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thrs ralation were perfectly founded in ,1 t a is scarcely to

be sujjp ,sed that any one should be so djsiruas of extending

Fieach domination ^s to insujuate, t^at becms? two l\nnch

Genthra'D travilkd thnxiili a ctuntrj?, u tl.erefore becfctOie

the propertjr of Iraflce.

But, in truth, a <liacussion of the right of the king to grant

a territory in the occupation of the subjects of another S>ver-

•ign. would be ferfertly idle, since if such a right u.idei any

fircu 71stances could be supposed to exist, it was not on this

occasion exerted. The Charter, as appears from the extract

already given, grants only such of the lands within the de-

fined limits as were not then, to wit, in l6'70, " actunllti pot-

" sesitd bit, or granted to English subjects, or possessed by the

" auiijectt of ant/ other Christian Prince or State." In three

xnf>des tl.erefore, Lut in three modes only, it may be shewn,

that the territory to the south of Hudson's Bay has not oeen

conveyed by the Charter. One is, that it was in 1*50 pos..

sessed by or granted t> English subjects ; u second is, that

it was possessed by the subjects of some other state ; and a

third is, that by fair and leg il interpretation, it corld not be

comprehended within the liniiis of the Grant. It has nevsr

teeij pretended, and it cannot be asserted with truth, that

eny part of the country in question was granted to or legally

possessed by any English subjects prior to tlie date of the

Charter. The second c;n!se of exception, to wit : the pog-

jsessim of the subjects of s inie other s^tate is r^xt to be con-

|id«red. In this case as in others of a similar nature, by the
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