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tor, in the beginning of this tranfadion, de-

clared to Sir James Wright, that, to the beft

of his remembrance, Lord Chatham had never

§nce named Lord Bute to him.

Lord Bute, in another part of his letter, fays,

** that he was extremely furprifed with a con-
*' verfation Sir James faid Di. Addington wifh-
'* ed to be reported to h'm. Tt v/as in fubftance
** Lord Chatham's opinion of che alarming ccn-
*' dition we Vvcre in, and the neceflary meafurts
" to be immediately taken upon it." Lord
Bute cannot poffibly here refer to any thing, ex-

cept to the, paper. No. II, which is printed in

the Authentic Account. The opinion con-

tained in that paper of the necejfary meafures to

to be taken, is only in general terms, " that,

**
if any thing can prevent the confumynatlon of

•* public ruin^ it can only be new counfels and new
** -ounfellors, &c." and this communication did

net p.'oceed fpontaneoiifly from my father, bat

was in anfwer to Sir James Wright's letter, of

February 2, which vvas by his delire communi-
cated to Lord Chatham.

The latter part of Lord Mountftuart's letter

flates to Lord Chatham's exprellion, ihat Lord
Bute had brought the King and kingdom to ruin,

Whit reafon Lord Chatham had at that time

for thinking that Lord Bute influenced the

meafures of Government, it would be prefump-

tion in me to examine ; nor is it for me to en-

quire, whether he was or was not deceived \a

his opini jn of Uie public ruin. But in this fmgte
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