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if the former were not fct at Liberty in Con-

fequence of a Reque/i. ' .\
I

'
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You tiien continue to quote *' The Ambaf-

" fador at Paris tnjiead of demanding thofe

" SubjeBs of his Majier^ as Men unjujily held

in Prijon, and Reparation for the Wrongs

they had received^ was ordered by the M/-
*' nijiry to folicit as a Favour from the Court

*^ of France the Difcharge of them, only

[^ acknowledging their Offence." '
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' In Support of this latter Part only, you can

quote the Letters from Lord Albemarle to

Lord HolderneJJey and Part of a Memorial de-

livered to Mr. Rouille, ^ • —
^ '
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Now, Sir, when I faid that Lord Albemarle

had never demanded thefe Men and their Ef-

feds, it could not be underftood that I meant

to fay he had not ajked to have them releafed j

becaufe the Men were releafed. All that

could be meant then, was that thefe Men
were not releafed in Cofifequence of a Demand^

but of a Requeji, And if this appear to be

true, tho' the ftrld Expreffion in Lord Albe-

marled Letter puts it in the Light of a De*
mand'y yet the Circumflances of the Cafe

fpeak againft it ; and I have not violated the

Truth,
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