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that old fyftem which had for iges been the

fource of enmity between their houfes.

'''*rhe fincerity of their profeffions was
proved by actions that could not be equivo-

cal ; a mutual implicit confidence was de-*

monftrated by their fpurning away every

other means of fupport, and the league was
lan6^"ified and confirmed by a facrifice on
each fide worthy the importance of the oc-

cafion 5 two monarchs, their friends and al-

lies were feverally devoted to deflrudtion. V^

^ Does the hiftory of thofe times which im-

mediately preceded the treaty of Weflphalia

down to the fignature of the treaty of Ver^

failles^ contain any ftronger proofs of the

fyflem then purfiied by the two contending

powers, than what has pafTed fince affords of

a total change in that fyftem ? If one fet of

meafures invariably followed during one pe-

riod proveb the intention of the purfuit, an

abfolute reverfe of thefe in another demon-
ftrates the intention altered, p. 8, 9, 12.

Yet the whole of our ?iuthoi's argument,

and his flrongeft objed:ions to oiir condud,

are derived from the old French and Auf^rian

fyftem ; from a fyftem which no longer ex-

ifls at the courts of Vienna or Verfailles,

ard which by confequence cannot be a rule

for our adtions with vt(^^^^ to either of

them. • ^••'"^ i'-^ - ^-V-v^ :r. ;.:-?
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