour, therefore, that was raifed in England againft the employment
of the Spanifh chaffeurs was groundlefs and unjuit, and it will be admitted
to be the more fo, when it is known, that all that was at firft expe€ed by
the inhabitants from the ufe of the dogs, was to difcover ambuthes laid by
the Maroons, in order that they might be defeated; and that many, doubt-
Ing even this good effe&, ridiculed the project: nay, ihe extent of the plan
was unknown, and the mode of execuling it uncertain. The commiffioner,
feeling for the fituation of the ifland, had fuggefted it; the planters finding
every other expedient tried in vain, and eager to feize on any hope, were
anxious to try it; and Lord Balcarras, folicitous for their welfare, com-

lied with their wifhes, on their reprefenting the probability of its anfwer-
ng a good purpofe. Cruelty was entirely foreign to tIZe proje€i: the
ifland had been thrown into k))' fingular and alarming 2 dilemma, that. no
:Aeans which might extricate it could be deemed croel. The commiffioner’s
umanity and kindnefs to his own black people are well known in Jamaica;
I myfelf bear witnefs to it, having had an opportunity, by refiding at his
houfe for a confiderable time, to be well acquainted with his difpoﬁfion;
and I believe that his flaves enjoyed a far greater portion of happinefs than
the generality of the poor in any country upont the face of the earth.
But had it been othcrwife, had tbe fuggeition proceeded from a defpotic
and ferocious fpirit, bent on the extermivatjon of fome of the buman fpe-
cies

.
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<cies by s barbarous expedient, it is not likely {hat a mild, hamane, and
beneficent mind, like that of Lord Balcarres, or that the majority of an
affembly of educated men, would have concurred in the experiment. It
appeared to them at that time, as it muft appear now to every rational
man, a choice of two evils; and the one wifely chofen was trivial in com-
parifon with the magnitude of the other.” )
" Iaik any reader of common fenfe and feeling, if this paffage (and it is the
only one) difplays any keennefs for the ule of blood-hounds to tear limb
from limb ? I'afk him if it does not, on the contrary, manifcft a difpofition
defirous of- producing the leaft evil poflible? But, imagine the fact worfe
-than | have defcribed it; imagine one half of the Maroons (the whole did
not much exceed 500) deliroyed by this fhocking means,—horrid is the
thought : Contraft this horror, however, with the cruelties of fuccefsful bar-
-barians ; imagine the maflacre of 30,000 white inhabitants, attended with -
the dreadful reidered but too familiar to the imagination by recent
experierice : in owning that of the horrid alternalives, I fhould prefer the
former ; I cannot think that I deferve to be called the keen advocate of in-
"hamanity, for fuch in fad is meant by the reviewer. I know what itisto *
be a father; alas! I.know it but too well, by the lofs, as well as by the pof~
feffion, of amiable children : let me tell the man, who, ¢reeping behind the
-leaf of a review, has fpit his venom at me, that, did I fee him making up to
-a child of mine—what do I fay? to a child of any man, with a dagger.in his
hand, I fhould not fcruple, could I not prevent him in time myfelf, to (et m
dog apon him, and though I thould writhe with horror to fee him torn limz
from limb, I would reft fatisfied with the afion that faved the child.

Before I enter upon the queftions of policy, give me leave to.requeft at-
tention to what this affailant calls ridich:. .

“ Bat Mr. Dallas ridicules the clamour that was raifed in England, againft

- the employment of blood-hounds, partly by enumerating inftances of greater
and more mexcufeable violence ; fuch us, the Spaniards hunting the naked
Americans, the Romans expofing criminals to wild beafts in their public
amufements, and the Spartans hunting the Helotes for their diverfion; and
partly by ftating, what he confiders as a parallel cafe, the practice of keep-
sng watch-dogs. With refpe& to the lait of thefe arguments, it is fufficient
to remark, that the objetion formerly urged, applies to it in full force: it
. proves a great deal too much, if we admit that it applies at all. With re-
m to the former cafes, what do they prove, but that ftill greater enormities
were once committed by the Spaniards, the Romans, and the Spartans, than
- thofe nf which we have to accufe the government of Jamaica ¢”,

“The ridicule confifts in the following fentence, which I take the liberty of
repeating :

* ¢ The clamour, therefore, that was raifed in England againfi the employ-
ment of the Spanifh chaffeurs was groundlefs and unjuft, and it will be ad-
mitted to be the more fo, when it is known, that all that was at firft expe@ed
by the inhabitants from thc ufe of the dogs, was to difcover ambufhes laid
by the ‘Maroons, in ordér that they might be defeated; and that many,
doubting even this good effe@, ridiculed the projeét: nay, the extent of the
plan was unknown, and the mode of executing it uncertain.”

