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. With refpeft to the
riitfiﬂifl-Ominions"iianAmej’fica%,

particularly Nova Scorra,

SIR, S

“ | VHE prefent encroachments of the French
- upon Nova Scofig, one.of the moft va-
luable Bﬁz"‘z]/o'Colonie’s'@_is’ a matter of {o

extraoidinary a nature, and fo injurious to the
nation'. in- genéral, that every true friend to

his cotintry otight to be. fully acquainted with
it.. For this. rcafon, as I have made it my bu
finefs, tho’ a private perfon, to enquire intg the
motives of their daring condugk, I thought it
my duty’ to. communicate to the:public my ob-
fefvations thereupon ; in which 1 propofe to take
appear, that'the procecdings of the French, on
this occafion, is one of the mioft flagrant infults
Upon. both the majefty and underftanding. of

the Britjfh nation that ever could be atempted:

Their defign is nothing lefs than to wreft from us
R : ‘ ' 4 il)a.-
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a fpacious province, which was originally our
own ; and which, not many years fince they had.
given up, and confirmed, to us, by the moft
folemn treaties. 'With this view they have

‘entered and fettled in the very heart of it, in
defiance of allour remonftrances; feizing above

two parts in three of the whole. To juftify this
invafion of our territories, they pretend that
we are entitled to no more than the fmall fhare
they have left us, which is at moft the peninfula
or fouthern divifion of Nowva Scotid ; and fup-

porting their injuftice by force, have actually

built forts at the entrance’ of that peninfula,
where we remain, as it were, penned up by them,
till fuch time as, by a due exertion of our power,

they fhall be obliged to withdraw beyond the

river of S¢. Lawrence, o

_ They have ftuck at nothing to give a colour
to this open infraction of the Utrecht treaty,
and violation of the faith of nations.  Their

~.geographers and hiftorians have been influenced

to proftitute their pens in the moft fhameful
‘manner, to ferve the injurious catfe; and their
principals, who fet them to work, have not been
afhamed “afterwards to make ufe of fuch cor-
rupt evidence, confifting of the loweft chicanry
and-moft barefaced falfifications, as:the -chief,
and in effe the only arguments on which they
ground their pretenfions. In" fhort,, their rea-
fons are fo confummately fallacious, inconfiftent
‘and “trifling, that their defence of the “injury
“ought ‘to be taken for fneer, and is no lefs pro-
voking than the injury it felf. - |
. The Englifh, by right of difcovery of the
Cabots, in 1497, claimall North America, from

- them prifoners.
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34 to 66 or 67 degrees of north' latitude; to
which they gave no name or names, b‘nljr that
- of the’Newfmﬂdlaﬂds : but negleting to fettle in
fthof"c?v‘ pagt\:’si the French; 'conducftedD by ?‘a}nes
C{z,;‘ézﬁzar,}ﬂ In 1534, went, into the river of Canada
or .5t Lawrence, and took pofieflion. After-
wards, in 1562, they made another fettlement
in Florida, as it was then called, in the latitude
of 34 degrees, which fell in South Carolina.
To thefe fertlements they pretended a right by
the @fcpvefy of Verrazzamo, in 1524, from 34
to 50 degrees of latitude, altho’ it was 2 years
pQ[’cgrxo;‘ to that of the Cabots ; to all which extent
of country they gavé the name of New France.

, Aftera long interruption of near 100years, the. .
French, in 1603, began to renew their Voy'agcs'to' |
Ca_;m_dq s and not content herewith, in a few years
more made fettlements in the country then called
;cz »Cd_dz‘a, not only on the fouth coaft of the pen-
;nfula, and at Port Royal, butalfo on the coafts
to the nerth of the bay of Argal or Fandy (called
by them. Baye St. Francoifz,) at the river of Pen-
fagoer 30 leagues fouth-weft of the river Si.
Croix. _All this while they met with little or no
oppofition from the Zuglifb: but in 1613 -the

governor of Virginia finding that the French
had not only intruded northward, within the
Eﬂglg/b .difcov’erie‘s»-, " but had alfo encroached
within his limits, the place above mentioned ly=
ing below the latitude of 45 (to which the grant
in 1606 from King Famies 1. to chief juftice

‘Popbain and others, extended) fent commodore

xﬁ’?jgal_ wit}.x 3 thips, who demolithed their forts;
ruined their colonies, and carried away feveral of

B2 T
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To fecure this country more effe@ually to

the crown of England, a few years after, 'Sir

Ferdinando Gorges being governor of New Eng-

gland, perfuaded Sir William Alexander, fecretary

of ftate for Scotlond (afterwards earl of Stirling
and vifcount Canada) to obtain from King Fames

. L. a grant of all the country to the north of the

Virginia patent, or beyond 45 degrees, and to the.
fouth of Canada, under the name of New Scoz-
land.  Sir William accordingly applied’ to the
King, and-in 1625 obtained a grant of the lands
bounded on the weft by the river Sz, Croix; on
the north by the great river. of Canada ;. on the
eaft by 4 line drawn through the gulph of §z.
Laurenceto the eaft of Cape Britain ifland, which
therefore became a part of it; and on. the fouth
by the ocean : ‘which country (confidered hefore
under. the common ‘name of - Firginia) whofe

bounds are with great minutenefs and precifion

afcertained in the faid patent®, the King. ap-

# The words of: the patent, fo far as relate to_the fubjet,
in queftion, are as follow. ~ Dedimus, conceflimus, et difpo-
fuimus, teneroque preefenti chartz nofirz, damus, concedi-
mus, et difponimus praefecto domino Willielmo Alexandro,
Nredibus fuis vel affignatis quibufcunque heereditarie, omnes
et fingulas terras, continentie,ac infufas, firuatas et jacentes in
America, inter caput feu promontorium, communiter Cap_. de,
Sable ap“p‘e_l_iat.gx m, jacens prope Ia}&i;gc}iiqeﬁ quadraginta trium,
graduum, aut ab eo circa, ab equinoxiali liea verfus fepten-

trionem; & qio premontorio verfus littus maris tendentis ad.

occidentem, ad ftationem Sanfte, Mariz. navium (valgo St.
Nary’s bay) ; et deinceps verfus.fepsentrionem. per diréftam

H

lineam. introitum five oflium magpe, illivs, ftationis nayium,.
trajicientem, qua excurrit in'terree Orientalem Plagam, inter, .

regionis Suriquoram et Ftechemmorum (vulgo Suriquois et
Etechemines), ad fluvium vulgo nomine Sancta Crucis appel-
latum, et ad fcaturigenem, rerpotifiimam,: five fontem.ex oc-

cidentali parte jufdém qui {e primum pradico. fluvio,im-
mifcet, unde per imaginariam direftam linéam, ‘que pergere

: per
= ]

pointed for the future thould be calledeé.w

Scotland.  And King Charles 1. created after- -

wards for this new kingdom'an order of Bara-
nets, which ftill fubfifts, o ’

As this country is naturally divided by a great
gulf or arm of the fea into two parts’; to the
north the main land, and to the fouth a large
peninfula; Sir William, purfuant to the power
which he had by his patent, divided it accord-

* per terram, . feu currere verfus feptentrionem .concipietur ad

proximam  navium flationem fluvium vel {catarigingm in
magné fluvio de Cannada fefe exonerantem. Et ab eo per-
gendo verfus orientem per maris oras lictorales ¢jufdem Auvii
de Cannada, ad flavium ftationem navium portum aut littus
commuhiter nomine de Gachepe vel Galpie notum et appel-
latum ; et deinceps verfus Euronotum ad infulas Bacalaos vel

- Cap. Briton vocatos, relinquendo eafdem infulas & dextra, et

voraginem diti magni fluvii de Cannada, five magno- flationis

~ navium, et terras de Newfoundland, cum infulis ad eafdem

terras pertinentibus 4 finiftra : et deinceps ad capit five pro-
montorium de Cap. Briton predi®um, jacens prope latitudi-
nem quadraginta quinque graduum, aut eo circa. "Et 3. di¢to
promontorio.de Cap. Briton, verfus meridiem -ét occidentem
ad praedictum Cap. Sable, ubi incipit perambulatio, includenda
et comprehenda intra diCtas maris, oras, litforales, ac earum
intra difas maris, oras, littorales, at earuth circumferentias
3 mari, ad omnes terras continentis, cum fluthinibus, torrer-
tibus, finubus, littoribus, infulis aut maribus jacentibus prope
infra fex leucas ad aliquam’ earundem partem, ex occidentali, -
boreali; vel orientali partibus, oratam, littoralium, et praz-
cintuum earundem. . Et abeuaro noto (uti jacet Cap. Britton)
et ex auftrali parte ejufdem ubi eft Cap. de Sable omnia maria
ac infulas verfus meridiem intra quadraginta leucas diftarum
orarum littoralium earundem magdam infulam vulgari-
ter apellatam Ifte de Sable, vel Sablon; in¢luden., jacen-
verfus. carban (vulgo fouth-fouth-eaft), circa triginta” leas
cas 2 dicto Cap. Britton, in mari, et exiflen. in latitudine
quadraginta quatuor graduum, ‘aut eo circa. Qua quidem
terree predifte omni  tempore 4 futuro nominé Nove
Seotiz in' America gaudebunt'; quas etiam prafatus dominus
Willieluius in partés et portiones, ficutei vifum fuerit divi-
det, iifdémque nomina pro beneplacito imponet, una cum
omnibus fodinis, tum regalibus, auri et argenti, quam aliis
fodinis, ferri, plumbi, cupri, ftanni, aris, &c.
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ingly into two provinces, ‘and gave new names
to alinoft all the rivers and ports, and even
tranflating the names of thole given by the
fettlers into Englifb, that no traces, if poffible,
of the French might remain -in the country ; as
‘appears by the map of Nova Scotia* flill extant,
which by his orders was made and publifhed.
Thefe then are the ancient or rather the moft an-
cient bounds of New Scotland : but not all which

the Englifh, under that name, claim by the treaty
- of Utrecht.

i Cbarlewzx, whofe late hx{’cory of New F rance
~ is the fund of falfehood and error, from whence
the French on this occafion draw all their argu-
ments, acknowledges, ¢ That in feveral treaties
¢ he finds the name of New Scotland afcribed
¢ fometimes to the pcmn{ula, exclufive of the
¢ fouth coaft + [or country lying to the fouth
«« of the river] of Capada, and fometimes to
< that coaft, exclufive of the peninfula;” but
fays, ¢ it cannot be proved by any authentic me-
¢ moir, that they both went by that name at the
¢ fame time.” Here is now an authentic memoir :
I mean the patent granted to Sir William Alex-

o«

ander, corroborated by his map, in which that re- -

quifite is found. And this fingle evidence is
{ufficient to fhew the vanity of all that author’s
fuggeﬁlons.

To take away the force of the Ob_]C&lOﬁ
which . might be brought from his confeffion,
that the name of Nova Scotiz has been given

* "This map s 1n(erted in Purchas’s colleftion. of voyages,
Vol. iv. p. 1872.

“+ By fouth coaft is to be underftood all the country
fouth of the river Sz. Laurence, {ee p. 410. par. 3. of Charle-
woix Hift. Gen. de la Nouw. Franc. tho” he ufes theambiguous
gxpreﬁion, in order to miflead or deceive h;s reader.

[ 7]
in treaties to the continent as well as the pen-
infula, he fays they are modern changes ; where-
as the difpute between the Englith and the French
is about the ancient bounds of Acadia or Nova
Scotia, he ought to have faid of Nova Scotia or

- Acadia 5 on which occafion he affirms, tbhat what

the Eﬂgl ifb firft named Nova Scotia, was no more
than the cmﬁ of Acadia, from Cape Sable (or Cape
Sandy, as ’tis called in Sir William Alexander’s
map) o0 Camcean,®. Now the falfity of this is
proved from the above-c1ted evidence, by which
it appears that the firft time the name of Nova
Scotia was ufed by the Engl ifb, it was given
by them to all the country in queftion fouth of
the river of Cawmada. 'This is fomething de-
cifive : there was nothing then to be done, but

" either to allow this evidence to be good, to deny

its validity, or elfe produce it in favour of his
aflfertion. The firft he would not do, the fecond
he could not do, but the laft he ventured on ;
accordingly he has the front to affirm, that in
England iz felf the name of Nova Scotia is given

' ﬁ)le{y to the peninfula : for that, adds be, ¢ William

« Alexander earl of Stirling having received a
S« grant of what bad been taken from France, %
“ this part of Canada, divided the fame into
k¢ ta90 provinces, calling the pemﬂﬁtla New, Scot-
¢ land, and gave to the reff the name of New
¢ Alexandrxa For this he quotes De Laet, 3

very eminent author, who has, as he fays, in-

ferted the grant it felf.

Here the jefuit is guilty of great prevarma-
tion ; firft, he fupprefles what appears from De

* Laet'r, that the general name of the country,

* Charlev Hxﬁ Gen. de la Nouv. Fran, tom, i. p. 113.
+ See his Novus Orbis, L. ii. c. 23.
B4 which
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which was {o divided by Sir WWilliam Alexander,
was called New Scotland. <. If De Laet had

faid the’ contrary, yet he knew, by the words

of the patent it {elf, inferted by that author,
that the name of New Scotland was ordered
from thenceforth to be given to the whole 3 and
therefore could not be given by the Englifh only
to a part. 3. De Laet calls the peninfula New
Caledonia, not New Scotland, into which Char-
levoix has changed it, that his readers fhould
think the fame name being given to a part, could
not be given to the whole; altho’ thisis a com-
mon cafe. 4. Charlevoix has fupprefled the

“mention of the map of New Scotland, from

whence D¢ Laet fays he took thofe particulars,
that the reader might not look after 'this map;
whence it may ‘be concluded that Charlevoix
had himfelf feen it. Ought any credit to be
given .to fuch an abandoned writer as this ?
Or any ufe made of his authority r The map
reférred to by De Laet, who wrote in 1633,

was no doubt the fame we have already men-

tioned ; for he 'fays’ it Was“bu‘t,lately’ pub-
lithed, and that befides changing the hames of

- provinces,” new names are given to other places,

‘conformably to what hath been already oblerved.
Tn that map, thenames of the two provinces of
Alexandria and Caledonia are engraved in {mall
roman letters, and that of New Scotlond in

large capitals, diftributed into both provinces.

