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tions from tlic fiiil lord of the treaCury, and his pay from Mr,

chancellor of the exchequer, I much wonder that one fo learned,

in the law, and confequcntly llcillcd in our conftitution, fliould

jiot have hecn able to defend the caufe much better. But the at-

tempt at doing what was intended to appear like fqmething, I pre«

fume was to make amends for the deficiency, in not having ac-

ted openly in conjundion with your coacljutcrs, the nalJe^wA ^tfp^f-

fionatf earls of Halifax and Egrcmont, in the apprehenfion and

commitment of Mr. Wilkes j which heing a matter of impor-

tance, the afliftance of the third peifon was abfblutcly neceiTary.

towards fulfilling the declaration. Notwithftanding this aid

(which I do nut doubt was to the bed of your abilities, if you

really had any hand in it) I have not as yet heard that Mr. Wilkes

has brought any adtion againft you, fo that 1 cannot help lament-

ing thofe labours are likely to efcape any reward.

However, it is not my intention to reproach j I leave that ta

thofe whom you have both deferied and deceived. But were

I to give tlie public but a v^y fliort fketch of your ccndu«5fc

from the time of your being a folicitor at the Old Bailey, to.

your holding (I hope for yourfclf, not another) the high office of

firil lord of the Englifhtreafury, I do not know whether your vera-

city, ability, or integrity, would moft be doubted. But this I

will not do : frme part of it may relate to private life, with-

which the public, fir, have no concern j. yet I mean it as a hint

to the venal tools of your caufe, who have daily in news-pa-

pers and pamphlets abufed the private charaders of feveral no-

blemen and gentlemen, which are not only as irreproachable as

your own, but, perhaps, much lefs fo than fome of thofe with whom
you are in league. The libels, however,, which the hir^d advo-

cates


