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became popular with the Parisians, and 
thus by anticipation gave an unchangeable 

appellation to the instrument, which had 
not until three years afterwards an actual 

existence. The designation of Guzlotin, 

thus arbitrarily conferred, stuck, as the 

phrase is, in spite of an attempt subse- 
quently made to call it the Louisian, after 
M. Louis, the secretary of the College of 
Surgeons, who did actually preside over the 
construction of the machine which Guillotin 
had only indicated. 

After frequent and protracted discussions 
on the subject of capital punishment—in 
which it is remarkable that Robespierre 
strenuously opposed the shedding of blood 
in any possible case, or under any pretext 
whatever—the new penal code was adopted. 
Two of the articles embodied in it were to 
the effect that “the punishment of death 
should consist in the mere deprivation of 
life, and no kind of torture to be inflicted 
on the condemned,” and that “every 
person condemned should be beheaded.” 
Still, singularly enough, no provision was 
made for the mode of decapitation, until a 
case occurred in the early part of 1792 that 

necessitated some decision in the matter. 
A person ofthe name of Pelletier was con- 

demned to death for robbery and murder. 
The perplexed magistrates inquired of the 
minister how the sentence was to be 
executed, After the delay of a month, the 
minister was obliged to have recourse to 
the Legislative Assembly for instructions. 
In the official letters addressed to the 
assembly, references are made to difficulties 
felt and expressed by the executioners in 
carrying out the intentions of the new law. 
As an essay on this point is in existence - 
from the hand of M. Sanson himself, the 
chief and hereditary executioner of France, 
and who has gained such a dreadful immor- 
tality by the part he took in the horrible 
tragedies of the guillotine, our readers may 
not be sorry to see a portion of it, if it be 
only as a literary curiosity. 

“Tn order that the execution,” wrote San- 

son, ‘‘may be performed according to the 
intention of law (simple deprivation of life),   

it is necessary that, even without any obstacle 
on the part of the criminal, the executioner 
himself should be very expert, and the 
criminal very firm, without which one could 
never get through an execution by the 
sword, without the certainty of dangerous 
accidents. 

After one execution, the sward will be 
no longer in a condition to perform another ; 
being liable to get notched, it is absolutely 
necessary, if there are many persons to 
execute at the same time, that it should be 
ground and sharpened anew. It would be 
necessary, then, to have a sufficient number 
of swords all ready. That would lead to 
great and almost insurmountable difficulties. 

It is also to be remarked that swords 
have been very often broken in executions 
of this kind. The executioner of Paris 
possesses only two, which were given him 
by the c#devant parliament of Paris. They 
cost 600 livres (£24) apiece. 

It is to be considered that, when there 
shall be several criminals to execute at the 
same time, the terror that such an execution 

presents, by the immensity of blood which 

it produces, will carry fright and weakness 
into the most intrepid hearts of those whose 
turn is to come. Such weaknesses would 
present an invincible obstacle to the 

execution. The patient being no longer 
able to support himself, the execution, if 
persisted in, will become a struggle ‘and a 
massacre.” 

After several paragraphs, characterized 
by the same decency in handling a very 
delicate subject, M. Sanson concludes with 
the following appeal:—‘It is therefore 
indispensable that, in order to fulfil the 
humane intentions of the National Assem- 
bly, some means should be found to avoid 
delays and assure certainty, by fxcng the 

patient so that the success of the operation 
shall not be doubtful. By this the intention 

of the législature will be fulfilled, and the 
executioner himself protected from any 

accidental effervescence of the public.— 
CHARLES HENRY SANSON.” 

It is evident enough, from the silence of 
this document on the subject, that no idea