Whether Charlevoix faw this map, or not, he
muft ‘have been: either wilfully or ignorantly
blind to excefs, in “affirming that the Englif

~give the name of Nova Scotia folely to the pe-

ninfula, fince the contrary may be {een in their
maps ; and even in the maps of the French
themielves, at leaft, thofe made when the country

' ' was

“time, how could he be ignorant of what
ferted in his own work, and pafled under his

[ 9]

was in Englib hands. In a chart of the . pulph
of §t. Lawrence and Canada, made by Le Cordier,
at Havre de. Grace, in 1696, and publithed b

authority -of the admiral, the name of Ngc(?;
Scotland is given to the North Main, or that part
called New Alexandria, in Sir Williom Alexander’s
map. But, fuppofing him ignorant of this, and
many more inftancés in maps made before his

1s in-
own eye ? I mean the map of the Eeffern pare
of New France or Canada, (asitis intitled) nl;badé
1744 by Mr. Bellin, for his hiftory of that

country, wherein the name of Nova Scotia is
given to the North Main ?

On this occafion, it may be obferved as a

common rule, that they who confefs agczz';zﬂ
them{elves, are more to be believed than thole
who deny for themfelves. But, in thus opp'oﬁng
one Jrench ;?uthority to another, I do not quote
one of their ordinary geographers : for Mr.
Bellin is hydrographer to the marine, as well as
cenfor royal; and his contradi¢ing the author
whom he was employ’d to illuftrate, oives a
doubic force to his authority.—If t,h‘ere'fo?e, in a
ftlbfequent map - of the fame country, he hath
Omztted the name of Nova Scotia, it was not,
as may be prefumed, in confequence of being

bgtcejr infprmed,, but becaufe he was otherwile
direted or inclined,

N Hav’mg 'r(?du’c'ed" Ehe"ancient bounds of Nyve
veoiia to one of it’s fouthern coafts, it was
neceffary to make thofe of Aradia tally with

them 3 that the Englifb might not be intitled to

more, under one denomination, than they could
\ o clalm

dier,
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claim by the other. In attempting to do this,
Charlevsix has difcovered no If?fs ignorance an,_d
fourberie,- than in the former mﬂ,:an‘ces. He 1fs
willing indeed to allow, ¢ that Acadia [tq whp e
¢ hounds he would confine Nova Scotia} in-

< cludes the whole peninfula, in the opinion of

¢ ]| the beft geographers and hiftorians, par-
e ?icularly,De %.czet, _excepting Champlain and
' ‘ The firft, he fays, gives, in his voya-
<t ges, chap. 8. the name of Acadia to no more

¢¢ he proves from thefe words, ‘I he fieur de Pont,

¢ than the fouth-coaft of the peninfula ; which

i« with the commiffion of the fieur de Monts, -

<« went to Cancean, and along the coa{’c__of V,Cczp:e
<< Briton - the fieur de Monts fhaped his courfe

. S
s more at large towards the coafts of Acadia*.

From this jefuitical logic we learn two things.
1. That the coafts of a country are the ‘whole
country ; or that France having coalts, ‘1s n§~
thing‘ but coaft. 2. That failing towards the
’ s of a country, ;
;c?jgxs c(ga.ﬂ's of it Y confcq_uently to the poaﬁ of
L?mgzzed'oc and Provence, xf applied to Fm;i]cg.;
What accuracy may we not expect from an hi-
ftorian fo acute in his reafonings, gnd.lu&, in
his ditin&ions? I might add {o quick I_ighted_
and difcerning : for he did not fee that his falfe
affertion is refuted by the very paffage which he

produces to prove it . fince, it Acadia be no more

' afts, the ifland of Cape Briton muft be
f}hoa?ngfe, nor fo much : It muft be only a fingle
coaft, while Acadia will confift of {everal coafls.

‘But, w,hat‘muf’c be thought of the_honeﬁy of
this jefuit, who perverts the meaning ;of an
‘author in one place, to make him comradxét
a _*.Charlevoix, ibid. p. 112,

\ hat
4. | W

implies- failing towards the

Frr ] :
what De has declared in feveral places ? At the
end of that very chapter from whence he has
made’ the above quotation, Champlain tells us
¢ that he was three years and a half in Acadis,

¢¢ part of the time at St. Croix, |which is on the .

¢ north main] and part at Port Royal*.> And

purfuant to his promife in the fame place, which
“is at the end of his” firft book; employs his

whole fecond book, to defcribe Acadia conform-
able to that declaration. *T'is true Champlain only
defcribes the coafts : but fo far was he from limit-
ing Acadiq to a bare coaft, that he exprefsly fays
p. 05. the great River St. Lawrence runs along the
Jfidé of Acadia and WNorimbegua; which is, in other
words, to fay that thofe provinces extended fo
far, or that it bounded them to the north. This
ought to be allowed for a definitive fentence in

the cafe, and from which there thould be no

appeal : fince Champlain having been 27 years
in thofe parts, and for a long time governor of
them, could not poffibly be miftaken in this

point ; and as he went over with the firft dif-
- coverer De Monts, in1603, muft-have been ac-
quaintéd with the ancient bounds of Acadia,

~which it may therefore be prefumed are thofe

which he mentions,

* Il ne fera hors de propos de defcrire les defcouvertes de
¢es coltes, pendant trois ans & demy que je fus a P dcadie,
tant a ’habitation de Saiute Croix, q'au Port Royal, ouj'eus
moyen de voir, et defcourire l¢ tout, commeil fe verra au
livie fuivant. p, 48. Theéfe words confirm what is lefs
explicitly delivered in the page foregoing, where he fays that
* fince De Monts would not fettle on the river St. Laevrence,’
“ he oughtto have fought out a place not fo liable to be de~
¢ ferted as was Sr. Croix and Port Ropal” Headds, that
“ in cafe De Mont; had taken fuch precaution, the people
 would not have abandoned the’ country in three years and a
* half, as they had done Acadia,” namely St. Croix and

Pors Bpal, - '
| If
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 If it thould be faid, the paflage only proves,
‘that the river S¢. Lawrence was the northern
boundary of Acadia, when he wrote, but not
that it was the ancient or moft ancient boundary :
we fay ‘that is begging the queftion, and will be
of no avail, unlefs they ‘can fhew, from exprefs
authority, that before his time it had a different
boundary. V :

But this cannot be doéne from the authority
of any contemporary voyager to the fame parts :
for neither the author of .De Mont’s voyage, nor
Lefcarbot, afcertain the bounds of Acadia. The

‘reafon is, becaufe they do not enter into a geo~

graphical defcription of it, and only fpeak of
1t’s limits occafionally 3 which is the cafe indeed
with Champlain himfelf : for altho’ he men-

tions the northern bounds of Aeadia, he does.

not tell us precifely what the weftern were ; we can
only gather by inference in general, that it was

.bounded on that fide by the province of No#im-~

begua, from the circumftance of the river Sz
Lawrence wathing the bordersof that province
as well as thefe of Acadia.

. However, the defet here may be f{upplied
¥rom the authority of Count D’Eftrades, who'in
his conterences with King Charles I1. relating to

the bounds of this country alledged, ¢ That in .

«¢ confequence of the treaty-of St. Germain, in
¢ 1632, reftitution was made to Framee [of all
¢ the country] from Quebek to the River of
“ ¢ Novemberg [or Penobftot] where Pentagoct
“ is built, which, fays he, is the firft place of
¢ Acadia®”, :

* See his letter of March 13, 1662, to the king, in his
Ambail, et Negotiat, tom, ii. p, 368. -

It

[ 13]

It is plain therefore, that this obje&ion is of no
force.  Neither can.it be pretended, that becaufe
this edition of Champlain’s voyage to New France
was publithedin 1632, the year in which the treaty
of §¢. Germain was. figned, therefore Cbamﬂaéé
fpeaksnot of the original bounds of Zadia, but of
thofe eftablifhed by Lewis X111, after that ::,reaty’
for the. grant to. Razilly, which firft afcertained
the -bounds, of Aiadia, by regal authority, was
not made till the year following. Befides, by
Lewis’s, grant Norimbegna was incorporated: with
Aeadia, as being comprized under that name ;
whereas, Champiasn {peaks of it as a diftin& pro-
vince, feparate from it. It is more:likely there-
fore that Lewis followed the. authority of , Cham-

< plain for. the bounds of Acadia,, than, that he

followed the king’s,

. Letus now return to.Charlevoix, and afk ; whe-
ther is. it more likely that thefé. things could
efcape his obfervation, or that he wilfully, over-
looked them? This hiftorian .of New Framee
thought it- better, it feems, to. let.authors. appear
to.differ; in their accounts, and- leave the bounds:
of. Aeadia undetermined, than produce the tefti-
mony, of Champlain, which he. knew. would at
once overthrow ail his fcheme.; as he. is revered.
and ftiled by the French, the father and founder.
of their fettlements.in Canads. Bur what could.
be his view by fiich condud@ ?. No hing.fure. but:
to perplex the caufe for a.time.: for he: could not
but well know that this pa,ﬁ'age as.well as others.
of Champlain, which he had f upprefled,. would. .

cer long be. produced: againtt him, out of: thati
author’s voyages.. SR Ot HHak

4 Aj for Dz Laet’s opinion, about the bounds.of:
cadiay 1t muft be, confidered. that his. Neva.
‘ Orlis
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Orbis was pr,ianed before he faw the editioft

of Champlain’s voyages publithed in 1632, al:
though his own wotk was not publifhed till the
year after: this appears from his own words, 1. 2.
c. 2. where he fays he had made ufe of Charm-
plain’s memoirs, but could find ho dccount of the

French affairs, after the year 16163 confequently

the voyages he confulted were thofé printed id

1614, or in 1619, in 8vo. Had he feen the others
he would never have limited Acadia to the penins
fula, buthave fix’dits notthern boundsat the river
St. Lawrence. But; fuppoling he had not; his
diffent, tho’ a learned and judicious writer, yet
would notin theleafthavealter’d the cafeorleflen’d
the authority of Champlain. For, after all, quef=

‘tions of this nature are to be decided folely by the

relation of travellers. The opinions of geogid-
phers are not to be regarded farther than as they
appear to befupported by the authority of fuch per=

fons; from whom they ought to take their infor-

mation.

But to procéeci : if Denys then is of the fame

 fentiments with Champlain, with refpect to the

ancient bounds or extent of Acadia, as Charle:
woix affirms 3 thofe fentiments muft be widely
different from what that candid author affirms
they are, for he fays Denys alfo reduced them to
a bare coaft. After fo many flagrant inftances of

his want of truth, it may be prefumed that the
reader will not take his word for any thing 3,

~and we might be’ fpared the farther trouble of
giving any of his aflertions a formal refutation §
but as.it muft- have coft him no {mall pains to

broach fo many glaring falfehoods, it would
be doing injuftice, both to his abilities and la-
bours that way, not to make the public thos
roughly acquainted with them. | .

[ 15 ]

* To fupport his faid affertion, with refpect to

Denys, he has inferted “the following paragraph,:

in his hiftory. ¢ This perfon (Denys) divides -
¢¢ ’

into four provinces, all the eaft and fouth part

- «¢ of Canada, which in his time had four proprie-

¢ taries, who were lieutenant-generals for the

- «¢ king. The firft (extending) from Pentagoét to

€ S1. Fobw’s river, he named the province of the
«¢ -Ftechemins, and is that which was formerly call-

¢ ed Norembegua. : to the fecond, from Sz. Fobn’s

¢ river to Cape Sable, he gaVe the . name of
¢ French. Bay: the third, according to him, is
“,»49"4’."’_ from Cape Sable to Camceaux :md
< that is it which the Englifb at firft named Nove
<« Scotia, on the occafion which I fhall men-
:: tion prefently : the fourth, which was his own
¢ property, and government, from Camceanx to
“ Cape Rofiers, he called Bay St. Lawrence,

¢ which others have called Ga/pefie*. :

h_Now taking things as Charlevoix reprefents
them, this was only an occafional divifion of the

country, made by the proprfetaries; in which,

for diftin&ion’s fake, the'name of Aeadia was

given to one of the provinces: but he does not

make Denys fay that the, bounds which are here
given to it are the original bounds of Acadia s
nor does it follow from the divifion itfelf being
fo made, that the name of Acadia did ofigiCZ
nally extend, no farther : for in the partition of
countries the bounds of provinces are frequently

changed, contracted or . enlarged; of which

f{bfzrl.w.aixvfurniﬂmth an inftance, with refpeé to

Acadia’itlelf. For in another divifion, which he

mentions elfewhere +, of the country into three
* Hift. Gen. de la Nowv. France L i it,

. . . , vol. 1. p. 113, edit. 1744.
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parts, and in which alfo Denys was concerned,
the fecond, which was given to' La Tour, con=
' tained half, or perhaps more, of the péninfula s
for < be bad, fays the jefuit, Aeadia, properly fo
<« called; from Port Royal to Camceaux :” that
isyasirmuft be underftood, by a line drawn from
one place to the other 3 fo-that all to the fouth of
it belonged to Ea-Tour. .. o
“That there was fuch a divifion as'this' we fhall
not-difpute: but fuppofing this to have beef the
earlieft of the two- divifions (which we are at
liberty to- dos fince there is. nothing faid in the
place which' requires the contrary) it overthrows

Charlevois’s affertion, that diadia'was only a bare

coaft ; much more his' affirming that it extended
only from Cape Sableto Cameeays. It goes farther,
and; from the exprefiion - Aeadia proper, implies,

what we have above fuggefted, that thiswasonlya

part of a larger country, which went by the
name of Acadia, in'general, according to a known

Itis not at alf unjuftifiable in us, to fuppofe
this to have béen the' firft divifion of the'two s
fince it: was in the fime of Razilly, to whom it
was pranted'in’ 16335 and Charlévoix does not tell
us-which was the’ firft.” But' thé' truth*is, that
the quadrupartite divifion was a‘forgery con-
trived by that jefuitical hiftorian, only to cor-
robotate” his' mifconffrudtion of the' words' of

 Chasiplain, and fuppott one falfehood by.another :

for Denys mentions’ no fuch divifion’ of the
country, much lefs under the name of Canada,
as' Gharlewoiw affirimsy nor indeed any divifion at
all-of it, either in his firft book; or the mapp‘re‘i
- ,, - Tpxe

o Lo
fixed to it. Inthe body of his book he never to
the beft of our recollection, mentions Canada, ;mi'
ever dcadia, except it may bein the fixth chap-
ter of his firft volume 3 where he fays, that Loug .
Ifle makes a paflage from French Bay to the lund

