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' First then, if the Prifoners had been re-

kafcd on a Detjiand, why did our M—rs
difcontinue to demand the Indemnification for

our Subjeds, and Reparation for the Infult

on the Britijfj Crown, both which they ceafed

to claim after the Releafe of the Prifoners,

tho' two Years expired between that Time

and the committing HofliUties a^oAnH France ^^

Had we not an equal Claim to all, fmce thefe

Particulars were founded on equal Juftice I

liad the Subjects been releafed on a Dema?jd,

as you alTert, the Merchandize muft have been

reflored alfo ? Is it unreafonable then to con-

clude, fince neither the Infult has been ac-

knowledged, nor the Effedls rejiored or paid

JoKy that the Prifoners were not fet at Liberty

on a Demand ? In farther Support of this, I

mufl remark, that Lord Albemarle received

the Letter from thefe Prifoners in 'November

^

and that his Letter, giving an Account of their

Imprifonment, was in March, at lead three

Months after. Was my Lord Albemarle all

this while filent on this Head to his Court ?

If he was, how will he be juRified as an Am-
bafTador in his Duty towards the Subjedls of

England"^ or the M rs juftified in the

Choice of fo negligent a Man ? But I am i»pt

to believe, as he fays, whether he had men-
tioned it to his Court or not before, that
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