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the point at once, by removing the heaps of rub-

b'fh thrown in the wsly, and bringing it in the

fliorteft manner I could to the teft of fadls and

reafon, is what, in the prefent remarks, I have

undertaken to do. But to return to the Summary

DifcuDion.
' .'V, i .. .-» 1-^ T t • - •*' ' :

'-•if '. •

The author of that traft, having made the moft

he could of his two authorities, in fupport of the

French lyftem concerning the antient limits of A^
<adia \ ftarts a new kind of argument to prove,

againft the Englt/hj that it could not have been

the intention of France at the treaty of Utf£cht to

give up the country to the north of the Peninfula j

namely, becaufe that would be to deprive the

Frtnch of the paflage to ^ebek by the river St.

John, during feven months of the year, when tha

river St. Laurence would be Ihut up with ice.

If this was the cafe, how comes it that argu-

ment was never thought of before ? How comes
it that the French commiffaries have not made ufe

of it in their memorials ? The reafon is obvious.

While they thought. By infiduous ehcfoacH*

ments, to get pofleflion of this river with the reft

of Nova Scotia, they faid nothing about it : But
i.jw rJiey find themlelves on the point of being

expeUed, the myftery comes outr^ ^,,.„„„^*^...,-,

Hence it fcems evident, that the main drift of
the author of the Sumrkary and his diredbors, by
that pamphlet, is to fee if our Minifters can be
prevailed with to give up to them the pofleffion of
Si. John's river in Nova Scotia. ^. .
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