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Thirdly, It is alledged, That an exfraSf of

me letter only of Mr. Pitt's is ptMfied *.

dated July 28. — But what has been faid

above may be fufficient to fhow us the rea-

fon of thi?. It appears that the old difte-

rences with Spain, probably the fubjea ot

Mr. Pitt's former letters, were by no means

the grounds of the prefent war, or of the

rupture advifed by Mr. Pitt. To publiOi

any of thefe letters, ihtrefore, would have

been quite foreign to the purpofe propofed,

in fubmitting the papers relative to the rup-

ture with Spain to the confideration of par-

liament.

The next obfervation contained in the

pamphlet, is upon that palTage of Lord

Egremont^s firft letter toLordBriftol, infert-

ed in the papers; in which he fays, he opens

his correfpondence f .
' But how can this be

« truth ? (fays our very critical obferver in

* the note) when LordBriftol writes, Nov,

'16. " The meffenger Ardouin deli-

« vered to me, on the lOth inftant, at the
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