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rather after they had reduced that ifland, ftiufl: they not

then be obliged to build fuch veiTels ? And ihould we
not {land on a much better footing in that refpe£l than

the French could ? We muft have veflcls on the Lake

previouo to the capture of Nut Ifland ; and it muft be

allowed furely, that we could build as faft as they could.

But let us give the author a little farther play. Sup-

pofe that the Canadians Ihould have taken Nut Ifland,

taken or deftroyed our veflfels on the Lake, and likewife

the fort at Crown-Point j they muft ftill take Ticon-

derago, and the pafs at the Saw-Mills, before they

make incurfions into the fettled parts of our colonies.

We are likewife given to underftand, that *' if the

*' River St. Laurence be ftill theirs, what is to cnfure

*? us againft an expedition to Niagara* ?" I would an-

fwer almoft impoflibilities, that is, if we intend to con-

tinue the fort there, and garrifon it, a matter 1 can

hardly doubt. The French from Canada muft ftill have

the fame difficulties to encounter, as by the waj of
*' Champlain Lake j" they muft overcome a long and

very dangerous navigation from Montreal ; their vefl[els

muft be fuperlor to ours ; and they muft likewife reduce

Frontenac, Ofwego, and Toronto, before they took

Niagara : for what good efFe6l could they reap from

the capture of that place j and how could they keep pof-

feffion of it, when in the heart of the country of the

Indians our allies, and while we had fuch important

places ftill in our hands ? And even be they as expedi-

tious and fuccefsful as you pleafe, they cannot make

fuch conquefts within two years at leaft. The taking

of Niagara, and Ticonderago alfo, coft us three years.

* Letter, &c. p. 30.
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