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Rousset the Frenchman, and Hoenig the German, some of whom have
shed the light of genius upon that dark day. Filled with the wisdom
that comes after great events they have shown the mistakes in Moltke’s
strategy, in Frederick Charles’s tactics, in cavalry reconnaissance, in
artillery preparation, and in infantry attack. Yet have they not failed
to do homage to the initiative of the Saxon princes and to the valor of
the Prussian Guards. And in doing this they have saved some of us
a great deal of time in this world of many books.

After all the judgment of the student will probably be that the
battle was well won in the way that it was won.

EBEN SwirFT.

An Historical Journal of the Campaigns in North America for the
Years 1757, 1758, 1750, and 1760. By Captain John Knox. Edited with
Introduction, Appendix, and Index by Arthur G. Doughty. Volume II.
[Publications of the Champlain Society, IX.] (Toronto, the Champ-
lain Society, 1914, pp. xi, 617.) The second volume of Knox’s Journal
covers some thirteen months from August, 1759, to September, 1760.
It begins on the morrow of the British repulse from the Beauport lines
and ends with the capitulation of Montreal, including the final and most
dramatic scenes in the conquest of Canada. Supplemented by notes
which correct occasional small inaccuracies, the book is an invaluable
chronicle of this annus wmirabilis, written by a transparently honest
gentleman, with an observant kindly eye for men, things, and land-
scapes. The chief blemish in it, already noted in the review of the
first volume, is the absence of criticism, due to the writer’s position
and circumstances. Thus, Knox eulogizes Amherst in extravagant
terms, as having exhibited “such eminent excellencies, in the art of
War, as must excite the astonishment and admiration of all mankind”;
whereas Ambherst, if sure, was exceedingly slow, and, as the editor
points out, he never seems to have appreciated the difficulties at Quebec.
The account of Murray’s defense of Quebec and of his subsequent ad-
vance on Montreal leaves, on the other hand, the impression of a man
who was a soldier of high order, as he certainly was an excellent gov-
ernor. He lost the battle of Sillery or Sainte Foy, and severe criticism
of his rashness by Sergeant John Johnson of the 58th Regiment will
be found in the note on page 452; while Parkman, in the same connec-
tion, writes of him as “young in years and younger still in impulse ”.
But in his frank, soldierly letter to his brother (p. 395, note) Murray
makes out a good case for himself with regard to the fight, and in gen-
eral his despatches to Amherst and Pitt are the letters of a man who
had gauged a difficult situation and was equal to it.

Dr. Doughty has greatly added to the book by including these and
other documents in his notes as well as by the notes themselves. Thus
the notes on pages 47—48 and 209 show conclusively that to Wolfe
himself and to no one else was due the merit of the successful landing
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at the Foulon, that he finally carried out a plan which he had long
had in his mind. Special value, as is pointed out in the editor’s preface
to the first volume, attaches to Knox’s record of the winter siege and
defense of Quebec. The battle of the Plains and the surrender of the
city which followed, seemed at the time, as it seems still to those who
know little of the history, to have ended the chapter. Murray was
nearer the truth when he wrote to Amherst,. “ The fact is we were
surprised into a victory which cost the conquered very little indeed”
(p. 439, note). That Quebec was held through the winter was due to
Murray’s own firm leadership and to Tommy Atkins who was at his
very best. Ill clothed, unpaid, the government being even reduced to
borrowing money -from the soldiers, notably Fraser’s thrifty High-
landers, punished for misconduct by death or one thousand lashes, with
their strength halved by scurvy, none the less the soldiers, writes Knox,
“contentedly and cheerfully submit to the necessity of the times, exert-

ing all the man, and the good soldier, upon every occasion”. When

worsted at the battle of Sainte Foy and ordered to fall back, “ growing
impatient, some of them cried out, ‘Damn it, what is falling back but
N

retreating ’ .
C. P. Lucas.

Nathan Hale, 1776: Biography and Memorials. By Henry Phelps
Johnston, Professor of History in the College of New York. Revised
and enlarged edition. (New Haven, Yale University Press, London,
Humphrey Milford, Oxford University Press, 1914, pp. x, 296.) This
revised and enlarged edition of the biography and memorials of Nathan
Hale contains, besides a fairly critical account of the life and martyr-
dom of its hero, some sixty letters and a diary which are of value to
any student of the Revolution. The diary kept by Hale contains the
melancholy record, so common in all such contemporary accounts, of
the wretched inefficiency of the “armed citizenry”, the much lauded
“ embattled farmers”, whose sole commendation was that they exhibited
on occasion a reckless bravery, but whose constant weakness was a lack
of discipline and of all knowledge of war. Hale himself, a young man
of intelligence, character, and high sense of responsibility, was much
alarmed by the prevalent insubordination. When in an emergency he
undertook the repugnant and hateful office of a spy, he reasoned, we
are told, that “every kind of service necessary to the public good be-
comes honorable by being necessary”. Though unfit for the under-
taking, too frank and too open for deceit and evasion, he did it because
“the exigencies of my country demand a peculiar service”. Detected
and captured, he made a full confession, and Sir William Howe, with-
out the form of a trial, gave orders for his execution the following
morning. A British officer in whose marquee he spent his last hour
records that his dying words were, “1 only regret that I have but one
life to lose for my country.” This tradition is a noble one to have in-