- Is this ridicule? Syrely this great critic would do well to revife his rheto-
ric, and perhaps, as we fhall fee, his grammar. Are the allufions to the

- Spaniards, the Romaus, the Spartans, uled for the purpofe of ridicule ? No,

-WO. LXVIIl, YOL. XVIL, P but
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but to mark the diftinftion between wanton barbarity, and the lamentsbls

refort of felfprefervation.

Before I proceed to the remaining charge of defpotic principles, it wil
not be amifs here to obferve what he has made of the old arguments againi
‘me. He fays, that the dread of retaliation is the chief argument againft the
employment of extraordinary methods of attack, and that thefe are i
recognifed in éivilized warfare. I had faid as much before—be it fo, and
'God forbid I fhould be confcious of an inclination to multiply the means of
deftru&ion : but in extraordinary, in cxrreme cales, fome allowance is to be
made, and fuch a one was that of the Maroon war. In the heart of the
ifland, fecured by inacceffible retreats, lay an enemy, whofe mode of war-
fare was unlike any ever heard of before; who, fafe themfelves, were con-
tinually laying ambuth for the® coloniits, and who, in another month, whes
the cane-fields prefented dry tops, would have fired the whole country, for-
ced the working negroes to take a part in the rebellion, and maffacred every
‘white perfon. ~All this 1 fiated ; but what is that to the purpofe, fays this
+ humane writer; it is againft the policy recognifed by civilized nationsat
‘war. Rather than terrify your enemy from his haunts by dogs, wait quietly
‘and be facrificed. No, faid the colonifts, we will do no fuch thing :—ex-
‘traordinary cales require extraordinary expedients. Very well, fays my
‘eritic, you are a pack of blood-hounds yourielves. This philanthropic war-
‘rior, quitting his hold of the dread of retaliation, flides again into the plea of

humanity, and goes on declaiming, as if the cafe were an ordinary one, and
compares it to poifoning the waters of a befieged city, and the affaffinationaf
the generals of a hoftile urmy. Judge, readers, of the reviewer’s temper by
this: had he meanta fair, candid, liberal inveftigation, inftead of poifoning
the waters of a befieged city, he would have put his poifon in the fprings
of the country round the city, and he would have made the befieged wam
the invader and his army, that if they approached, they approached to de-
ftru@ion; he would have placed his er in the hand of a Mutius: thefe,
" fufficiently hecking in themfelves, would have been more analagous, but-to
have reprefented the expedients as the dictate of felf-prefervation, would net
* have anfwered his purpefe. Be this as it may; be the tendency of the a-
guments ufed by Mr. Edwards, and cited bx me, what they will, I contend
that it is folely on the principle of felf-preicrvation, pufhed to a necefity
“ which admitted no delay, that I defended the employment of the Spanify
chafleurs, and this [ thin{ fully evident from what I added myfelf to the ofi- |
ginal flatement of the argument. Without relying liere on ‘the firength of '
* -thofe illuftrations, I fay they evince, that I laid down felf-prefervation for
‘the foundation of the defence which I temperately, and with deference, fub-
mitted to the public. 1 beg to repeat the words: '
¢« In suck a fituation, what archfophift will maintain that delicacy wasto '
be preferved in the means of removing fuch an evil? Were a man bit hya
mad dog, would he feruple to cut or burn out the part which had received
the contagion? Do we not amputate a limb to fave the body? And if lelf-

refervation difale thefe perfonal fufferings, fhall not the prefervation of 2

Eu‘ge community juftify the ufe of the readieft, perhaps the only means of
averting its deftruction #” ~

' Thele words imply necessity, not heroifm ;' but they may be twiffed intos
different fenfe than was meant, for it is not only lawyers that twift words
and meanings as they pleale, it is a part of the duty of the pretenders to cri-
tici(m, and accordingly this wrangler has inlifted the figures of rhetoric, and

N
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. talks of heroifm, and fel{-denial, and fufferings, as requifite to render the

" illuftration juft. Isa furgeon very eroic, when, to fave life, he amputates a

limb? No, but he is wise. .

