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perfon of the name of “John Vin,
being tried in this Court, and found
cuilty for a libel he pnblithed on the
late Fwperor of Ruflia, with whom
we were then at amity. I fhall ftate
the libel on which John Vint was
convidled, in order that the Jury
may {ce how libels of this nature
have beeu confidered by former Jud-
ges and by former Juries. The li-
el was fimply this: ¢ The Emperor
of Ruffia is rendering himfelf obnox-
jous to his own fubjelts by his ca-
pricious and tyrannical decrees, while
2t the faime time he renders himfelf
ridiculous to all Europe by his in-
confiftency.” This libel was charg-
ed with having a tendency to inter-
rupt and deftroy the amity and har-
mony which then fubfifted between
Ruflia and this country. The Jury
before whom the queftion was tried
were of opinion that it had that ten-
dency, and found the Defendant
guilty. With thefe precedents, Gen-
- tlemen,-and with thefe authoritics,
‘but with a much ftronger cafe, I ap-
‘pear ‘this day on the part of the
. Crown, to profecute a libel much
more_flagitious, much more wicked
© than -was fubmitted to the confide-

ration of either of thofe Juries who.

found the publications alluded to to be
libels. After thefe general obferva-
tions on the fubjedt of the prefent
profecution, I fhall examine the par-

~" ticular libels which have been ftated

to' you by my Learned Triend, and
which will be again read to you in
. evidence. I fhall firft point out to
". vour obfervation the paper in which
thofe libels are. publifhed, and its ti-
. tie, which cannot fail of convincing
" you what was the real obje&t or mo-
tive of that publication which I now
“profecute, The title of this paper is,
L' Ambigu s ou Pariétés dtroces ef A=
" musantes—Miscellanies, Atrocious and
" Lmufing. The Jury would be at
_ “in. determining . to’
which clafs” of  miscellanies the Libels
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they fhould hear read would belong;
it is alfo to be obferved, that the
Frontispicce of this work is ornamen-
ted with a figure of a sphynx, hav-
ing the head of Bonaparte.  Gentle-
men, I have never feen the Firft
Conful, and therefore cannot {ay from
my own knowledge that this head
bears his refemblance ; but we muft
all fce that it refembles all thofe
prints which are circulated in this
country as the likenefs of Bonaparte.
The Prospefius of the work, which
is - publithed in the firft Number,
pretty plainly unfolds the defigns of
the Author. ¢« We have been accu-
fed (fays the Author irenically) of too
much virulence again{t the Govern.
ment of France, its Firft Conful, and
two Proconfuls ; but for the future we
fhall have nothing to do but to praife;”
and it concludes with thefe remarka-
ble words—¢ In the edifice I am
now raifing to the Glory of Bonaparte,
I fhall take care to manage fo weil
the materials, that the workmanfhip
fhall be worthy of the Temple.” So

that it appears, by the Author’s de-

claration in his Prospefius, that his
object was to raife-what he called an
edifice 10 the Glsry of Bonaparte: how
he fulfils his promife may be well
collefed from the atrocions miscella~
nies, or libels, with which his paper
is replete.  Of thefe libels, T fhall
begin with that which purports to
be an harangue from Lepidus to the
Roman people, on the di¢tatorfhip of
Sylla, but now addrefled to the
French nation, and to” the prefent
times. Jt begins as follows:— I
fear much that the milduefs of your
chara&er will prevent you from con-
ceiving the atrocities which are com-
mitted under the prefent Diétatorthip. -
Who would fuppofe that the illus-
trious ‘and auguft families ‘of the
Montmorencics, the Liancourts, the
Rochefoucaults, thofe who boaft the
nobleft blood in France, would facri- .
fice their own liberties, and thofe of



