
[ 98 ]

It is for this that they have difputed the treaty

of Utrecht^ and invented fo many quibbles and

falfities to evade it ; in particular, that the ceflion

folcly concerns the antient limits of Acadia^ as

confined to a part of the Peninfula^ or to the whole

at mofl.

I

• Is it not a very modeft requeft to defire the pof-

fcffifJtt of a river, which runs through the heart of

the. whole country, as ^/» John's, does from the

b6rd6rs of New England to the bay of Fundy ?

Jjouis XIV. had too much modeftv, as well as

©cfuity and defire for peace (exprefled in his pror

pcilals ind anfwers to thoie of Queen Jnne*) to

make fuch a requeft : a thought which none

could be capable of forming, but thofe who would

reduce the £»^//^ pretenfions in Acadia by the

treaty of Utresht, to a line of coaft. It is juft as

reafonable as if the Englijh Ihould require poflef-

-fion of either the river Rhoney Loir^ or Garrorn^

Hcach of which runs through great part oi France

^

- Gratit them this requeft, and I fhould not won-

l^er^ if fometime. hence, they ftiould aik the Ken-

^b^-^ Kannektikut, or Albany river. If this rer

queft was granted them, they would, in efFed:,

gain more than is at preient in difpute, that is,

.two countries inftead of one ;, and be put in pof-

feffiOfl, not only of Nova Scotia fimply, but alfo

0f the-©ountry of Sagadabok, or county oi Torky

-\r|u<:h;li^s. between it and New England, This

rhight be eafily effected by fortifying the river in

proper places \ and from the port at its mouth,

they would have it in their power to difturb our
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