As I write particularly to thofe who may not have perufed the volumes,
it will be neceifary for me to confute the falfe and very malignant fabrica-
tion, repe@ing the nature of the dogs, impofed on the readers of the Edt-
burgh Review, by laying befofe them niy account of thofe animals. When
they have read it, they wil forni their opinion of this guardian and expofitor
of the principles of litcrature and of morals, who has not biuthed (o charge

. an author, whofe exertions in all his writings, and obvioufly in every part of .

the work thus fcandaloufly reviewed, have conftantly and warmly ‘been di-
-reded to the fupport of the caufe of humanity, with being a kecr advocate

Sor the use of blood-hoandy, delcribed fallely, as trainéd exclusively to the scent of
_ men, the taste of human flesh, and the tearing of the vickim limb from limb* )

¢« Don Manucl de Seias, the Alcalie Provincial, commanded about fix and
thirty chaffeurs, who were in the King's pay. The employment of thefe is
to traverfe the country for the purpofe of putfuing and taking up all perfons
guilty of murder and other offences, in which they feldom fail of fuccets,
no activity on the part of the offenders being able to elude their purfuit.

.. An extraordinary inftance occurred about a month before the commiffioner
. arrived at the Havanna, A fleet from Famaica, under eonvoy to Great Bri-

‘tain, paffing through the gulfof Mexico, beat up on the north fide of Cuba.

. One of the (hips, madned with foreigners, chiefly renegado Spaniards, beirg

a dull failer, and confequently lagging aftern, ftanding in with the land at

' night, was run on fhore, the captain, officers, and the few Briiith hands on

board murdered, and the velel plundered by the Spanifth renegadoes. The
part of the coaft on which the veffel was ftranded, being wild and unfres
quented, the affaffins retired with their booty to the mountains, intending
to penetrate through the woods to fome remote fettlements on the fouth
fide, where they hoped to fecure themfelves, and elude all purfuit. Early~
intelligence of the crime, however, had been conveyed to the Havanna,
and the aflaffins were purfued by a detachment of twelve of the Chafleurs
del Rey, with their dogs. In a few days they were all brought in and exe=
catéd.  The head and right arm of each were fufpended in frames, not un-

" like parrot-cages, which were hung on various gibbefs, at the port and other

confpicnous places on the coaft, near the entrance of the harbour.

* The dogs carried out by the Chaffeurs del Rey are perfeétly broken in,
that is to fay, they will not kill the objeé they purfue unlefs refified. On
voming up with a fugitive, they bark at him till he flops, they then céuch
near him, terrifying him with a ferocious growling if he ftirs. * In this pofi-

" lion they continse barking to give notice to the chaffeuts, who come up and
" Tecure their pritoner. Each chafleur, though he can hunt only with two

_dogs properly, is obliged to have three, which he maintains at his own coft;

" and that at no fmall expence. Thefe people live with their dogs, from
which they are infcparable. Af home the dogs are kept chained, and when

walking with their mafters, are never unmuzzled, or let out of ropes, but
for attack. They are conftantly accompanied with one or two fmall dogs

.called finders, whofe fcent is very keen, and always fure of hitting off a

track. Dogs and bitches hunt equally well, and the chaflcurs rear no more

* Edinburgh Review, No. IV, p. 382.
- P2 . than

.
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than will fupply the number required. This breed of dogs, indeed, is not
fo prolific as the common kinds, through infinitely fironger and hardier.
The animal is the ftze of a very large hound, with ears ere@, which are
ufually cropped at Lhe points; the nofe more pointed, but wi@ﬁning very
much towards the after-part of the jaw. His coat, or fkin, is much harder
than that of moft dogs, and fo muit be the whole ftru@ure of the body, as
the fevere beatings he undergoes in training would kill any other {peciesof
dog. There are lome, but not many, of a mnre obtufe nole, and which are
r:k“ner fquarer fet. Thele, it may be prefumed, have been croffed by the
maftiff, but if by this the bulk has been a little increaled, it has added no-
thing to the firength, height, beauty, or agility, of the native breed.”

