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not one ally kft, that will aid us, unlefs it be for oar mohty:
As the Tories have always deceived and betrayed our fricndt»

to raife the power of France, and to favour the interefts of the

Pretender dire£l1y ; and, on the other hand, as the Whigs have
abufed and deceived them, through weaknefs, envy, and timi-

dity. As we have run ourfelves ninety millions more in debt,

without putting it out of the power of our inveterate enemy to '

injure us ; have only irritated him without crufhinghim, when
our foot was on his neck. I fay, as this is the true ftate of our cafe» .'

we mu'l foon expe£l the enemy will attack us with advantage,

and deftroy us, without mercy. Into fuch a deplorable fitua-

tion, have the bafe envy, and jealoufy ofthe Whigs, and their
,

hatred to one great and good man^ together with the treachery

of the Tories, brought us.
; !f...l' .;/

XIX. Rem. VI. The advocates for the prefent minifter de-
clare the government to be in the hands of the Tories, and that

in the two laft reigns, thofe Tories were under a profcription»

and excluded from all places of honour, truft, and profit, which
drove them into rebellion. Now, as we have proved above,
that a Tory cannot polTtbly be a loyal fubje£l or friend to a par-

liamentary king, or to the Proteilant fucceilion in the houfe of
Hanover, whilft they believe there is a right heir in a lineal de-

fcent ; it is aftonifhing, that the prefent miniller fhoold fufFer hie.

advocates to make fuch declarations of the principles of thofe

in power, aiid about the perfon of the k—g. Bat, if the To-
ries, in the two laft reigns, were profcribed from offices under
the government, did not our kings do right, fince thofe wife-

acres are fo honeft as to declare, that their loyalty was fo luke-

warm, as to fufFer them to run into rebellion, becaufe they were
excluded from the emoluments of government ; and hence^i

that they muft have been bribed by office even to the external

appearance of loyalty ? Does fuch condufl agree with the doc-
trines of paffive obedience and non- refinance, or with the re-

verence they now profefs for the prerogative ; or with a princi',

pie of loyalty and afFeftion for the Hanover family ?
'*^'

If, in the two laft reigns, the Tories would have faithfully

and zealoufly have ferved the Hanover princes, in cafe they
had been admitted into place, power, and profit, where were
their principles ? Where was their afFeftion for the Sfart race,

and for their country ? Or, where was their integrity, chat they

could forfake thefirft and renounce the laft, and h'^nce (hew,
that they did Bot pofTefs one patriotal virtue ? Would they have
abandoned all the Tory principles, they had fucked in with

their religion, and their pap, if they had been obliged with-

places ? Could they have divefted themfslves of all the preju-

dices
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