~(not the coafl) of Acadia; and that at the Forked

Cape, 12 or 15 leagues thence, there is more
cod than in any other place of Acadia*. Butig
does not follow from thence, that Acadiaz begins
there, or extends no farther northward ; I[ltil(:h
lefs does it prove that he fpeaks of any fuch
‘province as is- mentioned in this prétended qua-
drupartite divifion, for either Long [fland or the
Forked Cape, lic many: leagues to the north of
Cape Sable, where Acadia, according to the faid
divifion begins. Neither does this imperfe&t ac-
count of Demys agree better with the bounds
afligned by Charlevoix to Acadia, in the tripartite
divifion recited hereafter : for they were to be-
gin at Port Royal; whereas the Forked Cape lies
many leagues fthort, or to the weft of ‘that place,
Nor does Denys mention where Acadia ends,
much lefs does he fay it terminated at Camceani.
But fuppofing he had fpoken of Acadie, under
any fuch contracted bounds as are found in ei-
ther of the aforefaid divifions, it could only
have proved, that there was in his time another
country of Acadia, an Acadia-proper, or province o
called: fince, in the patent granted as afore-
{aid to Razilly, a cotemporary governor with
him in Acadja at large; and yet more exprefly
in that of the fedentary or {ettled fithery granted
to himfelf Fanuary 30, 1654 5 the river Sz, Law-
‘rence is declared to be the northern boundary of
Acadia, and Kinibek river the weftern. '

"~ * Sce Denys Defer. Geogr. & Hift, des Cdtes de I’Ameri-

que fgpten. p. 56, & 61.
. ; o Denys
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Demysis fo far from faying, in his defcription

of the Loaﬁs, that the name of Acadic was limit-

ed to any part of the peninfula,-or that it was
a part of Canada, taken in a proper fenfe* that
in his dedication to the King, he not only con-
fiders them as two diftinct provinces into which
New France was divided, as Champlain before
him feerns to have done; but alfo, under the
name of Acadia, clearly comprlzes, conformable
to-the faid grants, all the main-land to the
Hfouth of 8z Lawrence river, and eaft of New
* Exgland, which he bounds with the river Pen-
tagoet or Pmobfcot For, after telling Lewis
XIV. ¢ it was owing to his, (the ng §) care,
¢ that Canada began to breathe again, and that
« Acadia was no longer in the hands of their
<« neighbours,” he adds, ¢ that the country
« which he defcribes, made the principal and
< moft ufeful part of New France.” Thefe laft
words are quite uniuitable to a piece of coaft.
Beflides, as the country which Denys defcribes
‘comprizes the north-main, as well as the penin-
fula, and both had been in the hands of the
Englifb but a little before, till ceded by the
treaty of Brede, in 1664, it follows, that he
‘comprizes both parts under the name of Acadia;
and conﬁ;quemly, that he confidered Acadia as
the general name of the whole country, even
fuppoﬁnc it had been given fpecially to one of
the three provinices. It he had done otherwife
he would have acted inconfiftently, and in con-
tradiction to the Kking’s grants, by which he
held his government; and wh1d1 it was no more
in hiis power to alter, than it was hlS intereft to
“alter it, if he could

. * That is, aLen as a part oFNmu Fr /mce, not as fynonyn
mous with the whole, as iome authors take it.
With

[191]

With: reoard to the quadrupartite divifion
which - Charlevoix fo formally and fo falfely fa-
" thers upon Denys, we fhall only obferve far-
ther, that this author’s book does not afford
the leaft recom for fuch a pattmon on the con-
trary, if our jefuit had grounded it onthe other’s’
manner of dividing the coafts, or his defcrip-
tion thereof, into parts, he ought to have made
fix or exght provinces, mﬁead of four.

~ It muft be confeffed that thls dithoneft JCﬁllC,
thorough paced in the arts of deceiving, has
ftuck at nothing, on this occafion, to ferve his
caufe :-but with all his cunning he could not
fee, that in employing fo much chicanry and
fraud, to do injuftice to us, he has been only
labourmor to undermine himfelf, and overthrow
the very point which he intended to eftablith 3
as what he alledges from authors dlﬁ"ermO'
among themfelves, concerning the bounds of
ﬂmdza, ferves only to prove that originally it
had no determinate bounds ; and confequently
that none of thofe which he trumps up, in cafe
they really were to be found in the books
which he refers to, could be confidered as its
ancient limits. He was likewife blind to ano-
ther point of importance, namely, that the
whole country to the fouth of Camada river,
called by the Euglifb Nova Scotia, and a great
deal more, went under the name of Acadia, at
the very fame time in which he was reducing
its bounds to a bare coaft: for, all that country
was, in 1633, granted to Razilly, under the
name of Acczdm, by Lewis XIII. and the divi-
fions he mentions, according to his own account,
were not made till after the arrival of Denys,
who had a fhare in them, which was not before
C 2 the

S SRSy
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the -year 1635, as willbe thewn prefently : from
whence it appears, that this jefuit’s penetration
and honefty were much of a fize. [n reality,
there is in all, which this author has written on
the fuble& fo great a mixture of ignorance and
dlﬁngenulty, that it is fometxmes difficult to

tell to which of them his crrors are to be a-
fcnbed

' Sir William Alexander obtained a fecond grant
for Nova Scotia, under the fame limits, from
" King Charles 1. dated 12 Fuly 1625 : but neg-
Ieétmor to fettle effetually, the French continued
to tradc as before, and fpread themfelves in fc-
veral parts of the country, till 16273 when war
breaking -out, on account of the fiege of Ro-
ebelle; Six David Kirk was fent with a fleet, not
only to clear Nova Seotia of the French, (which
he did, except at Cape Sable, where La Tour
was fettled) but alfo to drive them out of Ca-
mzda, or the country north of Sz Lawrence
siver; which noble proje&, of his ewn forming,
he effeCtually executed the next year, by the re-
duction of Quebek. After this, he gave up te
Siv William tlte poffeflion of Nova sz‘za, or all
the country fouth of the river Carada, in its
full extent 5 and kept all Canada, or the country

to the north of that river to himfelf, appointing

Sir Lewis Kirk governor of Quebek, where he
refided for a time. This may be called the

Englifb fecond nght by conqueft to Nova Scotia,

But foon after a peace taking place, beth Kirk
and his grand atchievement, were facrificed te
the Fre;;cb for b@)th countries were inglort-
“oufly given upagaia, without any apparent rea-
fon, or proper fatlsfa&lon ; and what is fill
mnose fhameful all the lands to the weft of Nova

3 Scotiag

{2!]

Smtm, a5 far as thé river Penobfiof ¢ as ha.th'

béen already fhewn from the létters of Counz
D’Eftradés 5 altho? Canada only was infifted on,
dccording to Charlévoix 3 who feems to wonder
at the ealinefs thh which Acadia was yielded

by the Eiglh ih *, as if they wanted to get-rid
Qf it.

Si Williain. Alexander, f@refecmg what wouid

| ,’happen, in 1630 fold his right and title .in all

Nova Scotia, extepting Port Royal, to Claude de
1z Tour (who by his permlﬁion had fettled at

- S84, Fobi's) to be held by hLim of the crown of

Scoﬂomd ‘T'wo years after, the 17thof March 1 632,
a treaty was figned at St. Germain en Laye, be-

tweeh Lewis XIII King of Frﬂnce, and Charles

1. f(mcr of Great Britain, for # yleldmg up
« Il the places poch{Ted by the fubjetts of

“« Ergland in New Franée, Acadia and Canada 37

of whlch places only Port Royal, Fort ,@teZek
dnd Cape Briton are mentioned ; nor does it ap-

pear by the grant that there were any more to

be dehvered up.. By this treaty it feems mani-
felt "that Nova Scotia was comprehended under

-the name of Acadia, for New France was the

general name under which Canad&z, Acadia, and

all their other poffeflions in America then went,
as xhey do at prefent.

But if there could be
any ‘doubt on that head, it would. be removed

by the paffages above cited from C}mmplazn, and
. Count D’ jtP
Acadia was at that time bounded by . the river

8t Lawreme, Cm the north and Peno&fcot on
~ the weft, . , : ,

mde.r, thch make it evident that

~ * Hift. Gen, de la Noww. Fran, vol. i p. 176.
€3 In
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In the opinion of Lewis XIIL .Adcadia had

yet much larger bounds ; at leaft he was re-
{folved they fhould have fuch. That prince, not
content” with thofe” Wthh cuftom, before his

time, had given to ‘it, and which" had. been
yielded to him by the treaty of 8t. Germain,
pretended that they reached as far as the bordeis
of New England; and prefuming on the eafinefs
with which {fo much had been given.up to him

almoft unafked, took upon him to extend them.

fo. far. “Accordingly, in the patent ‘and com-

" miffion by which he prefently  after confirmed

the purchafe of Acadia to La T our, the boun-
daries are exprefsly ‘mentioned, and. fixed ¢ to

< begin at' Cape Gafpe, or the mouth of the

< river St. Lawrence,’ and to extend We{’c as far
< as Cape Malabar 3 now Cape Cod, in. New

England : {o that not only all Novd Scotia. was

mcluded in the patent, “but Lewis had extended
his grant over one thifd,more of the Englifp
dominions" than” by ‘the treaty was. given . up:

'Accordmg to Count D’Eftrades (wha w4s am>

baffador in England, after the reftoration) Mr.

De Razilly was fent: to take poﬁ’eﬁﬁon of .all

Acadia,” in confequence of the treaty of Sz
Germain, and appointed. lieutenant- aeneral of
the province* ; probably becaufe La’ T ok Was a
prote{’tant. “T'his, accordmor to Cbarlgwm, was
in the year 4635,, when, to ufe his words, ¢ Aca-
“ dia was cranted to the commander De Ra-
s zilly, one of the principal members; of the
¢ company of New France 5 on condmon ‘that

g hc, fhould make g’ fettlement, Wthh he dld,

* See }us lettcr au Roi, 13 Mars, 1662.

”‘.G‘ at
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&€ at the Port of Ia [w‘ve, but it was of no
£ great m*;pmtance’f

As thole mentioned by Champlain are the
moft ancient bounds of Acadia, fettled by cu-
ftom; fo thefe prefcribed- by Lewis X111, are
the moft ancient cftablithed by regal authority.
If we confider them comparatively, in refpedt
to time, the former will be the moff ancient, and
the latter the ancient bounds of A’cadza but
this will not ferve Ckarlwozx ; he will, for the
ancient bounds of Aradia, have a mor e aucient
bounds than the ancient, or thofe of Lewis X111,
which he feems to take no notice of, asif out of
the queftion ; and having fupprefied tnofe prior to:
them, mentioned by Cbamplam, would fubfti-

tute, in the room thereof, other fictitious boun-

daries of his own, by extending thofe of Ca-
nada over all Acadia ; under pretence that both
provinces were originally included by the Ja-
dians, under that denomination : accordingly he
affirms, without any proof but his -ufual ef-
frontery, ¢ That from the earlieft times the

- ¢¢ favages gave the name of Carada to all the

¢ country on both fides of the river of Canada,
“ or St Lawreme, parmcular]y from its mouth
“ to Saguew_yT |

Suppofing this to be fa&, and that we are
to be determined in this point by the cuftom of
the ‘natives, Acadia could have no bounds at all;

- or rather fuch a country never did exift : but we

thall thew, at the end of this memoir, that what
he affirms on this occafion, is all falfe, like the
reft 3 that Canada, when Cartier went thither in.
1534, comprized no more than a fmall part of

¥ Hift, Gen. dc Noww, Fran. vol. i. p. 173. + Hift.p.17-
C 4 the
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the country to the north’ of the river Hyfbelaga,
as 8t. Lawrence was then called; and lay to the
weft of Saguenay river or province, not towards

river, as he falfely afferts.

the eaft of it, or the mouth of $¢. Lawrence

To proceed therefore: in 1635, the people
of New England highly refehted the little re-
gard fhewn to their interefts by the King’s giving
up to France more than was infifted on; and

vere much more incenfed at Zewis’s ulurping a
great deal more than was granted him by the
treaty. In' 1635 the council of Phymonth agreed to
furrender * their grant of November 1621 (which

‘gave them all the country from 40 to 48 de-

grees of latitude) on condition that the gran-

"~ tees fhould have particular grants. - Sir #élliam

zﬂexézhder{being one, had his allotment from

the river of Sz Croix, the weft boundary of-
- Nova Scotia, to the river Kinnebeck, bounding

New England to the eaft; and from thence to
run north to the river of Canada or §t. Law-
rence : which country was to take the name of
Nova Scotic®; and by this” means Nove Scotia

came to Be co-extended with Aésdia, as bounded

by Lewis XIIL in his grant to Razilly, two
years” before. Soon after this, the tripartite di-
vifion of Aecadia, before mentioned, muft have

- taken place, according to. Charlevoix’s account,
whofe words are thefe, < All which the Englifh

* had taken in Acadia, and on the neighbouring

¢ coaft, during the war of Rochells, and before,
¢ having been reftored i_'nv 1632 3 all that part.

* " This part of Nowa Scotia being granted .in 1663 by King:
Charles11.to his brother the Puke of York, it took the name

_of the Duke of ¥o-4’s land :. and on his afcending the throne,-
the King’s land. It has fince been annexed to the ‘province:

of Maffachufers bay ; and is by fome called the province of
Sagadabok, ' ) N 1
of
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¢ of New Framce was divided ‘into three pro-
“ vinces, the government and property of

- ¢ which were granted to the commander De

“ Razilly, young La Tour and Mr. Dewnys. The
¢ firlt had for his thare Pors Royal, and a] to
¢ the fouth, as fir as New Enpland, the
« fecond had Acadia properly called, from Pors

¢ Royal to . Camceaun -and ‘the third had the:

« caftern coaft - of Canada from Camceauy

“ to Gafpe*.”  This tranfaction is related by

our jefuit in a-very imperfect, confufed and faj-

lacious manner, conformable to  his impofing-

{cheme. Thofe words zbe eaftern coaft of Canada

‘are inferted, that it might not be thought ‘the

name of Acadia was given to the country- fouth.
of St. Lawrence river altho’ it was the ‘pro-
vince of Aeadia which was then fo divided, =

It was doubtlefs with the fame view, .that
we find, at the beginning of the paragraph, a
dittinction made between Acadia and the Nyyih.
Main, under the denomination of the Noyrthers

Coaft. In which he would infinuate two falfities.

