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the iflands at the mouth of that river belonged ta

Nova Scotia or Jcadia^ mud not the coaft oppo-
fite to them have aifb belonged to it ? Whence it

is clear, that Louis XIV. and his Miniftcrs at the

treaty of Utrecht^ had nothing fo much in view',

as to cede to Great BHtain all the Acadia of his

predeceflbr Louis XIII. and all the Nova ScottA

pf King y^wtfi I. oi England, '•

If no more had been ceded to Great B^ii^in by
the preliminary articles, than the piece of Penin-

Jula^ which the commiflaries would put them off

with, fhe would have had no pretence to claim

jhofe ifj^ds, as being quite out of the bounds of

rhe part fo ceded. ,„,.„ ^. , ., . ,

^>' And if fb, is it to be imagined, flie would have

prefumed to tell Louis XIV. that hisfubje^is might

enjoy the ijland of Cape-Breton in common with

thofe of the ^een *
; as it were to offer him a

part of what was his own, as well by adlual pof-

feflion, as by Hich fcanty ccfTion. ^^ *^v ^t .u\ ,-

In that cafe, would not Louis have rejefted the

propofal, not only as a new demand, contrary to the

articles figned at London the 8th of 05iober^ 1 7 1 1,

(in the fame manner as he did with relpe(5t to the

iflands in the mouth of the river St. Laurence f :)

but alfp as a kind of affront offered to himfelf .''

On the Other hand, fup^dfing. things 10 have

been in this fituation, if he thought it fo neceffary

to referve by treaty fo fmall a part of Nova Scotia

or Acadia^ as thofe iflands, is it likely, that he

-would have taken lefs care of the by-for more valu-

able part, the ftiain land \ Could he without fuch a

t *t
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' • Pieces juflif.c. art. 31. pgr. 4. p. 376.

.+ S.ee art. 27. pv. ^. and the anfwcr, art. 28. par. \.

) fiif-


