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(iirrendcr, have judged himfclf more feciire of the

continent than of tlie iflands, crpccially as he had
in expreffi terms yiekled up the 'Whole of that

country to Britain f -, ;, ; ^ .',

This is on a fuppofition, that the continent to

the north of the Peninfula was at that time in the

hands of the French King, as well as the iflands.

But fuppofing it was then in the pofTefTion of the

Knglijh^ as it was by the late conqucll in r 7 1 o
(for French intrufions, if there wax* any, did not

afte(5l our right * ) there was dill the more rcafon

in cafe France Ceded no more than a part of that

Peninfula to Britain^ why the remainder of No-
va Scotia^ or yfccidia^ fhould have been formally

reftored to France, which, for want of fuch au-

thentic rellitution, muft want a title to the fame ^

which tide confequently remains in the Englijh.

The argument againfl: a partial ceflion of Neva
Scotia, or Acadia, in the treaty of Utrecht, drawn

from Louis XIV. not referving a right to any

part thereof, except the iflands, is corroborated

his by not referving a right to fortify any other

If that King had judged the eaft coaft of Nova
Scotia, or Acadia, belonged to him, is it not

likely that he would have required liberty to for-

tify fome of its ports, as well as the adjacent illes ?

But whatever reafons might be urged for not for-

tifying the eaftern coaft of Nova Scotia (on acr

count of the neighbouring ifles defending it, or

* Bcfides, inftead ofdepriving the £«^/{/& of the lands, \(

any French remained in the country, two>ears after the trea-

ty, they became the property of the Englijh by the 14th

article of it.
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