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Thofe who read it need not to bt told that the firfl:

feven pages are meer invention, at kaft appear not

with any kind of evidence to (hew the contrary, and

in the middle of the eighth page we fall upon afimple

fadt, but whether that be true or falfe in the light

the author has dated it, is another qucflion. This

is the fecret treaty of HanaUy propos'd by the Em-
peror, and rejeded at the Court of Great Britain^

and as our author fays by the inBuence of the two

B rs. Thofe who do, or think they know bet-

ter, are of a very different opinioh. But we muft

iirft c»n(ider, what this author has forgot, that is^ whe-

ther this treaty ought to have been rejected, or not>

and then by whom it was rejefted. The treaty of

Hanau was on the carpet at the fame time with

another negotiating at Worms ; and it's very difficult

to conceive how they could both have operated to

efFecb, and therefore if it was true, as I think has

never been difputed, that lord C—^-^Z patronis'd

the lad, it is mod probable xhix he reje£ted the firft.

And SiS it is likewife a very well known fad, that

he was ftrongly opposM by the two B—i—rs and

their party, in regard to the treaty of Worms, it is

next to certain that they efpous'd the treaty of

HanaUy and this author may well fay its drange

that the two B ^-rs (hould oppofe the treaty of

HanaUy which intended the peace they aim'd at. But

it is full as drange how he came by his information,

which is not only wide of truth, but proves fo on

the face of the argument, even as himfelf dates it.

But we diall meet with dranger things than this, in

tvcry page we purfue. ; . i
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