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fome neighbours, we might as vyell apply thii doclrijic

to every colony the F/ench are poflcffcd of, and even to

France itfelf. But did the poflbiTion of Canada give the

French any fuperiority over .us, either on the principle^

of" power or commerce ? "Was it not our own unparal-

lelled jifgligence that raifcd them hum the very extre-

mity of beggary and contempt, and made them become

formidable to us ? It cannot be faid, Sir, thiu bciore the

French got pofleffion of the lakes, and prci ailed upon

our Indian allies to abandon our inxrcfl, and take part

with them, that England had any thing to apprehend

from the excefiive growth of French power from that

polony, fo far from this, did not our own col()i)ies hold

Canada in fuch a piteous light, that they feldom cnga-

o-ed v'goroufly in a war againft it ? When they were in-

clined to correfpond with Canada in this manner, did

they not fet the Indians on j and did not they alone

prove fufficient to keep the Canadians in the moft abje<St

awe and fubjeclion ?

But wherefore (hould I be furprized at finding

Canada ever fo deficient for England, in a commcr'»

cial view, or even of any importance
" at all, when

ve have been very modeiHy given to underfland

that the " propofed demand of Canada is," partly

" founded on the little value of" it " to the French * ;"

an afiertion fo plain and fimply honeft in itfelf, that |

believe, Sir, I had no occafion to have enlarged in the

nianner I have done ; however, as I have entered the

lilts, it is fit I fhould acquit myfelf with becoming cou-

ra<»-e and refolution, and fiiall, therefore proceed on the

object of contention. Another part of the foundation

Is faid to be " the right we have to afk, and the power

-" we may have to infift on an indemnification for our

• Intcrcft of Great Britain, p. 4, and 5.
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