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Poidiers, end of fo many fuccefTivc generations
of lierocs, was 11ated to bc dr.ligned to rcward an1
:rfiiin fur exccutng his harribi: dcfign ? On the

fiane principle, that the Enrgli1h newspapers were,
in ail ti. rt carfe, innocent and uinaccuf.d, P..Ltier
was cqually innocent in this publication. If it
w.i in fia only the republication of the work of
i.,tlhcr writer, the republication was certainly
biaentlef and if it was even written by Mtr. Pel-
tier, wrth a view to give a dramatic charaaer of
th. flîtrun, by putting its principles in their natu.
rai language. in the monuths of its leaders, he was
equaliy innocent ; or if there wis any crime, it was
a lîbei agai nE Chenier or Ginguenet, to whom the
aiticie was imputel, and notagainft the Firf Crion.
ful. Ir was natural to think that a rennant of
the acobin faCtion filli exifted in Fr.ince i it was
known tiat it did ciri, and it wais the na:ure cf
tihat fadion to fe.k a refuge from the malediaions
oi thofie who-n it had forn erly oppreffed and rnr-
tr-il in the refumprtion of its frrner powcr. The
if.d.ion was adlive, and r.ch a piec as this ode
nr.ght wcll be among the means it employed. Mr.
I«l. haviig, in the courfe of this laft argument u-
ici tne wora rcpublican, in a fenfe which may ap-
prar tu crarvy [une ccnfu e, e.celained hedid not
ite the ternn as ncaning Citizens of Republican
G'.vrn.neiits, nany of which he refpe4led, and
particulirly a new Republ!ic of Britifh growth.
Neither did he mean it as any imputation on thofe
whle political opinions favourcd a republican feorm
of goverifnment, but a juft farcafm on tloft prctend-
c. rcpublicans of France who ufed the naene te co-
ver the worlr and muit fatal hoftility to frredon.
J t coula no1it bc that M. Peltier wrote this frrioufy
for the purpol' of promoting the royal cauft. .I
w.iuld bt i idnefs in hm to call upon the French
cigztns of the prefent day t avenge the caure of
RewbcIl and Barras, the woini enceites of royalty.
Ji lie could feriouay addrcrs fruch lanLuage to
Fcrnch ciuizens for fuch a purpofe, ht was a rouch
fizer obj-a for a commilflion of Irinacy than of a
profccution for libel ; and this modnefs wa, ren.
dorcd fill mort outragtous by addiing to the cours-
cil the naie of the mnir declartd and.dtcided Enc-my of the party tri which it was addreTred. It
may indeed cite within tht policy of a royaliat tu
excite republicans to infurrea¯on, with a view to
prurit by their broils ; but if frich a roy.lifi meantit
Trot ta defrat his own purpor, lih would conctal lis
naine. I t was however evident, ftons the context,
thatthe Ode in quellion was not the work of M.
I'.ltir. It appeared from the paflage alrcady ci-rd, and of which a poceical trgnflation hd been
r ad, that'it was writtc n by a fanatical rrpublican,
once lioltile to England, now a little correeld in his
Jydgmnr but. not yet ptrfcaly reconciled : it

fPeaks of the people rteling on the law,. refinlingand fetting at defiance th: cs.rtion of regal power;
this certainly could not be mentioned with praife
by th-, Royalift. Peltir. My learned friend, faid
Mr. M.. cannot forget that Swift did not mean, by
his argumsents in dtfenct of Atheifm, really to
<upport that doarine ; but, on the contrary, by
tirat unrivaltied fpcimtn of irany,. to ridicule and
htme -ail fuch unprincipled teiets. Such were

the motives of BItlter far putting fuch o.lious fenr
timents i n themrnouths of Hudibras and his fiuire,
and fuch wert 'elier's fîr putting fruch fntiments
3. in fome placeslodid put into the mouths cf the

jacobins. Not that even iry, badi as they are, cani
bae fulpredd, by me, of any delign fo lhocking co:
human nature as affaiination : aid 1 own i am
furprized tu heur my Learied Friend fLy fo ferious-
ly, chat anay alluion ta the aporheofis ai Romiulus,
or to tht.afrir of Brutus and Cafar, muft neceffa..
ri;y have fich a lhocking and abominable objeCt,
as if thtre tventc, fo much the themes of fchoo..
boy dtclamation, were not too familiar to excite
any extraordinary propenfity ta imiitaion.-With
rpept te tînt part of the piper which clluded ta
the aflif1ination nf C«ufar, Mr. M. denied that
wlite that cvent was fproken of, cvery man: who
ufed it, intended to recomimend nrjuftify affaffina-
tion. He ilated a variety ifcafes, in which that
tvtnt hadl ben alluid to in many authors wha
wvere rnever rufecltd of a with to excite the con-
mirilion of alaffirnation. Nor could it bu mort
fa ely linferred from t h. allulion to the aptherfis in
ufe arrnng the Romans. It might bt that a man,
disduited with the num-rous addrefTes which had
been poured from ail quarters, right fairly fay, É
even wifh him the apothtofis as foon as ho can have
it ; many of the Roman Eisperors reccivrd the
lonours of a di vinity, and yet lised i tieir liotel-
oris did not nreceffarily imply rhrir death. He nrxt
adverted to the imputation of fret difcuiflion, and
elucidattd this part of his argument by preccdenit,
drawn from our own hiftary. At te rime5 wien
Qieen Elizabeth, that wife and patriolle princefs,
was befet around with formidable enemits, a pow..
erful faftion in the heart rf her kindomi and no
refources but in her own mind, feh, and it was a
curious pitct of hitory. publifbed the firt) newf-
paper. 'ier Cttises wert flil) preferved, and hy
rmeans of that diflmirnation cf public opinion fli
rourecd the felings of her fubjects to o iitch equal
ro wvithlf'arnd any atte mpts that coula b nadt upor
them. Since that period ntwfpipeIs hiad miulti..
puid, and dircuffion hid bcome more extended.
t>urinîg the reign of- Louis XIV. who had formed
the mit gigantic plans of guilty ambition, lie vho
attacked -a free nation merely for. his glîry ; ht
who had made fubfervient ta his intertcis the guil
ty and lfinous prince who thrien governed Eng.
lard-yet his condua wAs mor frtely canvatred.
Nordid a venal court dare flop the inquiry and in-
vcflgation of free inind5, even when a jeiyeries
diferaced the hench: which his Lordihip adorns,
nor even then did a Vtnal judgt and a corrupt court
dare attack the freedom of the prefs. In uter
tires, ta come ta the partition cf Poland : did that
infamous tranfaftion and public robbrry pafs wvith-
Our exarminaution and cenforc ? W0 IloudIi froke
our indignation, thourgh the rnbhrs wtrc our great

1 allies 3 but our fret prefTes lpokt of then, lot as
accordirg to the greatnes of the charaiers, but
according te the greatnrfs of tieir criimes. .it
wvould put it to the Attorney Gtntral to fay, wlat
wvould have ben his condu& if we had been at;
peate vithi France during part Df the awsfuîl crifis
whichl had convulfErd her. Vhen Rolefaitrte pre-fidtd over th Committe of l'ublic Safety, wvas not
an Engliihmanr to canvàfs his. mafures ? suporing
wve had thien been nt peace w-ith.France, wvould the
Attorney Gentral have filed an irrformation againit
any ont who had expr2flied dut abihorrrnce of the
turits of that fanguîinary moner ? Vhern Mara.t
dema.nded 25cooa hea.ds in the conyintioni inuftc
.%re have contempiilated that requell wvith, ut fpeak.
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