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It is true that I run no risk of following our Prince to a camp, or
of being shut up in the Seven Towers,> but I shall soon be in a
condition to go to another prison for debt, if this wandering way of
living is repeated.

Yours ever most faithfully,

H. M.

To ManN, Tuesday 28 February 1769

Arlington Street, Feb. 28, 1769.

O you and the Jesuits have lost the Pope! I don’t believe they

will comfort themselves so easily as you will. You are too discreet
to betray the secrets of your province; therefore I will not ask if you
have received any instructions to promote the interest of my Lord
Bute to succeed him; yet without your authority, I could easily make
Mr Wilkes believe so—or at least say so. I know where it would pass
for as much gospel as any she is inclined to receive: I am to dine
tomorrow with the famous Mrs Macaulay® along with the Duc de la
Rochfoucault.z She is one of the sights that all foreigners are carried
to see. Did you know this young Duke? He is very amiable and
worthy—much more worthy than his ancestor;s not quite so agree-
able. Our ladies run the men hard: we have actually two or three
upon the carpet, that for these last ten days have deadened the lustre
of Wilkes himself, though his cause is far from being drawn to the
dregs. A huge subscription has been made for him; but with all the
idolatry of his party, they will not trust his divinity with his own
offerings, but are paying his debts and thefts.3* Is not there a sobriety
in our madness that stamps it for our own?— Well, but to come to

24. See ante 6 Feb. 176g. scended from a younger branch of the

family (La Chenaye-Deshois xvii. §54-6%).

1. The historian, Catharine Sawbridge
(1731-91), m. 1 (1760) George Macaulay
M.D.: m. 2 (1778) William Graham.

2. Francois-Alexandre-Frédéric  (1747-
1827), Duc de La Rochefoucauld-Lian-
court (DU DEFFAND ii. 235).

3. Francois (1619-80), Duc de la Roche-
foucauld, author of the Maximes, was
not a direct ancestor of the Duc de La
Rochefoucauld-Liancourt, who was de-

ga. The Society of the Supporters of the
Bill of Rights, formed 20 Feh., paid Wilkes
£3c0, 7 March, for his immediate needs,
and proceeded to get an annuity of £1,000
for him, and to pay his debts. By April
1770, when they wound up this business,
they had paid f20.000 on his hehalf, set-
tling two thirds of his outstanding debts
(George Rudé, Wilkes and Liberty, Ox-
ford, 1962, pp. 61-2).



