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It was difficult to conceive, how the Treaty of Utrecht

could be made ufe of, to fettle the Rights of each Nation
on the Ohio 5 or how it was pofllbie to demand, as pre-

vious to all Negociation, that the other Lands in Difpute,

Ihould be reftored to the Condition in which they were ac

the Conclufion of that Treaty, and agreeable to the Sti-

pulations which are therein contained. At the Time of
the Treaty of Utrecht^ the Poileffion was in Favour of
France, fince it was France that ceded it.—And the Ex-
tent of that Ceffion, and the Meaning of the Stipulations

in that Treaty, were the Things, which it was agi-eed

fhould be referred to Commiffaries ; and the King of
England hid promifed, that no Innovations ftiould be
made, till they had come to a Determination.

The Court of France, therefore, urged [and at the

fame Time that it affured his Britannic Majefty of the

Confidence it had in the Sincerity of his Declaration, it'

made it appear, in a Reply, which was fent to the Court
of London, the 6th of February] that the Propofal qiade
by his Majefty, was the only one, which could elFeftu-

ally prevent Trouble and Uneafinefs. It afferted, that,

that Method was agreeable to the Engagements of the

Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle, to the Mealures taken fincc

that Time, and to the Conditions damanded by England
itfelf, in 1750, and 1751. And indeed, as the Dcfigti

of that Commiflion, to which the Court of London had
agreed to, was to determine the Meaning of the 1 2th and
Igth Articles of the Treaty of Utrecht, the Execution of
t)iofe Articles, could not be looked on as the Bafis of a
Negociation. That would have been to give up, as

an undoubted Principle and Rule of Adlion, the yery

Thing th.at was fubmitted to the Decifion of Commiffaries,

His Majefty therefore propofed, ifi. That both Kings
fhould command their refpefti^ Governors, to abftain

from all Violence, and all Enterprifes. id.
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