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jefted every idea of afting with Lord Bute in

Adminiftration ; this opinion is utterly without

foundation, and no argument has been pro*

duced in fupport of it.

The expreffions which Lord Mountftuart

quotes from my father's note arc thefc : that
** Lord Chatham beard with particular fatis-
•' fa^ion the favourable fentiments of his fub-
•' jeSf on the noble Lord with whom Sir James
** fVright had talker., and that " zeal, duty, and
" obedience might outlive hopCy* (even, under the

impending ruin of the kingdom). Now what
does the firft of thefe expreflions amount to,

but that Lord Chatham heard with much fatis-

faC ion, thofe high expreflTions of approbation^

and explicit offers of concurrence, from one who
was generally thought (no matter how truly) to

have fo much influence in the Government of

this country, whic.'. were conveyed in Sir James
"V/ right's firft letter, with the exprefs defire that

they might be communicated through Dr. Ad»
dington to Lord Chatham ?—And what is the

meaning of the fccond exprefllon, but that

Lord Chatham, however delperate he thought

the fituation of public affairs, would ft ill per*

form the duties of a good (ubjeft, in endeavour-

ing to prevent, if pofllble, the final rum ot the

kingdom ? It is impoffible therefore to argue

from either of thcfe expreflions, which were

written in anfwer to Sir James Wright, that my
father either courted a negotiation with Lord
3ute, or was willing to a6t with his Lordftiip in

^dai|ni(lration } unlefs it can be pretended that
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