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• Was this an Anfwer which ought to have

fatisfied a M r; and yet on this he

has all along rcfted, though things continued

as juftly to be complained of as before ; and

though Lord Albermarle faid he would ex-

amine the two Men which came to Pans,

in order to fupport their receivi?2g Satisfac^

tiotjy was it ever done ? It was not. And the

Reafon for it was, that our M r at

home, by means of the French AmbafTador

in London, had obtained, as a Reque/I, the

Releafe of thefe three Men, and given up all

Claim to the Effeds and other Things which

were mentioned in the Memorial. Wherefore

Lord Albermarle, in confequence of Orders,

defifted from endeavouring to obtain an In-

demnification for the Britijh Subjeds. ,
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,0. Now, Sir, will an unprejudiced Man be-

lieve, in confequence of what you have laid

down, and of the M r*s Letters, unau-

thenticatedy that the Prifoners were difchar-

ged in compliance to a Demand, which has

never been complied with in the other Par-

ticulars depending on the fame Caufe of

Complaint againfl French Injuftice ? or from

what I have faid, and the French Manifefto

fign'd by their M ' rs, unreply'd to by

the Court of England, that the Releafement
^ was
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