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l)e for no other reafun than might arife from an ovei*^

ftrained compiaifancc, becaufc it would be of little va-

lue to them.

The fecurity defirable in America, we have teen in-

.if formed '' may be confidered as of three kinds, ift, A
" fecurity of pofTeflion that the French fhall not drive

*' us out of the country. 2dly, A fecurity of our plan-

*' ters from the inroads of the favages, and the murders

«' committed by them. 3dly, A fecurity that the Bri-

*' tifli nation fliall not be obliged on every new war to

«' repeat the immenfe cxpCnce occaiioned by this to de-

^ *' fend its polTefTions in America *." I agree with the

author in the propriety of thefe heads, but when he fays

that " all" thefe " kinds of fecurity are obtained by fub-

•' duing and retaining Canada," and that " the In-

*« dians" will have " no other Europeans near them

<« that can either fupply them, or inftigate them againfi

** us t i" I cannot but difagree with him there, it is an

aflertion altogether falfe and extravagant : I cannot but:

think the retention of this fame Canada will be defici-

cient in all thefe points, and that in no fmall meafure

^ too. The author certainly could not be fo ignorant of

fhe limits of Canada, to mean as he would" feem to im-

ply ; he could not, with any regard to candour, or with

a View to benefit the fub[e6l, fet up a pretence fo re-

pugnant to the intent of the French fettlements in.North

America, and the nature of their claims there. Does

France claim any right to the Ohio, as appertaining to

Canada ? Does any one conceive that France would fet

up a claim upon a principle fo abfurd ? It is true t^e

grant of Louifiana to Monf. Crozat, is not of ftfelf, a

lufficicnt authority to infift on any precife boundaries tot

* Inttreft of Great Britain, p. ro. Ibid. p. 14.'
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