I truft I have cleared myfelf fiom the charge of blood-thirftinefs. With
refped to the Tzeliion of policy in the employment of the dogs, it is not

offible to decide upon the mutilated extra@ls given by this reviewer, or
zom a hafty violent difcuffion, founded on diffimilar premifes. The critie
flies to the writers of public law, on the rules of civilized warfare, and evin-
cing a determined ignorance of the ftate of the fubje; for though he éc-
knowledges that he has gained an accurate idea of the cock-pits, and of the
sature of Masoon watfare, he fays, ¢ }#z conceive, that difcipline, artiflery,
and regular fupplies of provifions, will generally render acutenefs of fenle
fuperfluous, patience and perfeverence unneceflary, and acquaintance with
the faltnefles of the country of little avail.#” A fine conception! With
what a profound knowledge of colonial topography was this writer preg-
nant ! ’f‘hc queftion was, ‘ Did the prefervation of the lives, as well as
the property, of the. colonifts depend upon the ufe of the extraordinary ex-
pedient?” This feers to be decided in the affirmative, by what, on the beft
authorities, I have related, and on thofe authorities it muft reft.
" Before L entirely leave this fubje@, I fhall make an obfervation, which is
decifive, I think, in manitefling the fpirit of my critic. In mentioning the
enly inftance that occurred of a dog’s flopping a man, I fhew, that thou
the man kttacked the dog with his fword, the animal did not proceed to
hurt him materially, but only fecured him till his mafter came up; this fad
my critic adduces 1o prove their thirft of blood, that is, in his language, the
eagernels with which bis imaginary blood-hounds fcent, tafte, and quarter
the vi&tim, Sbame, fhame on fuch a critic!

I thall now advert to the other charge, namely, that [ maintgin thet the
session of liberty is rendered of little walue, db_y the recollection of what has lardy
puassed in Frasce. Had 1, before I arrived at this fentence, been induced by
the candour and good fenfe of the critic, to refpet his principles and his
talents, I thould have doubted my fenfes, I fhould have remembered that I
Jaboured with a heavy heart, and I would have eagerly flown to the text,
to afcertain whether 4 had fallen into an error, or I had been mad, not only
while writing fuch a fentiment, but at the time of corre@ing the prefs. No,
my afflition did not deprive me of my reafon, I nevecr wrote nor thought in
fuch a manner: liberty is a blefling of which I have ever beenan enthufiaftic
‘defender. I know not from what page of my book the virus of this charge
can have been colle@ed, for there is ne reference to it in the Edinburgh
Review; but, after fearching fome time, I found a paflage, which I fufpedt

"to have been converted into poifun by the nature and operation of the cri-

- . l * Edinburgh Review, p. 388. '
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tick fang. The paflage is in page 441 of Vol. II. and runs thus: * Improve
bis condition, but improve it gradually and cautioufly, remembering with’
awe what a monfter improvement has lately been manifefted; the parent
of atheilm, of trealon, of murder, and of flavery.” Good heaven! that fuch
a charge, that fuch venom {lould be extra@ed from this part of the book I
Furn many pages back, many forward, and I fhali be found warmlyinterefts
ing myfelf in promoting the happinelis of the negroes, and in expofing the
defels of the colonial fyftem. efe firiQures would run to tod greata
length, were I to infert the manner in which 1 have treated the queftions of
flavery and the flave-trade: but I affirm that the accufation is falfe, that [
bave itated the arguments on both fides refpecting the flave-trade. impar-
tially, and tbat I feel (and have expreffed the feeling in thofe very pages) an-
srdent tendency in oy heart to difapp:ove of the trade. 1.have indeed
fuggefied what fhould appear a better made of obtaining the labour of Afri-
gans, namely, their own confent; in doing which, after the ftatement of the
queltion on both fides, I go on, exprefling myfelf thus: ¢ God forbid that I
fhould fupport a pofition of which the object were to diminith the happinefs
of my fellow-creatures.” ' : :
Having done with thefe charges, I cannot but notice fome other paflages
of this Review, which fhew that, far from following the rules of criticiim,
the writer labours through thick and thin, through fj{hood and mifreprelens
tation, for the purpofe of injur'ng ‘the work. "From the nature uf my fub-
Je@, I expected fuch an attempt ; perhaps it may appear to be the interet
of fome perfons that it thould be ftiied. I fhould, however, have fuffered
my book to make its way without any farther fupport from me, had I not
been charged with fuch odious depravity of fentiment, but the pen being in
my hand,? will take the liberty of proceeding a little farther in defence of it.
_ The following affertions are ‘miz‘refprefentalions or falshoods: 1.+ The
Teviewer charges me with the want of reference to authorities on difputed
puints.” I was fo attentive to references, that I can only guefs he alludes 4o
a pallage he difcovered to be quoted from the Crisis of ll ugar-Colonies, and
from which 4¢ takes occafion to fay, “ We cannot avoid reprobating the
carelefs or infidious manner in which the aathor alludes to the excellear writer
of it” and this inlidious manner, it feems, appears in the expreffion, chane
Aim of negro Jiberty. 1 have a great refpeét for the author of the Crifis. I.
am convinced he is fincere, and 1 think him an excellent aniter, and what i
much higher praife, a good man; but I confefs, I wonder at the ufe of the
,.ﬁ)rmer commendation in a book where, as an aathor, he has been treated {0
illiberally. It is a new proof to me, {hat fome reviewers depend for the
difprl:{ of their criticifm on petulance, rather than on candid jud$ment and
Tiberal remark. Though I differ in certain opinions from the author of the
Cirifis, I am free from any intention of treachery or difrepe@ ; and I declare,
that under fimilar cbnvié{ions, 1 fhould be proud of being efteenied u cham-
Pon of the fame caufe, as much as I thonld be delighted in being a fuccefs-
ul champion againft the remaining defe@s of the colonial fyfiem, and foe
the happinefs of the negroes. '
2. He fays, (p. 380.) ¢ That I charge the expedition from Jamaica to St.
Domingo wyi!.h tein the caufé of the negro e‘r’ne:ncipatioxg ii! that ill-fated
colony.” I only faid what is the fact, that the French proclamation, abolith-
mg flavery, was the immediate confequence of it, without deviating ' from
my [ubje& into the difcuffion of its caufes. )
3. He fays, (p. 390.) ‘¢ Rather induced by the sxpgnce, thaa by the un-
P3 happy

