
Complaints, which confift (as quoted in the

Memorial by you) of demanding exprefs Or-

ders to be fent to De la Jonquiere, to defifl:

from fuch unjuft Proceedings, and in parti-

cular to caufe the Fort at Niagara to be razed,

and the French to retire ; as likewifc to fet the

fix Englijhmen at Liberty, and to make them

ample Satisfadlion for their LofTes and Wrongs;

and for the punifliing the Perfons who had

committed thefe Exceffes.
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But does ajking a Thing by one Man prove

it to be granted by another ? on the contrary.

Time has fhewn us, that not a iingle Ar-

ticle of thefe Demands have ever been com-

ply d with ; the Fort of Niagara remains un-

touch'd to this Hour 3 the other three Men
in Canada were never releafed. The fame

Condudt has been purfued in America^ by

the French^ and no Satisfadion made for Lofs

of Effedls and Liberty to the Prifoners, or

Lofs of Honour to the Crown : and the Court

appears to be fatisfied with that vague and

indefinite Anfwer which Mr. Rouille gave

our Ambaffador, 7hat he would ufe his befi

Endeavours for that Purpofe • that it was

the Intention of their Court to prevent Dif-
putes; and that we might depend uponfuch Or-

ders beingjent to their Governors accordingly.
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