- L. That neithér in the grant which was made

to Razilly fingly of Acadia, nor in that which:
was made to him and his partners, f they were
different grants) was any part-of the North-Main,
Compx“ehengigd,.under that name, 2. That {o
much of the North-Main as fell within his
government; was only the coaft, as far as New-
England, - o SEDRS

If in cither of thofe P‘Iééef‘s:, that author had.

mentioned the time of that grant, or the bounds:
of the province affigned to. each of the three

governors, as he ought to have done, it would
have been eafy to decide the queftion ; but he

. ¥ Charley. ubi fupr. p. 410.
| hath
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hath taken all the pains imaginable to perplex
the cafe, and keép his readers froin coming at
the truth; byjumbling things together. How-
ever not-fo entirely obfcuring them, but that
we may be able to bring light out of darknefs,
and refute him out of his own mouth; for elfe-
~ where, fpeaking of the chev. de Grand Fontaine,
three ' years after, he fays, * The bounds of
<« his government “extended from Quinfebeque
<« tothe river S¢. Lawrence, conformable to the
« poffeffion taken in 1630, [it fhould be
« 1633.] in the name of Lewis XIIL by the
«« commander De-Razilly *. From whence it
is plain, after all his thuffling'and cutting, ‘that
Acadia; which hé fays was granted to Razilly,
comprized not only the fouth coatt of the Norh’
Main, but alfo-what he ¢alls the eaftern - coaft
of Canada 3 and, in fhort, all the country in quef-
tion'to the foush of: the river §¢. Lawrence. =

ot

1 fhall nét | ftay to ﬂiew how' i'nac'curatély our

author has defcribed ‘the provinces or thares be~
longing: to- the three proprictors, efpecially the’
firft and third ; the laft of whom, by his account,
muft have had much more of the country than’
the other two. - What can one ‘underftand by

his faying Razilly had Port Royal, and all to the’
fouth as.faras New England ? fince the country’
which lies to. the-fotith of Port Royal, is the .

part of the peninfula which fell to La Tour, he

ought to have faid the lands to the north welft

on. the continent ; and to have affigned, after
Beriysy the: rivet Pentagoet or Penob[cot, rather

than New England, for its weftern boundary. But’
perhaps he did not care to have it thought' that

",.. * Ibido p«4x7. E il ‘ :
‘ Lewis
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Lewis XIII. had granted to that comma
more than the Englifb had given u;’ Comx_nandgf-,

- Thave taken the pains to trace our jefuit thro*
his long windings and .doublings, not fo much
to prove the: point in. queftion, "as to expofe the
fcandalous arts. ufed by this dithoneft hiftorian
(if one {o ill qualified, and who feldom quotes

his authors, fcarce ever regularly, ‘can be called -

an hiftorian)-. for we are -in pofleflion of the
commiflion granted to Grand Fontaine, which will

be prqdq¢égl’= prefently.

’ Af!:er Razilly’s death, Charles de Manou, Cheva-
lier Sieur Daulnay, or Daunay de Charnefey, ook
pofleflion of his property, by an agreement made
with the brothers of the deceafed ; and in 1647
obtained a grant for the government of Aradia :
but this, fays Charlevoix, ““muft, in all li.ke]i—:

“ hood be underftood only of. that part of the

:: .pfc‘enimfulg. which more properly bore the name
“.0 A”dichz.c_z,A‘;gs.',I have already often remark-
¢ ed,”  Here is another flagrant inftance of
this author’s falfehood : for: we are able to pro-

duce the original grant or commiffion to Dase

4y, -under the fign manual . of ZLewis XIV:
jﬁ{l}lch cgnﬁ,m}s him governor and lieutenant-
gqne;ql in all. the countries, territories, coafts,
a;};‘r;d.cqn'ﬁn!es“,(. of La Cadia, * to begin from
‘tf'fglle' Fve:: St. Lawrence, including as well
 the lea-coaft and. the adjacent. ifles, as the
< m}apd parts, as far as the Pirgines,” meaning
Virginia 5 and in, another parf.of the fame com.
mlﬁion he is:impowered to traffic with the Iy-
ig‘zcz;z‘g,?__‘f ’t:_hg_.qughqult the whole. extent of the
B ands and coaits of Acadia, from the river
A $t Lozzgreﬂce» to the fea, as far as the Virgines.”

In



‘In the preaimble to the commiffion, the reas
fons fpecified for granting it are, his having
expelled the foreign religionaries from Pentagoet
fort,; which they had féized ; that he had taken
8t.. Fobw’s fort: from Charles St. Etienne 'de Il
Tour, -who held it in rebellion, in-favour of
foreign ‘religionaries 5 and had’ built four forts
againft them. However; La Tour finding that
to be a proteftant and a rebel was the fame thing;

made his peace 3 and changing his religion in’

1651, was made governor of Zéadia, in as ample
a manner as Charnefey had been before, by the
King of France, who in the fame commiffion
confitfined him his poffeffion in that country.

From ﬂvﬁat‘ Eés‘.bé‘en faid, Ithmk it is cleas | |

to 2 demonftration againft Charlevoix and his
followers, :that the" telations of ‘the firft dif-
coverers are {o. far from confining Acadia to the

peninfula, - much lefs to a fingle coaft of ity

that: Champlain, who was the chief and nioft
eminent of them, ondccount of his having long

refided; asiwell as been governor, in thofe patts, -

exprefly declares that the' river §2. Lawrence Wis
its northern boundary, and that of " Norembegus
or  Penobfiot the weftern i whence it follows,
1. That it not only-included-all Nowa Searia, but
extended weftward above 20 leagues farther:
2. That the firft time, the  government ' of
- Acadia was granted, or its limits af¢értained by
royal authority, the river 8¢, Lawrence was,
according to Champlain’s information, declared
. to be its' northern-boundary, and the river Ki-
#ibek its weftern v confequently it comprifed,
according to the ideas of the Frénc, dll the coun=

ry fouth of 87, Lawrence river, lying between

“the

| s bt
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the gulf of that name and New E
That as: the fettling of thofe bounds by Lewss
X1II. was antecedent to both the divifions me.
tioned by Charlevoix, which confine Arzdia to
part of the peninfula, confequently the &6uhtr§}

or countries which fince that time have been

alledged by the French writers as the whole of
dradia, ought only to be confidered as a part
or parts thereof bearing the fame name.

We fhall next thew how careful Lewss XIV.

and his minifters were, to affert and preferve

thofe limits, on all occafions of difpute or treaty
between the two nations, from thence down to
the treaty of Utrecht, when he was obliged to
give up Acadia to the Englifp. |

In 11,654',' Cramwell,‘difapprévingmof the alie-
nation of N{fva Scotia, and moved by the injuftice
done the victorious Kirks, who in vain applied

to the court of France for the fums which

were agreed by treaty to be paid them, fent
Major-General Sedgwick, who with the affiftance

of New England, recovered almoft all that coun- -

try to the Englfb dominien; diflodging the
French; who were fettled in and ’abb-uto Port
Royal, St. Fean and Pentagoet. ‘The French
minifters at Paris made prefling folicitations
for the reftitution of this country : but he would

not fuffer his ambaflador to give the leaft ear

to fuch inftances, 'infifting that it was the az-
ssent inberitance of the crown of England (which
word Ancient refers, perhaps, beyond King
?’a;{zes L% grant to the time of Cagor’s difeovery).
This he thought fo undeniably clear, that, by
‘hﬁ’?5th article of the treaty concluded with
Lm;s X1V, in November 1655, he made no

difficulty

ngland. 3. "
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difficulty to fubmit the right of the Engfi/h crown
to the three forts abovementioned to the'decifion’

of three commiffioners, who were to meet in
London, and determine it in fix months, pro-
vided the French thould think fit to proceed in
that affair ; but they never did.- -~

’Howvever, Cromwell afterwards granted to
Mr. Sz. Etienne de la Tour, in confideration of his
father Claude’s purchafe, Colonel Temple and Wil-

Liam Crown, for ever, ¢ The country and terri-

« tories called Acadia, and that part of the coun-’

« try called Nova Scotia, from Marlegafb, on
¢ the eaft, to the port and cape of Hewve, lead-
¢ ing along the coaft to Cape Sable to a certain
¢« point now called Lz Tour, heretofore named
<« Tomney*; thence following the coaft and
< ifland to the cloven cape and river Ingogen ;
<« following the coaft to Port Roeyal, and then
¢ following the coaft to the bottom of the bay;
« and thence along the bays into St. Fobn’s,
“ to §t. Fobw’s fort; and thence all along the
¢« coaft to Pentagoet and the river S§¢. George,

 unto Muftongus, fituated on the confines of -

¢ New England, on the weft; and extending
« from the fea-coaft up in the land, along the
¢ limits and bounds aforefaid, one hundred
¢ Jeagues; and further, unto the next planta-
<« tion made by the Dutch or French, or by the
<« Englifb of New England., With all and fin-
< gular the lands, territories, iflands, rivers,
¢ feas, pifcaries, woods, &Je. jurifdiction of

¢« admiralty, . and alfo thirty leagues into

© % Rather Lomeron, {o called from a perfon' of that name,
who ‘lived there before the time of La Tour. Sce Denys's
Defer. Amer. Septent. Ch. 3. p.61. » :

< the

! ‘
¥
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“c the fea, all along the coaft aforefaid.” With

fole right of trade, and many other advantages.

Cromwell {eemed to have been of the fam‘c
fentiments with King Charles 1. :that, by the
treaty of S¢. Germain nothing but the Places
-were given up : fince by this grant he difpofes
of not only all the Acadia of Lewis XIII. but
alfo great part of the country of Canada it felf.
In 1656 he, by warrant, made Colonel Thomas
Temple governor of St. Fobn’s, Port Royal and
Pentagoet, which are faid to be in Acadia, com-
monly called Nova Scotic in America. And in
1662, Sir Thomas was again appointed governor
of Neva Scotia and Acadia, by King Charles 11.
During this time the French were earneftly fo-
liciting to have Acadia reftored to them ; and
the Englifb as ftrenuoufly oppofed it. The
people, of New England particularly, fent over
deputies with a petition to the king and par-
liament of Great Rritain 5 in which they alledged
many ftrong arguments againft the reftitution
of Acadia (this we are told by Count D’Eftrades,
in a letter to Lewis XIV. bearing date 27 Feb-
ruary 1662) 3 they were among other things dif-
-gufted at the French, who, under the name of
Acadia, ceded by the treaty of Sz Germain,
had claimed not only Nova Scotia, but all the
country between it and New England, as before
hath been related : however, as all the country
‘had been given up, according to D’Eftrades, as
far weft as the river Noremberg or Penob-
Jeot, that minifter demanded fo much, in con -
{equence of the treaty of Breds. Thus, in his
letter but now mentioned, he tells them, ¢ That
““he had demanded of the commiffioners reftitu-
*¢ tion of all Aradia, containing 80 leagues of
country :
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<« country; and that the forts of Pentagoet,
<" Port Royal and La Heve, thould be reftored in
«¢ the fame condition as they were when taken.”
‘In another to the king, December 25, 1664,
‘where he reafons in favour of a league with
England, he fays, < By fuch a treaty you may
< get Acadia reftored from Pentagoet to Cape
¢ Breton, containing 8o leagues * of .coaft.

The treaty of Breda was figned Fuly 21,
1667 3 by the roth article of which “ Great
< Britain is obliged to reftore and give up to the
«¢ King of France the country called Acadia, in
« North America, which the moft chriftian
<« king formerly enjoyed.” Purfuant to this
treaty an inftrument for reftitution of Acadia
was executed by Charles I1. February the 17th,
‘1662, by which he furrenders, ¢ all that country
¢ called Acadia, in North America, which the
s« French king did formerly enjoy, as namely,
« the forts of Pentagoet, St. Fobn’s, Port Royael,
< I.a Heve, and Cape Sable, which the French did
< enjoy till the Englifb poffefled themfelves of
« them.” The forts were inferted at the requeft
of Mr. Rouvigny the French commifiary, as ap-
pears from thofe words written in the margin
“oppofite to the names. | |

"

In confequence of this inftrument or obliga-
tion, an order was iflued out 8 March 1668, com-
manding Sir Thomas Temple to reftore Acadia to
the Fremch. Under this order reftitution was
demanded by Mr. Mourillon du Bourg.  Sir Tho-

mas, feeing himfelf unjuftly deprived of his right,

by an alienation which King Charles had no

* He might have faid double that number, or more.
’ power
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power to make; and as by the treaty of Bruds

the country of Acadic imply was to be reftored,
without any mention of Nopvg Scotia, h’e'tak.es’ /

advantage of the diftinftion which feems ¢

be made between them in Cromwell’s orant Ct)f
1655, and refufes to give up the forts of Pe;(z)

tagost, St. Jobn, Port Royal, and the fe{’c:
alledging that they did not belong to Acadia,
v‘(‘)nA1 this occafion Du Bourg, in his letter fays:
- ;.mt S1'r Thomas made Nova Scoti to extend
‘- fxom Marlegalh to Pentagoet 5 and Acadia
“ from Marlegalh by Cape Breton, to the river
« of Quebek or St. Lawrence”,

On what ground that diftinion in Cromwell’s
grant was made, does not appear: ‘but Mr. Colbers
the French ambaffador, infifted that Acadis inj
cluded all Nova Scotia, as was evident from the
grants of both,the Lewis’s to that time. Here-
upon King Charles ifTued another order, under his
fign manual, attefted by Lord Arlington, which
Eeaxf_s datq Auguft the 6th 1669, requiring Sir Tho-

mas, without delay to deliver the faid country of
Acadia, which formerly belonged to the French
) klr}g, namely th’e forts and habitarions of Pen-
o z(‘?goef, Sz, 70/.77? S, Port Royal, Le Heve, and
o Cape Sable, which the Frénch enjoyed till dif-

poflefled by the Englifh in 1654 and 1655,
according to the 10th and 11th articles of the
Breda treaty,”

(14

‘¢

[13

di{fll bﬂ{of_m;_ then ,complied ; and, being fick,
d‘x—t}i,v‘ér}::ﬁefi‘i -.C}Cputy—govemor William 77 alker,
valier go 0 ald country to Hubert Dendigny che-
e ¢ Grand Fontaine (who on the 22d of Fly
‘;al axfne year was commiffion’d under the gircat
t;ie o .:7’_':’617%‘6’, to receive Aeadia) as appears by
. C.‘l-“ - . 1, o R k 1 v
| crrificates aCI'«..l]Ov-{Eﬁdg)iﬂg the delivery of

the
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the three forts of Port Royal, Peizl‘zgfet .32:‘1 |
Gemfeck 5 which laft was upon St. go 11:zs ? ™
many leagues within land. By the fria ji’t f
Breda, therefore, and the executu})ln ob i , 1t 88
clear that the French ext.ended the boun s of
Acadia over all Nova Scotia s that is, over doto
the countries which were fucceffively grante
Sir William Alexander, under that name.

