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not be more properly ftiled a nominal pro-

teftant, than king George the Ift, lid, or Illd

caft be. If the cpnfidercr can prove, what

I think has been never yet attempted to be

proved, that the interefts he had in view

were fbndamentally falfe, unjuft, and inju*

rious to any Other power, he would then fay

fomewhat to the purpofe. But if both his

connexions, and thofe of Great-Britain, were

only, as they certainly were, accidental, and

not fyflematical, the coniiderer is as much

tvrong in his reafoning, as he is in his fads.

The connexions of Great-Britain with the

houfe of Auflria, in the times which he hints

^t, were occaiioned by accidents, viz. thedeath

of Charles the Vlth of Germany, and the

violence which France offered to her own
guaranty of the pragmatic fandlion. Inde-

pendent of thofe confiderations, his Pruffian

majefty h^d, as we muft fuppofe he thought,

a claim of right upon certain dominions,

which lie not, as the confiderer fays, in an

obfcure corner of Germany, but are well

known to every one who knows the fmalleft

tittle of geography or hiftory. I am old

enough to remember when this claim was

ftarted, and when it was made good. His

fruffian majefty fupported it by what I muft
" " '

call


