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city but a few days before. But Is it pofli-

ble, if fuch care and attention has been
given to the revifal and ordering of thefc

letters, as is here infinuated, that itoccafion-

ed the delay of publication for fome weeks
which were employed in putting them into

fuch a form, as might befl tend to thejuf-

tification of the miiiiftry, and the fatisfac-

tion of parliament ; by the omifTion of
fome letters, and parts of letters, by the in-

fe-ting fome adjufting words, and the like,

that they could have been fo very carelefs,

as not to obferve the repugnancy between
thofe two palTages, which mufl: immediate-

ly lay open the fraud, and which would
have been eafily favcd by the bare omiffion

of that letter of the 20th. The abfurdity of
this fuppofition is felf-evident;and the feem-
ing contradidion may be eafily otherwife ex-

plained, by only fuppofing a diftindion be-

tween the public and private correfpondence

of the two minifters ; in confequence of

which diftincfllon. Lord Egremont mi^ht
might fpeak of the letter of the 28th, as

the opening of his correfpondence with

Lord