!
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happy condition of thefe people, the colonial legiflature took meafures, in
the year 1799, for tranfpoiting them (the Maroons) to Sierra Leone.”
‘There is no fuch information in the volumes : the falt is otherwife. (But,
by the way, let me refer the, reader to the elegant confiruétion -of this fen-
tence, * rather induced by expence!”) He meant one would prefume, induced
by'a defire to avoid expence. .
" 4. Hefays, (p. 390.) “ That the opinions of their author, upon all the
negro queitions, differ extremely from thofe whith tey have been led ta
form, even by attending to his own flatement of facts;”—and proves the
greal attention he has given, by faying, that I ¢ politively deny the dangers
of an independent ncgro commonwealth being allowed to grow up in the
Weft Indies.” Judge of his attentton, when I declare that I am of opinion,
that fuch a negro commonwealth as he conceives would be fatal to the co-
louies, and that I have never expreiled a different opinion. The, opinion [
have exprelled was, that sack an independent negroc wealth would never be
formed there: and I (iill think, in fpite of the events which have fince taken’
place, that no general and united govermment of the blacks will be formed
m St.'Domingo :=—but, to avoid digreflion, I fhall only fay, in allufion to the
miltatement of my apinion, fo much for attention! fe much for candour!

5. A determined malevolence has led this critic to note what he calls the
difcrepancy of eyc-witnefles.

““ Asan example of the difcrepancy which often prevails among eye-
witneiTes of the fame falls, we may oblerve, that both thefe writers ground

feveral of their contradictory opinions upon alleged perional obfervation;

and, as a proof of Mr. Edward’s zeal to blacken the charadet of the Ma-
roons, we fhall mention onc fingular circumfiance. Mr. Dallas tells us,
that fix weeks alter Colonel Fitch’s death, his (keleton was found among
other bones of the flain, and that the fhull was thrown within the ribs,
(vol. i. p.239.) In order to rendet this piture more horrid, Mr. Edwards
has converted the fix weeks into a day or two, covered the bones with @efh,
and filled the abdominal cavity with bowels.”

In relating this horrid ad@, I was induced, by the apprehenfion of fhock-
ing the friends of the brave and amiable Colonel Fitch, to mention it as des
licately as poflible. The remains of himfelf and thote who fell with him
were not difcovered for fome weeks after their fall: of cour'e, frem the
nature of the climate, there remained only their fkeletons. But even here,
this writer makes me fay, what I did not fay, that the skull was thrown into
the ribs, as if it had been aflerwards taken up and thrown in.—1I faid the
tkull wwasgound within the ribs: the fentence is in Lalin, inter costas ducii re-

ertwm est ipsius cramium, and 1 confefs 1 expreded my‘elf in that manner to
foften the relation; but it creates no dilcrepancy, and there is no doubt en-
tertained that the fa@ was as. Mr. Edwards liated it.  Clear as my inten-
tion was in the narration, this humape compofitor of reviews, if’ 1 may be
allowed the exprcflion in [peaking of the arrenger of the common places of
criticiiin, chofe to drag into view the horrid (ruth as related by Mr. Ed-
warde, in order to chuckle at a fuppo‘ed diicrepancy, which, if he wanted
pot underfianding to reconcile; he wanted fecling in attempting to expole,

