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tion. " When did a Chancellor of the

Exchequer, and an Adminiftration, intend

an A6i fo effcntially to the Exiftence of Li-

berty ? (Gazc^tteer, 23d May.)

But let mc aflv thele Champions for Li-

berty, the Chancellor of the Eachequer^ and

the Admtr.iil-ration^ if they had intended to

pafs tlie Bill, wliy did they reject the Re-

fahition -vhich \vx< the befl Foundation for

the Bill? If they vvere in Eirnefl abmt it,

hi)\v came it not to fuccecd ? a Minority

rejict a Bill that the Majority really

intend ! *Tis an errant Bull.

But do they really talk fuch a Language

of Thcmfelves, Thit they are unable to

go thro' with a Propofirion that they think

right, unlefs the Minority will help them

out! That the Minority gave no

Countenance to the/jvj;;; Offer of this foolifh

Bill, is true \ That the rejeding of it

lies wholly at /^f/VDoor is falfc.

vSir J. Philipp?; (according to report) in a

very thin Houfe (the Minillcr prefent, but

not attended like a Miniller who has a Point

to carry) moved for Leave to bring in a

Bill, to regulate the Secretary of State's Of-

fice. Who firft oppofed, and raifed a ge-

neral