Charlevoix, who is obliged to take notice }?f
this tranfaction, cannot help confefling fo much.
yet has the confidence, 1n contradl&lonftcz t 3
very treaty, to deny that it ought to beh'o 5 ?n :
endeavours to fupport his falfity in his u u?
way, by alledging frivolous reafons, or coﬂqc’eaz-
ing facts. He fays, That Sir William 6/%1276
« figned at Boffon an inftrument to the chevalier
“c d{? Grand Fontaine, which fecured to France
« a1l the country from Pentagoet to Cape Brﬁtoln
<« jpclufively *.” He adds, that the w ge‘
had been comprifed in the treaty of Breda, ur}d}?—
the name of Acadia; and allows that th.ehnelg :
bouring coafts were fometimes comprenen heat
(or, as he terms it, confounded) u_nder tbc-

~ pamie : yet would preteng\, Pentagoer did 1r:.ot ©
long to Acadia y for Whlch. he had no ot ef‘ :nd
thority but Sir Willien’s faying fo, as z}bogg‘l,l.m
“which, tho’ it might be of ufe to Sir zSz "
becaufe granted by him as part of Nowzd ci:an
diftin@ from Acedia, as before _obferve. ’fﬁed
be of no avail to the French : becaufe they in lder-
that it did belong to Acadia, and bad it furn:eg "
ed as fuch, conformable to the treaty, whic ::hat
the fame author confefles, inc.luded it upd;:r e
name. The fourberie of this author is far

# Hift. de 1a Noww, Fran. Vol.i. p. 417.
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feen in what he relates prefently after, * That
¢ the commiffion by which the French governor,
 Grand Fontaine, took pofleffion of that place
«“ [Pentagoer] is dated Mirch the 5th 1640,
‘¢ and marks the bounds of his government from

the Kinibek: to the river Sz. Lawrence, confor-
mable to the pofleflion taken thereof in 16 30

[1633] by the commander De Razilly, tor
Lewis X1I1*.”

L)

(14
(19
(1
4

L)

Here Charlevoix, to prevent contradi®ing
what he afferts juft before, fupprefles the name
given to this country in Grand Fontaine’s commif-
fion: but from the circumftance of Razilly
it is plain it muft have been Acadia 5 fince it was
granted to Razilly under that name, and alfo

to La Tour his affociate, as hath been before fet
forth.

In fhort, this author (who has falfified, mifre-
prefented, and miftaken {o many things in his
relation, that it may be faid to be a hiftory of
his own invention, rather than of real facts)
pretends that deadia, with the forts of Sz, Yobn
and Pentagoct, retaken by fome Englifh in 1674,
having been furrendered to France a fourth time,
not long after about the year 1680, ¢ Mr. Cham-
¢ bly, who was wade commander after Grand
“ Fontaine, built a little town at Port Royal,

which from this time became the capital of
that government ; which, over and above
Aeadia, comprehended all the fouthern coaft
““ of New France +.” Here then, at laft, we
meet with the province or government to which
he will have thofe Forts to belong : but then it

(14
144
€<

* Ibid. ~ + Ibid. 462.
D2 is
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~a province without a name, fince he will not
allow it that of Acadia ; tho’, according to cuf-
tom, he fhews no reafon.why. But, to the au-
thority of this bare ip/e dixit we may oppole
that of Mr. #illiam De L’ Ifle, premier geographer
to the King of France, who, in his maps of North
America and New France, the firft publifhed in
1700, the latter in 1703, calls the country in
queftion Acadia : whole bounds he extends over
more than one third of the North-Main, in-
cluded within the river Kimibeki and St. fobw’s,
by a line drawn at fome diftance to the nortlt
of this laft river ; and which being carried thro’
the Ifthmus of Shignikto along the coaft, ter-
minates oppofite to the north entrance of the
gut of Canfo. ” |

Vou {fee by what lame and abfurd methods
this errant ftory-teller endeavours to eftablifh
a falfehood, on his own bare affertion, in direct:
contradiCtion to treatics, numerous alts of his
kings, and declarations of their minifters, “as
well as other good authority. But, fuppofing
him ignorant of gll thefe falts, and confequently
unqualified for the hiftory which he undertook
to write ; yet “tis fcarce poffible he could-have
been unacquainted with the following paffages
of the baron- De La Hontan, an author made
ufe of in his hiftory, who hath inferted a par-
ticular defcription of Aeadia, as wellas Canada,
in his voyages to North America, from 1683 to
1694. This author, defcribing the bounds of Aca-
dia, fays, “ the coaft thereof extends from Kini-
<« k. oneof the frontiersof New England,vo L'ifle
< Percie, or the Pierced Ifle, near the mouth of the
< riverSz. Lawrence.* He adds, that thisfea-coaft

% In his defcription of Carada, towardsthe Beginning, he
{ays this river is held to be the great boundary which tepa-

| 1 runs

hroughout, -
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c b
runs goo leagues in length

B 5 and has upon

“_1t.two great navigable bays, the bay Fran-
coife and Bay des Chaleurs * The firft is ¢}
bay of Argal or Fundy, the latter is in the bav ;i'
Sf.‘ch-‘wre}z'ce, near the mouth of the river cS‘f*}thel
fame namé. We, fee by this, that the French
themielves, in Canzda, confidered Acadia in t/he
fame extent as they did in Lurope ; and confe
quently, that the forts of Penzagoet and Sz, ‘70"4;
belonged to it. Thisis more par?icularly conﬁrr;;-'
f‘d by what he fays afterwards, ¢ That the three
o zx;z;q:acll favagf nations, the Abenakis, the Afif-
) 5-an the A;anzbas, dwell on the coaft of -
cadia 3 On which coaft thofe forts are fituated
Obferve alfo, that the words Coaft of Acadsa,
are far from implying that Aeadia is nothino
but coaft,” as Charievoir would pretend they
;;e.to beunderftood, in his quotation from Céégiﬂ}i
arn, |

\"th.t La Hontan fays is confirmed by La
fo'z_',éc.’rzq ; an a‘uthor much efteemed by the French
tor h-IS Integrity, and particularly by Charlevoix
n h;§ lift of authors. In his hiftory of North
zfiizerzca, wherever he fpeaks of the Abenaguais
(Im 'zf.ée;;czfc‘zs) who poffefs all the country between
t }e river 8t. Lawrence and the fea, to the eaft
toh }Ne‘z;o- England, he almoft always calls them
ofe Iffqena,%zs. of La Cediat 5 and fpeaking
C the expedition of Sir Williamn Phipps againit

@nada, in 1690, fays, * That the laft motions

ratesthe French ies from it pr
b colonies from:the Englifh.  He likewife, in

bhis ‘map, gives a fitnati '

1ap, g iitnation to Aeadia ani

dois« n his defcription. o werable 0 what he
} %1 Hontan N(;W. voy. to North Amer. Vol. 1. p. 2z0.

3 Poth, Hift. d’Amer. Septent. Vol. iii. p. 86, and

D3
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<« which the Englifb made in La Cadia terminat-
«« ed at the Pierced Ifland, ‘which is at the en-
“ trance of St. Lawrence river*.”  He like-
wife places St. Fobn’s, where Villebon was go-
vernor, in L’ Acadiat. From thefe teftimonies
it appears, that not only the fouth coaft, but
alfo the eaft coaft, in the bay of St. Lawrence,
and in fhort, the whole country from the mouth
of the river of that name to the river Kini-
beki bounding New England, belonged to Aeadia s
or wentaslow down as the year 1708, when La
Poiberie returned to Framce, under that deno-
mination : fo that for Charlevoix to deny a fact
fo well known and attefted by the very authors
whom he pretends to make ufe of in his hiftory,
is a proof either of his corrupt principles or
great ignorance ; and how little knowledge he
acquired by his voyage to Canada. Lhis re-
‘mark is confirmed by the great imperfections,
as well as errors, which are found in his hiftory
of that country. |

After the furrender of Pentagoet, which had
been furprized and taken by a fingle adventurer 3
the Englifh, to fecure the country to the weft-
ward, built a good fort at Pemaguid, a peninfula
lying about midway between the river Penta-
goet and that of Kinibeki: from whence, watch-
ing their opportunity, on Mr. Chambly’s remove
from Pentagoet, in 1680, they took that fort,
with thofe of S8z Febn’s and Port Royal, then
governed by La Valliere; ¢ And thus, fays
& Charlevoix, became the fifth time™ mafters of
¢ deadia, and all the country which lies be-
¢« tween it and New England §.” This. concef-
. * P.go. + P.188. | Hitt, Nouw. Fran.
Vol.i. p. 463. - : ,

fion
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fion of Charlevoix removes an obie@ion whi

hath been ftarted by fome, that éllthé?nth:%fz}}
glifb took thofe places, it does not follow that
they fubdued or were in poffeflion of the country
But we think that effeét does follow; for we
know no other way of fubduing a country, and
becoming poflefled of it, but by taking the
forts and fettlements, as the gallant, but il re-

qtéited']{z'rkdid, when he fubdued Cerads in
1029. ‘

In 1685, a difpute arifing about the fithers
the French ambaffador in his ‘memorial&i”z;j;’
¢¢ that the coaft of Acadia, or Nova Scotia ex:
tended from L’Ifle Percée [near Cape Rofiers]
to St. George’s ifland [or river] and was pofiefs-
ed by the French, till taken in 1664, [meaning
¢ 1654] and reftored again in 1667.” °

(£
¢

(11

In 1686, King Fames 1I. figned a neutrality
with Lewis XIV. for all North America, by
which thofe forts were again given up to the
.Frem/y : but the Ewuglh, not able to digeft the
incroachments of thofe reftlefs and artful neigh-
bours, in extending their bounds weftward tt))e—
yond Nova Scotiz, under pretence of its being
part of Acadia (by which name only it was
given up by the two preceding treaties ot §z. Ger-
main and Breda) therefore in 1687, the governor
of New England difpofiefled the baron §z. Cafiin,
who had repaired the fort of Pentagoer (which
the Dutch fome years before had demolifhed) al-
ledging that all the country, as far as the river of
8t. Croix, belonged to his government *.  On this
occafion,the fame year,Meffieurs Barillonand Box-
repas ambaflador and envoy extraordinary, ap-
pointed commiflioners to f{ittle the neutrality a-

* Ibid, p. 520, '
| 4 greed
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greed on in 1686, with regard to American limits,
complained in a memorial againft the Znglih,
¢¢ for feizing the thips and goods of Cafiin at
“ Pentagoet, {ituated in the province of Acadiay
“ and exprefly declared that Acadia belonged
¢ to their king; and that, by the treaty of Breda,
¢ Art. 1o.and rr1. it was delivered as fuch
““ by Sir Thomas Temple to Le Grand Fontaine,
¢ and by name the fort and habitation of Pen-
“ tagoer;” reciting that tranfaction at large, as
before fet forth. |

- 'The French, unable of themfelves to preferve
the coaft from Pentagoesr to Kinibeki, {tirred
up the Abnagui Indians, who furprifed not only
Pemaguid fort, but f{everal other little ones,
which the Euglifb had on the Kiunibeki. This
conduét fo enraged the colony of Rofon, that
governor Phipps refolved to make an abfolute
conqueft of the whole province of Nova Scotia,
or Acadia, which he effeéted in 16go; but in
1691, it wasretaken by Fillabon. However,
the Englifb this year recovered Pemaquid, which

Villzbon in vain attempted the next. In 1696

it was furrendered, by governor Chub, to the
Lrench joined by the fame Indians.

In 1697, the peace of Ryfwick was concluded :
in confequence of which Nova Scotic was given
up, tho” not exprefly named in ity the French,
in all the {urrenders made to them, contriving
to have the name only of “radia employed, as
well to avoid acknowledging that ufed by the
Englifh, as becaufe the fuppreflion of it might
“better {ferve their views. Accordingly the French
dmbaflador at London infited (as Colber: had
rlone after the treaty of Brede) ¢ That its ancient

¢ bounsd

“ bound Lo ]
¢ bounds were from Cu»p

| . ! pe Rofliers, nioh (Cafse
“ to the river Kinibet +» dhers, nigh Gafpiey

And My Vi

. . P i . ~ « ZZ/

French governor of Acadia, in a letter to ovﬂ_ém’

nor Stoughton, dated the 5th of Seprempe i%ve;
3- 9 )

complaining of the incroachment of New E

ffmd’ fays, < I am likewife éxpreﬂy order”}g{
on the part of his Majefty, to mangy e} -
bounds which are between Now Ly Zam? and

us, which are from the head of the ;%v;:r ,1522

beki to its mouth leavi
reki to it » leaving the flres -
both nations.” R - ﬁ¢e to

(419
(13
€<

£

But altho’ the Fyench did not get 3] Wh’ 1
they demanded by this treaty, yett) the oa'lccll
fomewha't more than they had by that o}f{ Erlze_
f9r the limits of Aradiz were fixed at the e.t,}g/;.
St George, about half g degree more weft I:hel
Pentagoet, and within i 2 miles of Pemczgzz?d .

