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keep on good terms with them j but hitherto the French

have been too diligent in their proje6l for uniting their

fcttlcments in Canada and Louifiana, to have made any

confiderable progrels toward the Spanifh fettlements.

The King of Spain could not, therefore, with any pro-

priety, take umbrage at our making a demand of this

encroachment. He is thought not to be fo over-partial

to the French, and if he was ever fo much inclined,

would it not be extremely imprudent, to take part with

them in their prefent unhappy circumftances, and would

it not be contrary to the general difpofition and inter-

efts of his fubjcdis ? , .
*

.

- If I have been happy thus far, Sir, in reprefenting

the infufficiency of Canada, it will be necefTary to con-

fider a more proper objeft to engage our attention. It

is abfolutely ncceflary to lay fome reftraint on the Fiench

in North America, more than by di^ . iing them of their

encroachments, merely on our nor ern colonies, ac-

cording to the Remarkers plan j for be the bounds be-

tween our colonies and theirs ever fo clearly diftinguifh-

cd, if they remain in the pofTeiRon of the rivers St. Lau-

rence, and Miilifippi, they will find means to evade the

treaty, and again endeavour to unite their two colonies

of Canada and Louifiana : one or other of thefe muft

therefore be entirely given up to us, which of them

is the moft proper, and will anfwer our views the moft

efFeflually, will beft appear from the principles upon

which the French have aded in North America ; and

even froni thence. Sir, I do not doubt to make appear

that the preference given to Canada, is a falfe deduflion

from juft premifes, and the mere phantom of a crude

imagination. We have been told, that " the French

f feem to have had two capital views in all their

•' Ame-


