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he had demanded the Releafe of the PnToners

and the Reftoration of their Efleds, if that

can be called a Demand of the M r, before

he wrote of it to his Court, and foon after he

knew the Affair. But you fee that this Re-

leafe of the Pri[oners only, was not com ply 'd

with in March, and the Reftoration of the

Effedls at no Time ; this Demand then, if

made, had no Effect on the French, , -. ,

Our EmbafTador fays, In the Beginning of

the fecond Paragraph' of his firft Letter, *' I

*' find by the Paper your Lordftiip has fent

• me, thefe three Perfons are of the Number

of thofe demanded by Mr. Clinton, and

named in Mr. De la Jonqiderc's Letter.**

Now, Sir, unlefs you tell me what Or-

ders accompanied this Paper, I muft ftili in-

fift that thefe Prifoners wqyc ncvev dema?ided

;

or, v/hich was all I meant, and all that has

been underftood by it, never releafed in Con-

fequence of a Demand^ hxxt a Requejh -> r'ir ;
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His Lordfhip adds alfo in this Letter,

*' next Tuefday / will reprefent the Cafe to

" Mr. St. Conte/L" Bat does this prove he

did it, for you hear no more of it ? He fays

in the next Letter, of March 8, that he had

fcen Mr. Rouille, and. given his Paper of

p C 2 Complaints,