The reader who had been induced by the fpirit of jufiice to accompany
me thus (ar, will, from the tame {pirit, grant me Lis attention a little longer;
though the objeét of what {ullows is of fuch comparative infignificancy,
that I ihould never have given it a fecond thought, had net the malignity of
the other parts of the abufe forced me to notice them, - T

The
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The fame determited (pirit of mifreprefentation appears in all the com-
tron places of this writer’s profctiion ; in his attack upon the compofition
of ‘the work, as well as upon the principles of its author. He lays, “ if
inftead of a hiftory, we had only been led to expett in thefe volumes an.
amufing collection of anecdotes, founded in truth, we must admit that we
thould have rifen from the perufal kighly satisfed. This is, in fa@, confis
dered as a book of emtertainment, one ot the most pleasing, and interesting that
we have cver met with. Taking it in this point of view, the felection and-
arrangement di{plays (difplay) no fmall portion of fkill."—< But,” fays he,
juft bofore, the author Aas lomewhat too highly eftimated the importance
of his work, when he ranked it (in ranking it) with that” clals of writings in
which the qualities of elegance, dignity, and correctnels, are,.mort pecu-:
liarly required.” So that a flight alteration in the title page of m Eook,
would have had a delightful effect on the feelings of this critic. {lere I

- fhould willingly ftand corrected had [ not pleas to offer on the occafon
which I think the reader will admit. One of thefe is unpublilhed, thg
others are to be found in the volumes themfelves, I had fent a portion of
the MSS. to the prefs when I was driven into the country, to run, if pol+
fible, from wretched recollections. The half-title, which was to be printed
at the head of the firlt page, was fimply The Maroon War. A friend, who
thought better of the prelent title, wrote to me to requeft I would adopt
it, and knowing the flate of my mind, he faid that if he bad noanfwer he
thould conclude my concurrence granted. Idid not anlwer in {ime, the
fheet was printed off, and I did not regard the alteration as of importance.
Still I took pains to exprefs my fentiments on the fubject, not only in my
preface, but in the body of the work. I acknowledged my fenfe of the
fuperior dignity required in hiftory, I begged to fhelter mytelf under the
familiar ftyle of corretpondence, and I profefled my defign to amufe as well
as to inform.  After - this acknowledgment and profeflion, would a candid
critic carp at a title page? Would he, after this, firft acknowledge the
tatk of erevating the fubject to the ftyle of hiftory, difficult even Tor a
Robertfon, then try the work feverely and folely by the rules of that ftyle ?
Such is the conduct of my Reviewer, who though, as he confefles, delighted
in fpite of his fpleen, fits down to fhow the hemoufnefs of ufing the word
tars inftead of seamen, and fine fellows inflead of fiwe men or soldiers; and to
expole, by his parenthefis, my grofs ignorance of the Spanith word Semer,
which, confequential as he is, he writes him(elf without the liquifying fym-
bol. What ihall we fay of the critic, who, 'in verbal corrections, blun-
ders on the very error he attempts to expole ?

With like liberality he reprefents me as eking out the volumes, He
fays with an air of triumphant fagacity; *‘ Becaule the Maroons lived in.
amaica, @ succinct history of that illand muft precede it—St. Domingo muft
e brought in becaufe it bears fome relation to the interefts of Jamaica—
becaufe the Maroouns ate negroes, and other negraes are flaves, a copy of
.the confol dated Slave Act ot Jamaica is inferted, &c. &c.”—thus artfully
infinuating that fubjects intimately connected have no affinity, and that they
are thrown heterogeneoufly one upon another, To do this he was under
the neceffity, not only of confidering the work as a regular hiflory, but
alfo as if fu{jeé‘t to the rules of the drama. As a profeffional hireling he
had learned the terms, unity of time, unity of action, unity of place ; thefe unities
be eonfounds with the unity of defign, which is not ingenfiftent with
bianching of neceffary parts. : ) .

o Ps TFhis
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The error I have committed: confifts, I believe, in the amangementof
the title page, for, as it ftands, it requires fome indulgence to allow, theagh
not to fee, that my al desiyn is to give an’ account of Jamaica for the
laft ten years, in which the part fuftained by the Maroons forms the chief
fubje&. In fuch a defign there can be no want of unity in prefixing an
abridgement of the previous hiftory of the country, or in inferting fo im-
portant a document relative to the (ubject as the Slave A& ; and with re-
fped ta the expedition to Cuba, if its connexion be collateral, let it be re-
membered thal I prepared my readers for it, and in a manner requefied
thém permiffion to leave the dire& road. .

