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2dly,;That th^y difcouraged the tompa-;

r^y's fervaiits from converfing with the In-

dians,—whereas the French promoted an

intercourfe with each other as much as

poffible.

gdly, That the climate is much warmer,

and the foil better, higher up the country,

than towards the fealide.—Yet no fettle-

ments attempted.

j^
4thly, That the French have extended

their fettlements more and more: and where-

ever tl>ey have come near the Engli/h, they

have carried mofl of the trade from the

Engllfli,—«—not vice ver/a,

.
5thly, That the forts * pretended to be

m
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A great ftreft is laid by the advocates fot exclufive

fonopaniei, on the nece/fity of ercAing forts in certain di-

Aat)t countiiei, for fecuring the trade to ourfelvesj— thrre>

fore they infer companies ought to be cAablifhcd in order

to fupport this expcnce. A Hrange argument this! and «

Aranger inference! for if forts are neceflary to be erected;

againd whom are they neceflary? not againft the people of

the country who are to trade with us. That is too abfurd.

—We are to coltivatc their friendfhip, and ought to ingra-

tiate onrfclves by all due a£ls of kindnefs, into their favour.

But if rhefe forts are nere(Tary to be ereAed, in order to

Keep the whole trade to ourfelves, and prevent other Eu-

ropean nations from interfering with us ; how came it then

to pafs, that wt were fbme years ago fo alarmed at the O-

Aend company, who had no forts, and no defign of attack-

ing ours? Yet it Is very phin. they could carry on a trad«,

and even underfell the £ngli(h EaA-India company, not-
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