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tharadcrs, one need (jnlv take one of thofe drawri

by Lord Clarendon, with his fubtile delineation

of every feature, and compare it vvitii tlic flight

and general (but mailerly) touches of Mr. David

Hume. In tny humble opinion, one nceti only

look at this fh-ong charadleiillic of an I lilroi ian,

to form a very jull idea of the rcfucdivc abJiiies

of thefe two writers of tlieaLlions of tl:c Stuarts

;

an J, as they are both equally loyal and gO(y.! m.en,

altho' one of them lived in the times whereof he

wrote, and was of the cabinet, and the other

100 years aftcr\yards, and is but uill emerged

from tiie circle of Ins private country friends,

and now no more than a private Secretary to an

AmbalTidor'at a foreign court; yet, ns lie isaphi-

lofopher by difpohtion, and therefore more know-
ing and more impartial than a mere Statefman, I

think I do no injudice to any party or nation, by
making- the comparifon of the one with the other.

And having thus pitted thefe two Royalids, I

muft refume my expollulation witli the Loyal

Britoji^ to tell him, that I really do not recolledt

when it was that Queen Elizabeth made any pro-

motions of Miniflers, difgraccd any author of

national conquers, or concluded any peace, that

ocealioned fuch writine;s or libels as drew down
the vengeance of the Crown upon them ; al-

though, 1 believe, Queen Anne, in more recent

times, did fomething like it : but, as he has,

probably, read no author of Englidi Hiftory ne-

lides Mr. David Hume, and his pen has not got

down fo far, the Loyal Briton may, perhaps, trid

fome inftances, as pat to his purpofe, in the reigns

of the James's, or Charles's, that followed (^leea

Elizabeth, and to them I refer him. Thus lap


