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tion for the future fucctcd in tlic cnfuiiig. The lalt

war reemcci to have opcuctl our eycc, we tliought we

could then difcovcr whence France and Spain might

hurt us moft, and where we might have the lame ad-

vantage over them : but now, when the opportunity

offers, we fecm to have fcrgot the being and nature of

fuch conceptions. Louifiana does not want attri(5live-

nefs, it is the only objedt that can feture us in North-

America J it is much more worthy our comnie: cial views

than Canada, the commodities of which are the fame as in

our northern colonics, aiid cannot be of any paiticular

benefit, when we have alrtaly fuch pKnty of them ;

and that, without retaining Canada, we (liould, merely

by clipping it of its encroachments, tn'oy more than

half its profits. But, with regard to the produce of Loui-

fiana, fhould we not prcferve to ourfclvt-s a monopoly of

tobacco, for which the foil and climate is every way fit,

and which there is the greateft reafon to believe the

French would engrofs to themfelves as they had done

the fugar trade, if they were fuffered to poffefs a coun-

try fo convenient for fuch a valuable commodity ? Should

we notlikewife rear great quantities of indigo and cot-

ton, articles much wanted in our manufactures, and

which we have been often obliged to purchafe of thofe

very enemies with whom we are now at war, and whofe

chief fyftem was to overturn our conflitutions ? and

even in thofe marfhy parts adjoining to the Gulph of

Mexico is not the land fit for moft kinds of vegetables

and nutriment for men and cattle ? May not , the inha-

bitants raife r: ;re than enough to fupply their own de-

mands, and alfo a (hare for the Leeward IHands, a trade

for which it is conveniently fituated j for, tho' they can't
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