Obferve, in what 3 flidino 7 ;
relates this tranfa&ion : “d Xﬁh@’?gnfzgsc ﬁ?f{ivféx
:: ‘b}r;)unds ?f New France, on this_foutherr’l .coafg
) {:« ngon t call it elt.her Aradia or Noy, Scotial}
« f‘ah been fixed [.nelthe'r. will he tell us when
‘ Iord cl)w]lat th; river Kinibeki 5 and that they -
“ 1;‘ ately drw?n the Eunglifh out of Pemquit
) [ Pemaguid] which ought to haye belonged

to them by virtue of the treaty, yet, as ‘the

* Lnglifh had returned thigl o
“ De Tallord and "D’ Horbams, (or s ueurs

:: H?lii.ﬁoncrs, were obliged
) gfls backward, and fix them at the river.
« 5 George, fituated almoft midway between
5 tnibeki and Pentagoet. This was fettled in

1700, bY_M"- De Villnen, on the part of the
) moft Cé;rzﬁz_c.m King 5 and by Mr. Soudris on
* the partof his Britany, Majefty * 2 ’

* Tom. 2. p, 230.

ut, the king’s com-
to remove their fron-

<

What
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What this authorfwguldd\gx_}gglgf C((;);;i;};
wiz. that the country fo boundc by ‘fo.mh rges
river, and which he d,enom'mates ! ath coat

{ New France, was /Emdz.a, appears
gfteﬁatives “propofed, @ml the} 91:}};-[ ;72701?&11;8(?
fecretary Vernom, relating to mei can it
The fielt article has thefe words PSP
¢ the limits of France, on this 1S e o g,” .
<« {hould be reftrained to the river oZ. ge.

During Queen Anne’s war with Frfzgzzc;’,‘ fevcggﬁ
qttemptsqvverg made to recover N01}a €0 z;; ,{em
& ) v

. leneth, in 1710, general Nicholfon w .
who veds Por val. and brought Nova
who reduced Port Royal, - 1ght ot
Scotis more under the obedien
wcolig once | o E Sube
ismd. On examining the c'omm{f ARl

> the governor from Lewis X1V. _ﬁ:r W y

s e «« To Daniel Auger de
s0 be addrefied thus, Do Auger o
«c Subercaffe, Knight of S2. fe-fﬁs, agsoand or of
‘ odic, : eton, the 1lan _
so. deadia, of Cape Breton, n

{ , reat river
1 ' ¢ Rofier of the g ve
s¢ adjacent, from Cap ’ iver

« Sy, Lawrence, as far as the eaft parts of Qs

in ioati or fafe -con-
¢ pec2?  And, in an obligation ft

; him
to the Ewgli/b, who were to convoy hll
gglélgf;(:zce, he .{%Ttiles himfelf governor gfmff;lﬂj;ii
§2¢. in the fame terms with hl.sh;:{o miffions.
¥From hence we )fee- that, notwu}:1 . }fnﬁxeﬁ the
formal agreement in 1700, W g‘; Jxed the
bounds of Acadia at the river i Groixs o
Freuch, in their ‘comr_mﬁions gwer;] fo the go-
vernors of Acadia, ftill kept. u}g t oI
the ancient boundsf a%g rggmlz;zm'nY As if “they
the treaty © . : As-

f;ﬁe fuch. ggfeemcnt, only to ferve z;tgéif;rex::
turn, without any defign of keeping it

t 1 - their conveniency
than they thought 1t fgr it o
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not to break it; and their condu@ fince has
verified this remark. s

Not long after this, negotiations for ‘peace
were fet on foots and on Fume the 10th, 1 12,
Lewis XIV. propofed ' to give up “ Placensin
¢ Forty all Newfoundland and irs fithery, the
“ ifles of St. Martin and Bartholomew, if

Queen Anne would confént to reftore Acadia,
“ of which the river Sz. George thould thereafter
““ be the bounds.” But Queen Anne, rejelting
that offer, infifted that all Nove Scotia thould
be given up, and its name inferted in the treaty,
as well as that of Aradia; likewife that Port
Royal, lately taken, thould be exprefly mention-
ed : which things were accordingly done in the
12th article of that treaty, in the following
terms ¥, << Art, 12. The moft Chriftian King
“ fhall take care to have delivered to the Queen

[19

* Dominus Rex Chriftianiffimus, eodem quo pacis prefen-
tis rati habitiones commutabuntur die dominz regine Magna
Britannie literas tabulafve, folennes et authenticas tradendas
curabit; quarum vigore infulam St. Chriftophori per fub-
ditos Britannicos, figillatim de hinc poflidendam, Novam
Scotiam quoque five Acadiam totami, /Jimitibus Juis antiquis
comprebenfam, ut et portu® regii urbem, ‘nunc Annapolin
Regiam ditam, czteralque omnia in iftis regionibus qua ab
lifdem terris et-infulis pendent, unacum earundem infularum
térrarum et locorum dominio, proprietate, pofleflione et guo-
cungue jure, five per pada, Jfive alio modo queafito, quod Rex

-Chriftianiffimus Coronz Galliz aut ejufdem fubditi quicunque

ad di¢tas infulas, terras et loca eorumque incolas hatenus
habuerunt, Regina Magnz Britanniz ejufdemque coronz in
petpztuum cedi conftabit et transferri, prout eadem omnia nunc
cedit ac transfert Rex Chriftianifimus, idque tam amplis modo |
et forma, ut Regis Chriftianiflimi fubditis in dictis maribus
finubus, aliifque locis ad littora Novz Scotie, ea nempe quaz
Earam refpiciunt, intra triginta leucas incipiendo ab infula

vulgo Sable dicta, edque inclufa et Africun: Vverfus pergendo,
omnis pifcatura interdicatur, : '

« of
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¢ of Great Britain on the fame day that the rati-
“¢ fication of this treaty fhall be exchanged,
¢ folemn and authentic letters or inftruments,
“ by virtue whereof it fhall appear, that the
« ifland of Sz. Chriftophers is to be poflefled
¢ alone hereafter by Britifb Subjefls 5 likewile
<< all Nove Scotia or Acadia, with its ancient
¢¢ boundaries ; as' alfo the city of Port Royal,
« now called Annapolis Royal, and all oiher things
“« in thofe parts, which depend on the [aid lands
““ and iflands 5 together with the dominion, pro-
‘¢ perty and pofleflion of the faid iflands, lands
¢ and places : and all right whatfoever by ireaties,
< o7 by any other way obtain’d, which the miof
¢ Chriftian King, the crown of France, or any
‘< the [nbjefls thereof bave hitherto had to the
“ [aid iflands, lands and places, and the inha-
« bitants of the fame, are yiclded and made

~

¢« over to the Queen of Great Britain, and to

¢« her crown for ever, as the moft Chriftian King
¢ doth at prefent yield and make over all the
¢ particulars above-faid 5 and that, iz fuch
<« gmple manner and form, that the fubjects of
s the Moft Chriftian King fhall hereafter be ex-
¢¢ cluded from all kind of fithing in the faid
<< f{eas, bays, and other places on the coafts of
« Nova Scotia; that is to fay, on thofe which
¢« lie towards the eaft, within 30 leagues, be-
€ ginning from the ifland commonly called
< Sable, and thence f{tretching along towards
¢ the fouth-weft.” |

Tt was thought ncw, by a treaty fo ftrongly
worded, and in which the name of the country
ufed by the Englifh, as well as French, had been
inferted, that all pretence for cavils or difputes

would have been prevented : but in ‘1719, the

rench
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French began to raife obje@iong about th
boLlnfis of Nowva Scotia, and commiffioners ot
ap_pomted; but thofe on their fide did not et
The reafons why, are not mentioned - bLmeet.
fuppofe it was, becaufe they were af}.lam}étd nyf?
offer the objections communicated to the t%
they \VGl’C.'leCh barefaced falfehoods andn::d%
culous quibbles, as thofe mentioned by 6‘1901”[1-
voix and his followers: for France, to be ﬁ; .
has men of honour, as well as other countfig?
However that be, it may be prefumed that Mr.
William De 1. Ifle, the King of France’s princi. 1‘1
geographer, had inftru&ions to curtail tgg lirg)if ;
alligned by the Engli/h to Nova Scotip - for iLs
his map of America, publifhed in 1723, he ren
{trains the name of Aadiz to a lttle !::fs the -
the peninfula, which, in his maps of NO?‘?Z
America and New France, publithed in 1500 and
1703, as before mentioned, he had “e/xtf‘znded

ir 5 O .

lels condu is not to be wondered at in Mr.
De L’ fle, who took all occafions to defraud th‘
E}glzﬁ, fo far as he was able to defraud Ltlhemc-
of their rights.  In the two maps haft cited he
hath exhibited Acadic two thirds lefs than he

ought to have done, according to the authorit
%f C/y;zm_p[czi;z, and the szbf@qJéﬁt grants of h?sr
thl;;%sg l?oxfrobomted by treaties.  But fuppofing
1ave been owing more to want of car-

. e \
Tying his refearches deep enough, than to defign,
-, R o)

}‘:/ifn llg‘ziet-bxiotr roésgm to think fo favourably of
'ifhe,d o r; 8pe Fto1 his map of Louifiana, pub-
Cor ! (;)7. 8. or he }ias there transferred all
withine o hi Own nation, by inclofing it
| ¢ green line, as part of Louifiana,

: ' altho’,
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altho’, in his map of Mexico in 1703, he places
it among the Englifb territories. To fupport
this bold geographical depredation with a co-
lour of juftice, under the name of Carolina he
writes < That it was fo called in honour of
« Charles TX by the French; who difcovered,
¢ took poﬁefﬁonof it, and fettled there,in 15 W7
By the defe&t in the date, Mr. De L’ Ifle {feems
on this occafion to have depended for the whole
on his memory, which doubtlefs had deceived

him. In Laudonmiere’s voyage we mect indeed

with a fort built by him in 1564, at the mouth
of the river May, which he named La Caro-
Jine ; but not one word of giving that appella-
tion to the country. Our neighbours are very
dextrous at either expanding, or contrating 3
for, whenever they pleafe, they can turn a fingle
fort into a large country, and reduce a large
country into a piece of coaft. The author of
the late fix fheet map of America, has taken
notice of his infincerity in fupprefling the king-
dom of New Albion on the wefl coaft of Ame-
rica, and changing the name of Bay Sir Fran-
ois Drake, into that of St. Francifco. I fay of
his infincerity : for in his map of the countries
fituated to the north weft, made in 1696 *, he in-
ferts the country of New Albion, and gives to
the port the name of Francis Drake.

" The conduét of other French geographers,
fince the treaty of Utrecht, with refpect to the
country in queftion, is no lefs repugnant to the
preceding authorities than that of Mr. De L’Ifle.
M. Bellin, in his map of New France, made in

% It makes the third of the particular maps publifhed by
his brother Fos. Nicholas de- L’ Ifle, the aftronomer, in 1752
on occafion ofithe difcoveries 4o the north of the South Sea.

17445
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5744 for Charlevoin®s hiftory, gives
mnf.ula the name of Acadia, ,:m% to Kl) the pe-
Main thatof Nova Scotia : whereas h o ot
have given to the whole either on: Ou~ght y
of ;he names, in order to make his maox bqth
;r]lt the lac.counts of the; earlieft Voyace}zsagareg

e regulations of treaties. Mr. Belip. - "
n;lap of the fame country which he Vﬁ;bll?ﬂuhl(si
;} i{el yearlfoliewxgg, detached from Cé{;g;.‘ggmi;q
b ém;y;‘ 123 omitted the name of Nova Swﬁ;
ane - tChf) {Eit ef not}u;rn main without any name,
Acadia over S}F Pying 1t, by extending chat OE
: e whole. =

egc;r goes Mr. Danville on this occafion ap-
%d/m ) Ie lefs perplexed and at a lofs than M.
fllin.. n his map of America; publithed in
7/‘574 ,_he.divides the country fouth of $r. Faw
” . . ‘ -
ghece;v :;'ceg, byd a pricked line carried north from
i 1atitud§m}r osl r(:f WNhew England, to 46 degrees
1€, ence it runs near '
north, through the ¢ o 5
country to the gulf
: ‘the T ulf of
_g.)ﬂ;ce{lrmce, where it terminates abougf 10 mifg
Greme gg;th QTfhthc ithmus of Skeguikto, and
. . e country to th i
[reen B K y e north of th
R ich contains abov i o
_ e two thirds of
whole, he allot : Ay
s to France, by colouring
ot g . » by colouring it green
it no particular name ¥ o
but gi only b i
; | , intruding
vxvl(t)zl(ljt the é‘aﬁ letter of the name Zf z'mzm’a ?1%
, poflibly confider it “of
would | ol ler as part of th
untry 3 which yet originally Wap he kne .
confined to th e ver §¢. Lo,
ponined t e north fide of the river §z. Law-
(i an only one of three provinces into
‘that country was divided. He does

the fame by the country fouth of it, affien
y  diliglls=

Ing to i e i
1g to it the name neither of Nova Scotiz nor

- Aecadia 5 which laft he confines folely to the

peninfula,
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peninfula, but aferibes both to the Fnghjh do-
minions, by colouring them red.

T Bis reprefentation of the country 1n 1que'z_»-
fion. is fo very inconfiftent with the aqtilori%
10N . "
ies "above mentioned, that one wpuéd Za‘mix’s
o oine Mr. D’ Anville had trufted to Charlevor $
Imabltno’f things, inftead of having had l‘(fCOLE e
e orieinal authors This is the more proba-
to the origi aUthOlol; the name either of Nova
ble 2 e hjls ndo't glt‘;ethe north-main or any part

tia, OF Acadid, ! : ; :
Sgoit . and by this means the portion \in}lChrl(];-
OlloW; to the Englifb, becoines the namelehs g
a'nce to be found in Charlevoix, as hath been
vi

before oblerved.

