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all along granted to his governors, and fecms only

to have been known to him.

But whether the Englijh (haring with the Fre7tcb

the ifland of Cape-Breton would have hindered

their ihips from having accefs to the river St. Lau-
rence or not i yet it is plain from EnglancPs claim-

ing it, and other ides of the gulph of St. Laurence

j

then in the pofleflion of the French^ and from

Yrance'^ referving them by treaty, that it was the

intention of the one to have the whole of Nova
Scotia or Acadia^ and of the other to yield up iht

whole, excepting thofe referved ifles.

Thofe iflands being then in the poflbfTion c^'

France^ England could have had no pretence of

claim to them, but as Nova Scotia was ceded to

her, and they originally belonged to it. She was

fo far from believing Nova Scotia to be contrac-

ted or diminilhed from its antient dimenfions, by

the words antictU limits ; that it was by the autho-

rity of thofe very words flie undertook to extend

her claim and jurifdidion over places then atftually

in the hands of France. Nor did France gainfay

her, but in efted acknowledged her demand to be

jufl : and it was to prevent their paflTmg to Great

Britain^ by virtue of the celTion of Nova Scotjuy

t!M.t France referved them, particularly Cape Bre-

ton^ which never was (much lefs originally was)

a ^2in oi Acadia^ If it had. not been for that,

France would not have had thcleaft oceaf^on for

referving them in the treaty. /Ai.-V)}. ^
^ -v*?4ji >

- Needs there a ftrongcr argument than this, to

prove, that under the words Acadia according to

its antient limits^ France ceded not only the Pcn^

infuky but likewife all the country to the north of

it, as far as the river St» Laureme f Befides, if

the


