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such ii undoubtedly the case. So long as anv ffenuina^ent ofchoice .undved, the electS Kteg^CT?he had beai choswi for his personal qualities • andMturally, he exercised persons rule. W« hi tSS'^ere was what is called an ' interregnL/ or pS^'between Kings; and then, as an oaXoniclerfcS

tto^h it i. doubtful Xther tSSy^Sof the Kingaliip wonU have penaitted a «^S, S
yueen in England or Scotland tiU the siirfSAnS

^stSd'HS^^^T^ be U,„g Wore tte'Sr*^

9..,t *™. "„ "* ""*' WM the course choste •

^Jfy^- »" »<=*» »» State, though no^S^dSein the King s name, were reaUy dedded taTaZS
Kingdom. The result was not aitirelv eood • h„f ;»was qmte as fortunate as the Ser^ n? H^^
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