Our remark fcems.to be fgfth@&‘f;fniﬁ;ﬁ
by the - alterations, ﬁxll more m{con 1‘1:;(‘6 h
thofe authorities, which he hgxth ince .'ha\;ina
the late impreflions of the fame map e

{ . dg )
twice contracted, inftead of enlarging, the boun

{ the Englifp poflefions in Nova  Scotia tgg
?1 dia. The firft time he rei’tralped them t}? he
Crfin;l;la by drawing the red line throu% ~_t11;
’.'){ghmus of Shegnikto : by the fecond ‘cal{ ratloc:e
; reduces the Znuglifb pretenfions to little mt}‘]e

: o
,tllfan one half of the peninfula; by dx‘;w;]n.ouo‘h
artition line from Shedabuktu or Mz{fto)r )t txo gh

‘ : linas bay, to
che try fouthward of_]i{ . . ;
the t}iogzréﬁycoaﬁ But, as thefe altexémoqslarg
marke rick ines, -and:the firft pricke

ick andithe P

ked by pricked l‘mes, e |
f?r?el ~-isk noz grafed, ‘who know;s but hthey ?}i‘:

in the colouring ? or if not, that on

iftakes in the colouring t or 1 1 At

Emt{tt:x}information, Mr. D’Aﬂfvzlk mgl.y‘ref{’tore ég
Een lifh, by a third ftroke of the ‘pencxl,f o n};}ﬁ
as %e I:as deprived them of by the two iirlt,

] : th
7 rotia; or the couny'y {fou ]
if not to all Nova Sco i, h

- ba9] |
bf St. Lawreince river 5 as from his known cha-
racter of integrity I am perfuaded he - would
have done; had he met with the paflage - of
Champlain {o often mentioned. |

- As he has. not done it; I také it for gianted,
that it did not occur to him : nor can [ other-
wife: account either for the bounds afligned by
him-in the firft impreffion’of his ‘map; or for
the alterations made in the {econd and third.
For if he was acquainted with the limits given
to dcadia by Champlasin; or claimed by France
in all her treaties with England, in confequence
of the treaty of St. Germain, I cannot conceive
how he could have afcribed to Acadia no
greater extent of country in the firft impreflions
of his map; and if he ‘had judged the objec:
tions ftarted againft the treaty of Utrechr to
have been of any weight, T am as much at 4
lofs to conceive how he came to give it {o much.
On the other hand, if he was not fenfible of ..
their weight when he firft publithed his map,
I fhould be glad to know upon what grounds
he came to be better fatisSed fince s and how it

“happened that he was not made fenfible of his

miftakes all at once, but was obliged to alter
his map twice upon the oecafion.

Thefe confiderations induce me to believe
that it was for want of {ufficient information ;
for whether he made ufe of Denys; or depended
on Charlevoix; he could not find his doubts res
folved by either: for the firft, as hath been ob-
ferved, did not meddle with the bounds or divi- -
fion of Aradia into provinces; and the bufinefs
of the latter was to puzzle and miflead, not to
inform, In thort; without confulting Céamplaz}f'zg,

B Ja}
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{o as to difcover the paffage in view, he could
not decide with certainty, touching the ancient

* limits, “or rather the moft ancient limits, of  the

countty in queftion: for this reafon I' will not.
charge the alterations with refpetto 4cadia, made
in the feveral editions of Mr. D’ Anville’s map, as
done with a f{inifter view, to injure the Britifh
intereft -in that country, by diminifhing its
bounds ; altho’ perfons whofe enquiries go no
fartherthan the maps, may be induced thereby, on
the opinion which the world has juftly entertained
of his knowledge and abilities, to believe the late
encroachments of his nation, in that part of
America atleaft, to be juft. | :

*Tis true, that Mr. D’ Anville, in anfwer to a
charge of marking the bounds of fome Britifb
dominions in America amifs, exprefles a fur-
prize < That any body fhould imagine a thing
¢ of this kind done by a geographer, could
* be either of prejudice or 'advantage to the

-« rightsof crowned heads *.”” I am furprized at
it, no lefs than he’; for it would be ftrange in-
deed, if -the bounds of kingdoms, any more
than the fituations of places, were to depend on
the arbitrary will of the geographers: that would
be to have kingdoms at their difpofal. But then,
I fee it has been the cafe ;3 and at thisinftant
the maps but juft now mentioned are produced
as arguments, to fupport the French allegations.
*Tis hoped however, that for the future, thofe
- things .will not be offered as proof, which fo
eminent-a geographer has declared to be no
_proof; arid has demonftrated to be none, by
varying in a few. years fo often, and every time

- * See Mr. Danville’s letter, fur une copie de la carte de

PAmer. Septent: ap. Mem. Franc. Mars. 1751, p. 135-

fo

foconfiderably, from giélfel]. 1n effe, toaljedoe
the authority of difcording gebgfaphérs,, forafcers
taining the bounds.of Acadia, would be ag i
\_dj{lculous' as to undertake to do.th’e fame from
the triangular form of the peninfula, which I
haye been told fome have a&ually done. Nor is
ft at all unlikely : fince; after what has been re-
marked of Cherlevoix, and his followers, there
is. no. extravagant demand or affertion s no
- inconliftency or chicanry, within the compaf§
of invention, which the Fresch may not be
capable of having recourfe to, when they have
any favourite point in view. But to proceed,

_ Other late geographers have gone farther
ftill in this pracice of currailing the Brisifp
territories, Mefs. Fos. Nicholas de L’ Jfle, bro-
Fhﬁf of William, and Buache the latter’s fon-in-law.
Who fucceeded him in the poft of premiet geoora:
pher, in their general map of the new d{/&ovz'iés_
20 the north of the Jouth fea; publithed in 1752,
feem to follow the tripartite divifion mentioned
by Charleveis, as before cited 3 and Mr, Roberr,
in his late map of Canada 1753, the quadrupar-
tite divifion, fathered by the fame author on De-
#ys; or elfe that wild conftru&ion which he would
fo abfurdly, as well as falfely, fix on.the words
Q‘f ’Ciazzmg)la'z'n : for that gle‘ographe_r _‘céhﬁn‘e.s thé
name .of  Acadia to the.fouth and weft coaft
only of the peninfula; with the -addition how-
ever of Port Royal, to make it, 4s he thinks,
conformable to the treaty of Utrechr. But _wh;
fhould he follow the opinion of two authors
only - (fuppofing it was their opinion, for we
have fhewn the contrary) when his guide in-
formed him, but a little before; that Acadia; in

the fentinments of all the geographers and hifto-
‘ ' 2 riang
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rians who have written with accuracy, includes

the whole peninfula ? muft I, on this occafion,

fuppofe that he rejects authority to obey orders ?

Or, muft I apply to him the words of a certain

author, which were thought to have wanted an
application : ¢ What difcoveries might not be

< made, if people would copy lefs, and give
¢ themfelves the trouble to draw from the foun-
¢ tain-head* ?” Had Mr. Robert followed
that rule, and confulted Champlain himfelf, he
could never have erred fo thamefully. as he has
done in this fingle inftance. =

But however confiderable this depredation

© may feem, it is but a trifle compared with ano-
ther, which Mr. Rober? to fignalize himfelf, we
prefume, for his addrefs in geographical flight-
of—band, has committed ‘in the fame map ; for
by the dtle of it, he has made a_feizure not
only of that whole province, but of all the Bri-
tifb territories in general. It runs thus, A map
of the countries known by the name of Canada ;
in which are diffinguifbed the poffeffions of the
French and Englith. Mr. R. being an enter-
prizing gentleman, was refolved to ftrike a bold
ftroke at once, and diftance all the other French

geographers to fuch a degree, that it thould not -

be 1in the power of any of them to go beyond
“him. He was certainly in the right of it, when
~ his hand was in, not to mince the matter : for
‘the Firench may as well lay claim to the whole as
apart. - ‘Asto his afcribing the province of Ca-

volina to Canada, which Mr. William de L Ifle-

afcribed to Louifiana, or the impropriety of ex-
tending the Name of Canada over all the Britifs

* Sce ]o’urnalOEconomique, Sept. 1753, p. 88.
: L | dominions
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ominions in America, which in its orjo} '
Gomimions in 7 > Whic s original ftate
mall province in the neighbourhood
of .ngeé’e/ez as VYIU be thewn lower down ; they
are but trifling inconfiftencies, which the French

geographers think no impeachment of either-

their knowledge or integrity, any more than
their contradicting one another {o 'enormouﬂy
about the bounds of Aeadia. Charlevoix fofged
‘fc::.veral kinds of “erroneous bounds for them
without deelaring for any of them himfelf ; and
they by adopting every one a different party,
contradiét’ or difagree with each other. On
this occafion, I may obferve, that, at the fame
time they feem to ftrive who fhall deviate from
the truth, and curtail the Englifb pretenfions
moft, they, by their wide difagreement fhew
how much at a lofs they are what to fix on, and
how little grounds they have for what they do.

) Thcir difagreement, which in'fea]itfy,r'at' once
difcredits and overthrows their fyftem, is a {uf-

ficient refutation of what they would advance ;

as well as a fufficient anfwer to thofe who would
build their demands on fuch feeble and preca-
rious authority. However that be, there is no
doubt but Mr. Buacke (who is fo fond of cAV'er‘y'
production of his own brain, that he will not
part with one.of them, however monftrous or
deformed, when once his  imagination has
brought it forth 5 and has actually fallen ‘out
vsfxth_his brother de L’ Ifle for _corré&ing fome of
hx§ errors) will, with due acrimony, = refent
this impeachment, of his father-in-law’s inte-.
grity. or 1kill, by Mr. Robers, (with whom alfo
he is at variance on the fame occafion as with
his brother,) and oblige him to reftore Carolina
to Louifiana, 1In this, perhaps, he may have

E 3 more
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more to fay for himf{elf than he has faid, in his

difingenuous and ridiculous defence of the blun-
dering fituation which he has given to ‘the Rio

“de los” Reys®, and. other places, in his ‘miap of

t/oe new dzfcofverzes io me norib af the South fea.

But it is time to return from whence We

dlgreﬁ‘ed

Muft it not feem furpuzmo to every body,
that notwithftanding by feveral treaties we gave
up Nova Scotia to the French, when only A’cczdzcz
was mentioned ; yet now they refufe to give

"back the fame country, ‘tho’ it was ceded un-
‘der both names by the treaty of Utrecht? But
“the pretence for fuch ﬁrancre reduétions is fill
“more furprizing, as it is taken from. that very
‘treaty which was made on purpofe to prevem:

any fuch pretences 3 and: from words which ab-
folutely deftroy them. The words, according

“to the orlgmal Lm‘m, are, ¢ Novam. Scotiam ﬁve

<« Aradiam totam, limitibus fuis comprehenfam,
< ut-et Annapoum s thatis, All Nova Scotia or
% Acadia with its ancient limits, and alfo Port-
“ Reyal” In thefe w01ds, it feems, they have
‘found out two forts of arguments, properly
‘called Quibbles, by which they pretend to prove,
That Engkmd is by the treaty intitled to no
more than a part of the penmfu a of Now Sca—
mz, or the whoie at mofc

* For he p'aces the mouth Of that river in *he latitude

of 63 dcgrees, inftead "of"’ 535 "contrary both to the Journal

afcnbed to. De: Foute, and the expxefs defign of the voyage ;
which laft -objection, found ‘in the Remarks before’ menfi-

: oncd hc for that reafon never takes notice of

The
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The firt is extorted from the words, All Nova
Scotia, or dcadia, with' its antient boundaries.

The fecond from the words, Aﬂd alfo Af';mm ,

polzs Royal.

“'With regard to the ﬁr{’c argument, they pre-
tend, that T ‘the words' Ancient limits refer fole-
“ly to Aéadia, whofe bounds originally being
¢« yery -fmall, thofe” words were mferted by
“ France to llmlt Novg Scotzzz.” ,

falﬂlOOdS. :

Fn‘ﬂ, in gﬁ‘irmmg that the words ancient Zz-
mits were inferted by France ; whereas’ thcy were
inferted at the inftance of Mr: Sedrerary §z. Fobn
(afterwards Lord Bolingbroke) to Mr. de T grey.
Whence it follows that they could ot be i in-
{erted to limit Nova: Scotia 5 for the ‘Englifh mi-
nifters did not want to leffen the “Britifh - pre-
tenfions : ‘ror would France have fuffered tHe

Now this allecauon 1s made up of feveral

- name of Nova Scotia only, to be'inférted after-

wards, in the part which relates to the ﬁfhery, if
they had. mferted the WOrd /{mdm here Wlth any

~fuch defign.

"The fecond falthood is in afﬁrmmg that the

ancient (by which are meant the. Qriginal) li-

mits of Acadia, were very fmall ; fince, accord-
ing to Champlain himfelf, the fat]aer and founder
of the fettlements in Cangda, as. the French. call
him, théy exceeded thofe of Nova Scotia in their
firft eftablifhment by King -Fames I. in- 1621,

.And fince that author, the ﬁri’c who hath men-

rwer ‘St. chweme to be the boundary of that
country, this river muft “be confidered. as its

E 4 ' ancient,

\
™
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ancient, or rather moft ancient limit, whether ig
had any other before his time or not.

And here it muft be obferved, that the pof-
feffion of this teftimony of Champlain is of
great importance in the queftion ; as it will be
a - perpetual bar. againft the French claims, and

-2 decifive anfwer to all objéé"ci'ons. which may
- be grounded, on the words antient limits, -or any

other found in- the treaty relative thereto :
for what are a thoufand inferential arguments
againft ‘ene; pofitive voucher ? Such arguments
indeed,- when the cafe will admit of no other,
may be confidered as fair reafoning ; 'b,ut.‘muﬂ:
be looked: on as mere chicane and  quibble,

when {et to oppofe abfolute prqofs,.;-f o

" As therefore a clear teftimony or fa& like
this, is. not be difputed, ‘and is more eaﬁly,,_un,_-
derftood than a courfe of .arguments, we might
"fpyare ourfelves the trouble of dwelling any longer
on this topic: but being defirous thoroughly
to expole  the injuftice and fallacy of the-ob-
jection, we . fhall undertake to' thew, from the
obvious meaning of the words themfelves, -

folely to Aeadia.

2. That in cafe they did,"yd they WQUld,ﬁQ?
limit or reduce thofe of Nova Scotig.

3. That fuppofing they did limit or re-

duce Nova Scotia, and - the ancient boinds of.
Acadia were as fcanty as the French pretend,

yet the Englyh pretenfions would not be leffen-
ed thereby, S RO

| I That

-1. That the words antient limits do 'DQt,,réfC;lf |

"""""""""""
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I. That the words ancient Iimits do not relate
to Acadia only, or more to it than to Nopas
Scotia, is clear from the form of ‘expreflion, and
natural conftrution of the words,.. -
- For as the country of Nova Scotia and Acadia,
however differentor diverfified by fituation,dimen:
fions, or otherwife, before their union, become;
by the words of the treaty, not only infeparably
united, but alfo identified, or one and the fame ;
Therefore nothing can be appliedto " either, as

in their feparate flate, but what muft relate o

the whole in ' their united ftate, .-

~In like manner, the names' Nova Secotiz, and

Acadia, however different - before in their fig-
nification, on account of the countries which

‘they denominated, in virtue of the words of

the treaty, become fynonimous, or fignify one
and the fame thing: So that whatever is ap-
plied to one is applied to the other, or equally
affects both. - And thus the. words ancient limits,

as well as the adjunét 4/, do not relate moretoone |

than to the other.

