SATURDAY, 21t M A

Poidtiers, ead of fo many fucceflive generations
of heracs, was ftated to bz defigned to reward an
wilaifin fur executing his horribl: .defign ? On the
faine principle, that the Englith newspapers were,
i all thefe cafes, innocent and unacculed, Pelticr
was cqually innucent in this. publication. If it
was in f2&k only the republication -of the work of
aoather writer, the republication was certainly
blamelels ; 2nd if it was even written by Mr. Pel-
ticr, with a view to give a dramatic charafler of
the falion, by putting its principles in their natu.
ral language in the mouths of its leaders, he was
equalty innocent ; or If there was any crime, it was
a libel againft Chenier or Ginguenet, to whom the
articie was imputed, and notazainft the Firft Con-
ful. It was naturat to think that a remnant of
thz racobin fulion fill exifted in France; it was
known that (it did e«ift, and it was the nature of
that fallion to fesk a cefuge fram the maledi®ions
of thofe whom it had formerly oppreffed and tor-
tur=d in the refumption of its former power, The
fa@ion was aQive, and fuch a picce as this ode
might well be among the means it employed. Mr.
kL. having, inthe courfe of this laft argument u-
fed the wora republican, in a fenfe which may ap-
prar tu coxvey fume cenfu e, explained ; hedid not
uic the tenin as meaning Citizens of Republican
Guvern.nents, many of which he refpacted, and
particularly a new Republic of Britifh growth.
Neither did he mean it as any imputation on thafc
whote political opinions favoured a republican form
of governnient, but a juft farcafim on thofz pretend-
e repudlicans of France who ufed the name to co-
ver the worft and- moit faral hoftility to freedon.
Jt could not bethar M. Peltier wrote this feripufly
for the purpofe of promoting the royal canfe. It
would be mdnels in him to cail upon the Frenach
citizens of the'prefent day. to avenge the  caufc of
Rewbell and -Barris, the woift enemies of royaity.
3 hie could ferinufly addrefs' fuch language to

Fiench citizens for fuch a purpofe, hz wasa rmuch.

fitier 0bj=Q for.a commiflion of lunacy than of a
prolecution for libel ; 'and this madnels wis ren..
dered Rill more outrageous by adding to the coun-
cil the name of the mofl declared.and. decided ene-
my of the party to which it was addreffed. . It

may indecd come within the policy of a royatiftto
cxcite rrpublicans to infurre@on; with a view to:

profit by their broijls 3 butif .fuch a royalift meant

not o defeat his own purpofe, he would conceal his

name=. Jtwas however evident, from the context,

that'the Qde in queflion'was not the work of M.
Peltier.: [t appeared from the paffage already ci-
ted, and of which a poctical trgnfiation had been
7.ad, that it was written by’ a fanatical republican,
once ioltile to England, now a litle correfled in his
Judgmeni, but not yer perfe@tly reconciled : it
Tpaaks of the people refling on the law, refifing

-and fetting at defiance the exzrtion of regal power ;-

this cercainly could - not be mentioned with praife
by th: Royalift. Pelcicr, * My learned . friend, faid
Mr. M.. cannot forget that Swift did not mean, by
his arguments in ‘défence of Atheifm, really to
fuppart that da€trine j but,.on-the contrary, by
that varivalled fpecimen of irony,. to ridicule and

fhame all fuch unprincipled tenets. Such ‘were.
the motives'of Dutler for putting fuch’ odious fen-"

timents inth¢mouths of Hudibras and his Aquire,
and fuch were Peldier’s fur putting fuch fentiments
- 3+in fome places'he did put into the mouths of the

-we lisve contemplated that requeft without fpeak-
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jacobins, Not thateven they, bad as they are, can -
bz fulpe€ted, by me, -of any defign fo fhocking to:
human naturc as affadination : aud I own { am -
furprized to hear my Learned Friend fay fo ferious- '
lyy that any allufion 10 the apotheofis of Romulus,

or to the .ffair of Brutus and Cafar, muft neceffa- -
rily have fuch a fhocking and abominabie obje&t,
as if thefe cventr, fo much the themes of fchool-
boy declamation, wezre not too familiar to excite:
any cxtraordinary propenficy to imitaion.—With
refped tothat part of the paper which cluded to-
the aflaflination of Cafar, Mr, M. denicd that
when that event was (poken of, every man. who -
ufed ity intended to recommend or jultify affaffina- -
tion. He flated a variety of cafes, in which that
event had been alluded to in many authors whal
werenever fufpelted of a with to excite the com-
mithion of aflaffination. Nor could it be more
fajely inferred from th= allufion to the apstheafis in
ufe ammong the Romans. It might be that aman, . -
disgufted with the numerous addreffes which had-’
been poured from ail quarters, might fairly fay, [
even wifh him the apotheofis as foon as he can have

it ; many of the Roman Emperors reccived the
honoursof a divinity, and yetlived ; their apothz-:
ofis did not nceeffarily imply rheir death,  He next
‘adverted to the imputation of free difcuflion, and
elucidated. this part of his argument by preccdents.
drawn from our own hiftory. At the time when
Queen Elizabeth, that wife and patriotic princefs,
was befet around with formidable enemics, a pow.
erful faction in the heart of ‘her kindomy znd ne
refources but in ber own ming, fhe, and it wax 3
curious piece of hiftory. publithed the ficft newi-
paper. " Her Gazcttes were flil) ‘preferved, and by -
means of that diffiémination of public opinion fhe™ -
roufed the feelings of her fubjédls to = pitch equal -
to withftand any attemnpts that could be made upon ™ .
them.” “Since that period newlpapers™had ‘mulii-
plicd, and difcuffion hod brcome more extended,

During the reign of - Lovis X1V.'who had- formed - . .~

the maft gigantic plans of guilty ambition, he whe .
attacked 'a - frec nation merely. for. his glory'; he
who had made fubfervient to his interedls the guils’
ty and infamous prince who then governed Eng.
lard—yet his conduét wais moft freely canvaffed, - -
Nordid-a venal courr'dare ftop the -inquiry and in-
veftization of free minds, even when a jefferies
difgraced the ‘hench - which - his Lordihip adorns, .’
noreven then did 3 venal judge and 2 corrupt coures
‘dare aitack the “freedom of the prefs. In lateer
times, to come to the partition ef Poland : did that
infamous tranfa€lion and public robbery pafs with. -
out examination and cenfuré 7 We Jovdly fpoke -
our indignation, thaugh the robbers were our great
allies 5 but our free preiles fpoke of them, not as')
according to the greatnels of the charadlers, but <.
according to the greatnels of their crimes. . He
would put it to the Attorney General to fay, what

.would have been his ‘condu&t if we had been ag

peace with France during part of the awful crifis’
which had convulfzd her. ~When Robefpicire pre-’
fided over the Committee of Public Szfety, was not.
an Englithman to canvils his. meafures ! suppofing.
we had then been at peace with France, would the
'Attorney General have filed an'information againft:
:any one who had exprzfled duc abhorrence of “the -
furies of .that fanguinary monfter > When Marae
‘demanded 250,000 heads in the convention; muft




