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RBviBW. fent to fmijh the Rebels ?- Clearly not.—He wai
-

fent to protect dutiful and loyal fubjeAs, who remained

in the peace of the King, againft the outrageMf Rebels*

who had broken the peace of the King.—Does any mart

fpealc of thofr who fell at the battle of Culloden, as of

men that were pumflndf Would that man have been

thought in his fenfcs, who(hould have urged, that the ar-

mies ofthe King fliould not have been fent againil the Re-

bels in Scotland, till thofe very Rebels hid been judicially

heard, and judicially conviflcd P Does not evf^ry man

feel that the fa£(, the only fa£t, necefTary to be known,

in order to juftify thefe adh of felf-defence, is (imply

this :—Are men in arms againfl the authority of the

King ?—Who does not feel, that to authenticate this

fa^, demands no judicial inquiry ? If when his Royal

Highnefs had led the army under his command into

Scotland, there had been no body of men tn arms

}

if, terrified at his approach, they had either laid down
their arms and fubmitted, or had difperfed and retired

quietly, each to his own home, what would have been

the confequence I Th * civil magtflrate would have

fearched for and fci'-.eJ upon thofe who had been in

arms ; would have bn ught them to a court ofjufiicc:

That court would have proceeded to examine, and to

condemn or to acquit, as evidence was, or was not, given

of the guilt of the refpeftive culprits. T*he Rebels

did not fubmit, they did not lay down their arms,

they did not difperfe ; they refifled the Duke : a battle

enfued : ibme of the Rebels fled, others were flain,

others taken. It is upon thofe only of the laji clafs,

who were brought before and condemned by Courti

of Juftice, that punijhmtnt was infli^ied. By what

kind of logic then are theiie adls ranked in the clafs

of grievances ?
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