It were eafy for me to call the reader’s attention to the contempt in’
which Reviewer’s (I do not mean Csitics) have been held at all times by
men of letters; [ could tell him what Fielding’s opinion of them was, to
what Voltaire compared them, and how Foote compounded them, but 1
have not time. I fhall ouly (ay that though it is evident that there are able
and candid Critics, whofe talents do honour to Periodical Publications, it
is a great pity that the neceflity of filling up the ufual quantity of theets
" fhould render the employment of illiberal hirelings unavoidable, and that

thofe proprietors of Reviews whofe part it is to publith them fhould thus
be involved in the ferious refponfibility of felling judgments with thew
journals, '

*° With refpect to the Edinburgh Review, I never had a page of it in my
hands till [ was informed of the illiberal manner in which I had been ats
tacked. I know not whether the Editor be anfwerable for all he admits—
it feems by the few ungrammalical lines at the end of No. III. that he
collects the productions of the various warkmen, and takes confiderable
‘liberties with their work. I meant to have addrefled myfelf to him, but
when [ found him alfo ignorant of his grammar, I dropped the idea 3 and
had I been attacked only for the compofition and ﬁ_yli of my work, 1
would have likewife dropped the idea of addrefling the public. “ Men who
undertake to judge the works of others fhould, at leaft, prove their com-
pelence, by the accuracy of their own compofitions: they fhould be
tharoughly informed, not « thorough” informéd ;' they fhould be fent over to
this eountry, not fent over' “into” this country; they thould be careful in
the editing of the articles, inflead of being carelefs in * the editing the ar-
ticles;” they thould make their nominatives and their verbs agree ; their
idioms thould be English, their ftyle perlpicuous, as well as their remarks
juft; but, above all, it is indifpenfable to them, both as men and as critics,
to adhere to truth in their ftatements and quotations. From thefe rules a
fcholar and a moral man will find the writers of the Edinburgh Review
perpetually déviating. I fhall only refer the reader to the Intreductory
Advertifement of this quarterly Review, as a fpecimen of the judgment
and ability which are offered as conductors of his tafle and apiniop,

« In committing this Work to the judgment of the Public, the Editors
have but little to obferve. . ’ ;

« Tt will 8¢ casily pereeived, [how?] that it forms no part of their objed, to
take notice of cvery production that iflues from the Prefs: and that they with
their Journal to be diltinguifhed, rather for the feleQion, than for the number -
of its articles. .

.~ *¢ Of the books that are daily prefented to the world, a very large prggors
Hm is gvidently deftined to obicnrity, by the infignificance of their fubjeds,
’ o

'
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or the defe@ts of their execution; and it seems unreafonable to-expe@ that
the Pablic thould be interefied by any account of performances, which have
pever attradied any (hare of its atiention. A review of fuch produ&tions,
like the biography of private individuals, could afford gratification only to.
the partiality of friends, or the malignity of eriemies.—Tlie uery bwest order
of publications are rejefled, accordingly, By moft of the literary journals of
which the Public is alreddy in poileffiou. But the Conduttora of the Epx-
wuRGH Ruview propose [sn1end] 1o carry this principle of sclection a good deal fars-
ther; 'to decline any attempt at exhibiting a complete view of modern litera-
tare; and fo confine their notice, in a great degree, to works that cither have at-
tuined, or deserve, a certain portion of cel brity.

“ As the value of a publication, [10 be] condué&led upon this principle,.
will mt depend very materially upon' the earlinef(s of its intelligence, they
have been induced to prefer a quarterly, (o a meonthly period of publication, -
that they may always have before them a greater varicty for feledtion, and
be occafionally guided in their choice by the tendencies of public opinion.

“ In a Review which is [intended to be] publilhed at so bng intervals, it
would be improper to continue any arlicle from one Number to another;
and, for this realon, as well as for the full difcuffion of important fubjedts,
it may fometimes be found neceffary to extend these articles to a greater
length, than is ufual in works of this nature. Even with thefe allowances,
perhaps thé reader may think, that fome apology is neceffary for the length
of a_few articles in the prefent Number.—If i cannot find an exeufe for
them, [it,] fthat is the length,] in the extraordimary intereft of the fubjets, hi
candour will probably lead him to impute #is defe@ to that inexperience,
which fubje’e?s the beginning of all fuch undertakings to fo many other dif-
sdvantages. '

It would take up too much time to analyze completely this noble fpeci~
men of fine wriling, fhort as it is. The Italics will perhaps be fufficient to
point out fome of its defects—defeéts unpardomable in critics, whatever in-
dulgence might be given to them in favour of fome interefting fubject.

