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the profcffions of zeal, duty, and ohedienUt are

to be referred to Lord Bute. Let it alfo be re-

membered, that the very meffage from which

Lord Mountftuart has quoted the cxpreffioni

above recited, contains in it the declaration of

Lord Chatham's opinion, " That^ if afrjf thirty

•* can prevent the confttmmatipn ofpublic ruin, tt

*' can only be new counfels and new counfellors^

•* without further tofs of time, a realchange
*f from Jincere cenvision ofpaft errors, and not a
•' mere palliation, which muft prove fruitlefs^

which words were confidcred by Sir Jajncf

Wright, and, (as appears from Sir James's kt*

ter of February 7th) were conHdered by Lord
Bute himfclf, as including his Lordfliip as wd|
as the Miniftry.

Lord Mountftuart next attempts to fliew,

** that Lord Chatham at the beginning of the
** prefent year was looking out for a negotiation
" with Lord Bute." It is not very clear what
exactly is meant by that cxpreflion. I cannot

imagine Lord Mountftuart to have intended to

imply that Lord Chatham expeded a negotia-

tion would be begun on the part of Lord Bute

;

becaufe that would feem as if Lord Mountftuart

admitted that there was ground for fu;:;h an ex-

pedation. But, if he intended by ihis expref-

fion to convey, that Lord Chathan" was dif-

pufcd to court a negotiation with the Earl of
Bute, I muft take the liberty to "flfert, that

the circumftance he refers to is no proof of fuch

a pofition. Tl)e affair mentioned by Lord
Mountftuart, in which Mr. Dsgge was con-

ccrhcd,


