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nov the fame occafion to apply for it, becaufe they

tlid not apprehend that it was ceded by France at

that treaty. I'his in effect is what the author of

the Suwvtary means, p. 27. \yhcn he affirms,

" Nothing was more contrary toishe intenthn of
*' FrancCy than to fnppofc (he. ^ould have ceded

to England all the south part of thb
GULPH of St. Lauf '"nce, as well as the fouth

yWf [or country on thv. iide] of theriver 9} that

nnmRy as far as Qiiebek: for iiJch ti ccfliom

muft have produced much.tnore ftircly than the

yielding up of Cape-iBr&ton, all tke eflfec^ which
Louis XIY, had fojuiUy; apprehended.*^; -

.

. ATis in vain to pretend want of intenthv J» and
the improbability .of ceding the oountJiy in quct-

(lion, from a fuggeftion ofinGonYcni^acieiagainfl:

fads : fince the ceffion has been clearly prov'd by
fevcral kinds of arguments. This plea Ukewife

feems to be contradided by a ckufe in the anfwer

of Louis XIV. of the lothofy^wf, 1712^ cited

in the fame place ""^ by the author of xhQ Summary.

*" For the King, as a reafon why he ought ta

have the fole polTefTion of Cape- Breton^ exprefly

pbferves, " that y^cz^/i //:;<? Englifli, ^f/;/^ already
*'^ maflers <?/ Acadia and Newfoundland, poflefs

*^ ih common with the French rhe ifland of Cape-
" Breton -, his fliips, in cafe of a war, would be
" entirely deprived of the benefit of entring the
*• river St. Lcufince^ and Canada UDOuldbe loft to

'• Fr/>Mc'^. For the fame reafons, he would re-

" ferve to himfelf the liberty of erecting forts in
"" theifles (of the giTlph f), and within the mouth

' \ The abfardlvy of ih's fnggeftion is humoufly expofed in the

Ciihtiucl af the French, nuith regard ta Nova Scotia, p. 60.

•P. 16.
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By the iflef; of the gulph, are to be underwood the iHes


