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f ^ebec; from whence they have been fenf'

f over to Rocpelkf where they are hardly

f ufcd."

!

Tell me then, is it a Violation of Truth

to fay, this Letter fcnt by thefe Men to the

Embaflador, was a Rcmonftra "c to the

Britijh Minijlry? That they inftfled upon

being claimed, and that they entertained the

honourable Hopes of Englijhmen that the

M-r^y oi England would not ceafe io demand

an Indemnification ^ I fay, does not this Let-

ter, written by them, prove the Truth of

what I atfirm*d, tho' Lord Albemarle does not

(cxprcfs it in that Manner to the Secretary of

St^te, is that a Proof it was not in their Letter

to his Lordfhip ? I5 not this Confeflion of

fuch a Letter^ equal to all I aiTert ?

Farther, being at Paris at that Time, I

knew it to be fo, and will now tell you the

Reafon for their writing in that Manner:

They had been in Prifon almoft two Years

from their firft Captivity 5 and tho' Remon-
ftrances had been repeatedly made on that

Head, from America to the M r in Eng-

land, (fhamcfulNegledl!) no Notice had been

taken of the Imprif©nment of our Britijh

^ubjeds, to thQ Qomi oi France, by that of

England.


