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tlon of Lord Slielbnrnc ; and ifLcr much and

evident reluflancc on the part of the crown, ic

became neceflfary to admit them to the objedls

of tlieir aimbition on the fecond of Aj)ril, 1783.

The period of their i^ovcrnment was fliorr, but

it was fufficient to give the public fome infight

into their fyflem. Their extravagant loan, their

attempt todoublethcincomeof thcP. ofW. and

finally, their project of veiling in certain indi-

viJuals of their own body, by Mr. Fox's Bill*

a degree of power and patronage, which would

exceed, and might bid defiance to, that of the

crown, were the expedients to which they rc-

forted, under a confcioufnefs that they did

not poflcfs the contidence of their country.

This lad meafure, while it alarmed the Sove-

reign for tlie fafcty of his righcs in the keeping

of fuch fervants, rouzcd the indignation of the

people again 1l the 1 loufe of Commons, who
had afTifted them with their Aipport. The
bill failed in the Houle of Lords, -—and in

its failure involved the difgrace of its au-

thors, who inrtead of obtaining the pern-.a-

nency of power the) fought for, were dihiufled

from ofBce ; and, notwithflanding their re-

peated attempts to force themfeives back into

ofRce, they ltru<:gled in vain. The Parlia-

ment, which had fupported them as well in

this as in the other violent meafures of their

t * ' admini-


