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was made appear, in a reply delivered to the
court of London the 6th of February, thatAe meium propofed by his Majefty i^^ the
only expedient that could prevent 6me difa-^e^ble troubles. This iSethod was p,^^
Z ^.f^^^ct*^ engagements conLfled
by the treaty of Aix la Chapelle j to the mea-

manded by England ifelf, in 1750 and 17c,.And indeed wliereas d,e objcd of the rom-
miffion agreed to by the court of London, was
todetermine Ae fenfe of the arUclesXIi: and

of thefe articles, could not be confidered as the^^'.°fAenegoaation. That were making a
principle of conduft, and a certain rule ofL
:s;^Cet'"'^'"''™'"^'^'°*-^='^-

n-Vif. ^T^°n P''°P<*d ''V his Majefty

:

to the refpeaive governors, to forbear all alsof violence and everynew enterprize.
2. That matters fhould be reitored to thefame ftate ,n which they were, or ought tohave been in, before the late war. allovlrNorth Anienca; agreeable to the elev«S

article of the treaty of Aix la Chapelle

„f ll ^'"' ^S""^**'' «o «he eighteenth articleof the fame treaty, his Briunnick maXM aoprize the commiffaries. fittinf^
Pans, ofhis pretenfions 5 and the foundafionson which they were built.
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