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I have ventured to talk with this writer about his

politioiis ; but I am afraid to accompany him
any longer, and (iirmife any thing about the exe-

cution ot the D. of D. or of H. R. H. the D.
of C. knowing, indeed, very little of their life or

converfation, excepting that I remember to have

heard tlie latter, fonie years ago, put a finilhing

ilroke, not to conllruetive breaches of the Peace

by the Fen, but to actual RcbellionSj in favour

of the Scoiiih line of Kings, and of Hereditary

Right, bv liis victory at Culloden. What thefe

two perfoiio, therelore, have lately done, that,

under the mod abfolute fway, even of a wo-
man, could be profecuted in any way, I am at a

lols to guefs. They feem to me to be mere ne-

gative ligns at prefent. Ujx^n my honour, I

am not only amazed at the introduction of fuch

matter, but I really and ferioully wilh the Loyal

Briton^ for his own fake, would (lop his pen, at

Icall: until he has read Droit Le Roy^ learnt what
the Houfe of Lords voted againft the Author,

and then calmly conlider with himfelf, whether

tlic prefent Miniflry may not chriften his piece

(without the aid of a Ijifliop) a Libel, and make
fciiie orders of equal effc(it againft him. It is

difagreenblc even to have a refolution for a profe-

cution pafs againft one, altho' no adlual profecu-

tion enfue*' There is, I can aftlire him, nothing

which the Adminiftration abominate more than

this fpecies of writing, which is of a very libel-

lous nature, if not an actual Libel. The Loyal

Briton can be but lately arrived from foreign parts,

or he would never run headlong, with all his

Loyalty, into fuch extravagant tranfgreffions of

Zeal ! One would think he imagined to himfelf