'f;: , that is, he, need not have aflured us that they did not mean to'take
solice of cvery production, for common ferfe tells us it was impoffible that
thel fhould; but this, as they fay, is easily perceived,

rEoﬂin is ignorantly ufed for o tion,

Ifthe public were not often interefted in an account of performances, be-
fore they_ are attraéted by the performances themfelves, what would hecome
of reviews? and what analogy is there to form a fimile from, between an
scgount of them, and the account of the life of a private perfon? Perhaps
there may be fome in a fenfe oppofite to what the editor aims at: ftriking
traits in the account of a work of which one has never heard before, and un-
common incidents in the life of a virtuous, or of a vicipus man, would na-

. turally interet the mind.

What are the very bw.st order of publications ? ‘

If the reader wilh to judge of the vigour of language, will he feek the aid
of a writer, who propeses 1o carry the principle of selection a gwd deal farther ? -

The public is, truly, much obliged to the proprietors of the Edinburgh

Review, who, though enlarging the ufual interval of publication, refolve not

fo give a complete view of the literature of the times, but only to notice

fuch works as they themselves approve, or as one already celebrated.  How dife
ferent is this nerrow fpisit from the animated detign of the editoxx:xf th:.
' . nu
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Annual Review lately eftablithed, which includes a complete psofpe® of fite--
rature rifing through the year.* -

Ir a review whick is, is not properly followed by the conditional tenfe,
mld
. These articles—what articles? -

Of a few articles—of a few of the articles.

With fo nervelels, fo faulty a preface, to ufher in a Critical Journal, it
is fome wonder to find it arrived at the 4th Number. There may be
fome learning in particular articles, and there may be articles written
candidly and ably, but thote which I have looked into are the reverfe.~
Edinburgh, like other capitals, had the misfortune of being a focusof
Jacobiniim while the peftilence raged, but Edinburgh, in a greater degree
than molt other capitals, has always been in poffefion of great talents, lears-
ing, and virtue; and certainly the tafk of reviewing the literature of the

e might be undertaken in that city, not only without prefumption, but
with brilliancy, but its prefs muft be purged of the papillunst of crticifm.

MISCELLANIES.

TO THE EDITOR.
Siz,

IF the following fketch of the celebrated fyfiem of the late Mr. Baillie,
be deemed worthy of'a place in your valuable publication, its admiffien
will be thought by the writer of this article a very high honour. In offer-
ing it to the Anti-Jacobin Review the writer manilells his convittion that
it contains no principles or doflrines inimical to religion and focial orderto

kierarchy and monarchy, as you will be (atisfied by his initials. R. B.
When Mr. Baillie’s letter on*the arigin of the arts and [ciences were firft
q‘nbli(hed, they obtained the mott flattering reception from the public.—
hey were every where read, and every where admired, in France. Ex-
cept the Perfian letters of Montelquieu, Frenchmen could fcarce find a
book in the language with which they might compare them. Their beau-
ties as a compofition, the clegance of the ftyle, and the brilliancy of the
difion, delighted and charmed their readers, and raifed this performance

to the firft rank in the {cale of French literature.
/

* I take this opportunity of obferving, that in my letter to the editor of
the Anti-Jacobin, inferted in the Number before the laft, the words which,
by inverted commas, fecm to be thofe of the editor of the Annual Review,
were intended by me mercly to exprefs what I recolleéted to be his idea,—
the words were my own, the profpectus not being at hand, and they fhousld
ot have been within inverted commas.. I hope he willadmit this apology:
his words are, * If any eilential carcleflnefs hould be found in the typogra-

hical execation of the work ; if perfonal inveétive fhould be in any cafe
mdulged ; if laxity of morals fhouid be encouraged, to the editor alone will
the blame be imputable.  But the critical opinions on the works reviewed,
whether well or i!l founded, whether favourable or unfavourable, being'out
‘of the di‘cretion of the editor, cannot involve him in any refponfibility.

+ * 4 SeeFuoote's Comedy of the Liar, 8
. at