In Cﬁ'é&,,-thé' Words ha.x:re the fame force' as

if théy had ftood thus, 4/ Novs Scotia, with -

its ancient limits, ond all Acadia with its ancient
limits.; as they muft have ftood, had the coun-
tries: ceded been different infituation : But - as

- they were fuppofed to have ‘been co-extended

before, or at leaft one included within the bounds
of the other, therefore the prefent form of ftile
was ufed, which faves the repetition of the
words in queftion, T

— “‘
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It is for this reafon, that we render the pai-
fage Nova Scotia. or Acadia, with its ancient li-
 mizs, rather than with their ancient limits 5 for
the Latin will admit of this way as well as the
other ; and thus it muft be rendered, if the
countries be confidered in their, feparate ftate,
as the French, on this occafion, would have
them. | O .. ,

" II. It isevident then, that the words ancient k-
anits do. not relate to Acadia only 3 but in
cafe they did, they could not Jimit or -reduce
Nova Scotia : 1t would only follow that Acadia,
according to its antient bounds, was equivalent
to Nova Scotia 5. for the whele of both countries
being ceded, as before fet forth, there could
be no fuch reduction. "

" But in cafe Acadia had been lefs than Nova
Scatiay that -would make no alteration in the
queftion : for the words unite or tucorporate the
two ; they do not curtail either in order to make
one country equal to. the other; they operate not
by reducing Nova Scotia to the diminutive fize

of Acadia, but by enlarging Acadia to the full
extent of Nova Scotia. W here two countries of

nnequal bignefs are united, will any body pre-

tend to fay, that ‘by the union the larger is re-
duced to the dimenfions. of: the fimaller, unlefs
fuch reduion had been exprefly fpecified in
the article ? Let them, produce an ‘inftance of

fuch an-abfurdity,"if they. can. o

" The words taketi feparately alfo declare in the
ftrongeft manner, againit any, fuch meaning, with

which they are wholly incompatible. On one

hand, to apply the word 4/l to cither of the

countries in queftion, under fuch fcanty dimen-

fome other method, ¢

{593

- fions as they are reprefented wich by the French

looks more like jeft than earpeft, : :
:_kery of nonfenfe is. it to c_le‘c:'lazr‘e,'t'ha‘iV ?}61: Zj}fr) cle
of fuch .;xtcnﬁye countries is yielded' whgn
only a piece of fea-coaft is yiclded ; “not the
hundredth part of the whole ! A mighty 4,
truly ! Rifum teneatis? Ta fay all Nova }:S‘-coti;
or Acadia,-that is, only a part of Nova Scotis
or dqugq s or elfe, all Nova Scotia or Aradia ,
Fh?t_ ;s,.‘.a_ll_ Acadia, and only a part‘ of No‘b;
-’SMM? 15 a contradiction in terms ; and.yet one
of thefe -I'nuﬁ’bf? the 'mcaning',ih the fenfe of the
French, if they mean any thing. On the. other
bapd, if no more be ceded than a bare coaft,
or the peninfula, how can all, or the whole of
both, be faid to be given up ? — And if all, or
"thcwh‘qlc ~of both be given up, how can’ it be
pretended  that only a part is given up ? It
cannot be pretended, that Aradia, under- fuch
contratted bounds, is equal to Nove Scotizs
or that, if only Aradia was ylelded “une

der thofe circ PO
umftances, all Moy .
Vicded, . rvmitances, oll News Scosta was

PN

" The article being | and ‘fu ‘
_ ahe ar ‘,I:_r;fb“emg worc}ed and fuffered to
paisin the prelent form, is a.plain indication

byl

that ;hg’ French miniflers never intended to li-
mit No‘va/ Scotia, as is pfcté‘ndéd;’“ That all
thould be “mentioned to.be ceded bjr them, and
only a Imall part intended, feems i-mpbf,ﬁblc
If they had intended to limit, or reduce .onc
country to. the other, they would have takén
fome other met] onfiftent with fuch .
fign, and not onc o very repugnint o it. They
would not have faid, all Nova Scatia, or Aeadis
with its antient limits, fhall be\”c'cac,‘d ; but/ ﬁ
much gnly of Nova Scotia fball be. ceded; as an-

Jwers
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fwers to Acadia; wor in the moff AMPLE, bur
in the moff CONTRACTED manucr, according to
its ancient Hmits, which bounds likewife would
have been {pecified, nor would the expence of
either words, or thought, have been much
greater in one cafe than the other : but to fup-

pofe  things were #utended in-a light {o con--

trary ‘to that in which they appear, is to
fay, that the Fremch minifters thought one
thing, and- wrote another ; that they did not
underftand Latinz or Grammar ; that they were
afleep while the article was drawn up and {ign-
ed ; or elfe, what will feem altogether as in-
credible to the world, that the Engli/h had for
once outwitted them. AT

This confideration, likewife, would be fuffi-
cient to overthrow the credit of the affertion,
that the words Acadia, with its ancient limits,
were inferted at the demand of France, if we
had neo other- authority to prove the contrary,
as before fet forth. - In fhort, the only way to
reduce Nova Scotia, by the treaty, to'the limits
they aim at, is to make appear, that, accord-
ing 'to its ancient bounds,it was no larger than
Acadia, according to its ancient bounds ; fup-
poling them to be fuch as they pretend. =~

..Charlevoix probably ‘was aware of this ; and to
obviate the difficulty, took it in his head not
only .to- fupprefs’- one paflfage “of Champlain,
which makes the original limits of Acadia equal
at leaft to. thofe of Nowaz:Scotia, and corrupt
another,  in. order to reduce - fcadia to a bare
coaft, but alfo to affirm, that Nova Scotiz ori-
ginally was no more than that coaft. * But this,
we. prefume, none will be found hardy e‘r‘xoUgI};,f

: like

| [ 6]
like the. jefuit, to venture upon 4 and, befides
the pretepded limiting words are againft fuchat
modification, as they fuppofe Nove Scotiz to have
been greater than Aeadia.

IIL. However, fuppofing, in the laft place, that
we thould grant Charievoix, and his followers
all- they contend for, and allow that the amz'eizz,f
bounds both of Aadia and Noyva Scotia were
no more than .the fouth coaft of the peninfula
yet it would avail him nothing, on his own prin-
ciples, as ffu.ch bounds would be quite out of
the queftion : For by antient bounds they all
along underftand mof antient bounds 5 thercfore
to ufe his own way of ‘reafoning on the fame
occafion, cited at the beginning of this memojr *
“ Thefe are the mof antient limits s whereas thf;
¢ difpute between the Lnglifh and the French
¢ is about the antient bounds of Acadiz or Neve
“ Scotia® -

B Now it muft be confidered, that fince the
time of thofe fuppofed {canty limits, Acadia

~ has often changed its boundaries. In Champlain’s

time they were the river St. Lowrence, and
that of Pemobfeor. In 1632, Lewis XIIL. ex-
tended them weftward to the river Kinibek: -
By the treaty of Breds in 1667, they were re-
ftrained to the river @eﬂoéfw; 5 and by the treéty
of Ryfwickin 1697, inlarged again to the ri-
ver St. George.  So that the antiens bounds of
;fmdia muft fk}e (;ne of the firft three determina-
1ons, any of which will give to Ex all
which the lays claim . E?glﬂﬁd E}n‘
Thus, by a blunder committed in the capital
pont, ‘as well as in the reft, he renders abor-
R ' tive
* Page 7,

e




| [ 62] o
tive his own iniquitous fchemes and lofes alf
the ‘advantages which he propofed by the many
facrifices which he had made of both his under=
ftanding and confciences to bring it into the
world. | ~

W’e have now, 1 prefume, refuted all the

principal argumients raifed by the French on
‘thefe words of the treaty under confideration :

but we muft not quit this head, without let-
ting our teaders fee, ‘how ftrongly the Englif
claim is fupported and enforced by the reft of
‘the article. That the treaty fuppofes no fuch

{fcanty bounds to be ceded, as that author and

his followers alledge, nor any thing lefs than
the whole, both of Novae Scdtia and Acadia, in

- the ampleft manner, and with their moft ex-

tenfive limits, will appear from the extraordinary
circumfpection which is fhewn in wording the
article in general,. more than is to be found in
any preceding treaty on the fame -occafion.
England was not barely content with the men-
tion of Acadia, as in the treaty of Breda, but,
befides the addition of the name of Nova Scotiag
caufed to be inferted every thing elfe which
could be thought proper for conveying and {e-
curing to her fubjeéts the whole, without omit=
ting any thing which might give occafion to
future cavils. For France is ‘obliged to de-
liver up all other things in thofe parts which
depend on. the [aid lands and iflands 5 rogetber
awith the dominion, property, and poffelfion of the

faid lands, iflanids, and places s and all right what=-

foever, by treaties, or by any other -ivay obtaineds
which the moft Chriftian king, the crown. of Frances
or any the [ubjelis thereof, bave bitherto had to
the iflands, landss and places, of inbabitants of
o 4 the
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gﬁme,f%bz‘cb are yielded and made over 1o the
Queen of Great Britain, and to- ber cromy f
ver reat Britam, end to ber crown for

Now let me afk any unprejudiced foreiener.

even a  French man «gixfmfeil)f,‘J \Slll(;et?xe?rigm’
poﬁ}bl}r be imagined, that fo much care e
izl;:nliﬁ]ccllrawt}ng ?]p this article, {o mainf ‘di‘;ffzs
rent xinds of right as well as pofie fon  fien
.:;(gﬁdé ri?}d :1;0 many ftrong Wordi é?m%ilofgre?:g;
more firmly to convey them; only to fecu
Ejscgdgle‘csv }?f hcoa'{’c, o);' at maﬁ-_th}; ;)exfiefgiglr; g?
‘ay Which is not above one fifth £ 0
the whole? For it is clear, fro, e oxn o
-W;Qrdis, that not only the vzrhol-er?af tggthe}éngs
;rl'e;ls to .bg d!elxyered up; but likewife all the
lands, places, iflands, of each country which
at any time the French were ever in ~oﬁ?:ffl X
of, by virtue of treaties or otherw-iff:p N(;(m
as 1t is notorious from the articles of fev Wi
‘treaties between England and France fromelg-l
grants of Lewis XIII. and XIV. as w li‘t‘ ;
’(;f::}r ?,‘uithf}:]ntichaéts, as before men’tio‘n‘ed irf th?i
me: oir, that the Fremch have at various eriod}s-
zézg[r:]tﬁd ?nﬂhbiﬁen‘ in actual poflefiion ofp all the
cor otﬁ;f otf "e'h outh of §¢. Lawrence river, from
e gull ;)f E,‘ ¢ fame name to the river Peuoh-
foor, € n; ; egrge s,, what manner of doubt
fan be @ ad@¢ but that England is intitled to at
dealt {o much by the treaty of Usrechs ?

That thjis is é't-r»uve ftate of o i ‘
| ’ sisa fta ur claim, appears
f‘o Obe conﬁrm d from the following praé?i*rj
o n 7_-4716 t-h¢ IQ'th* 1712, Lewis XIV. offered
o.yield up Newfoundland and other iflands

&< N :
to Queen: #nn, provided fhe would confent

« -
.‘ to reﬂore Acadia, of which the river Sz, George
% fhould




R

L ]b 1s,” as. beforé
&6 1d hereafter be the bounds,™ as,
mef:i:(i)gtlid : but the Queen belrig refo}veddtz:hﬁc
all the country. between New Englan aln th ;,
oulf of St. Lawrence, which fhe .was_dt hen ld
pofieflion of, fthould be formally lee.ld%. u.p-and\
relinquithed by France, reje&ed the o er .btagl 1
is it -likely - that by the’ treaty of Un"‘qc ) he
fhould give up yet miore 2o At the txea%y ‘
Utrecht all, and much more than- \.zvhatl' e:]wf
XIV. wanted us to rei’core, was 10 ourw}an ls1 5
and it appears from the tranfactions yduru.)g.. the
negotiﬂioﬁ; that France efteemed G«realt szﬁazln
0 have been in aéual poffeffion of the w ole
country of Acadia. ,rBy é)\r}e of t:lc griz:?}llng;y
e, fignedin 1711, - L -
:‘1‘1. ttlit)lxelsw(z)ifs tpoelizep, w%at at'the7pubhcat10n there:;
<« of in North America they were po{Te{Teéilolf.- .
Is it not ftrange effrontery then, to prgtc}:}n tA: ,
no more was yielded up to Engla?zd by the %;e.a y;
bf Utrecht -than the’ pemr{fula, or Part’ﬂfo& e
The Erench may as well fay, and in effect 1t 1&
| faying, that inftead of France yielding up at
| N'afv'ﬂf’Scotia or Acadia to us, we yieldit up o)
them, by :tha; (Etreaty. " {}r: ﬂfé&’ir it : }?Etpcéaﬁ;
m t nfaltions © 18 5
gaﬁe-ﬂcﬁ ]t\rfzva Scotia was infifted on by thc:,
Eizg]z'_/b minifters, without the leaft rfildu&lgnl,
and by the treaty it appears tha’,t' the dw ﬁ;
was given up: and yet the French pretend; t «
by the whole is only to be un_derfcqod a part,
contrary to the fact, and contrary go_}'¢afon.

" The fecond argument or cavily }al.ledgecfi E})ly
tthe‘v‘Fi"E]‘/lc;),, is. taken _from the mferugn k (})‘1 ; tarﬁi
words, and alfo Annapolis Reyal: but ‘to._gn;f; 12“15
vgument its full force, we fhall fltate1tin ti C‘W as

of
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of their falfe oracle Charlevoixn, who, after re-
citing the'quadrupartite divifion -of the country
fouth ‘of the river St. Lawrence, by which"
Acadia is reduced to the fouth coaft of ‘the pen-
infulay «© Would not one {ay,” adds he, ¢ that
** the treaty-makers hadinviewthe opinion of the
“ two moft-ancient authors,in relation to Acadia,
“ [meaning Champlain and Denys, as he hath
¢ falfely -quoted them] when they declare, in
¢ the treaty of Utrecht, That the moft chriftian
“ King cedes to the Queen-of England and ber
¢ fucceffors for ever, All Acadia or Nova Sco-
““‘tia, conformable 1g its ancient boundaries, as
““ dglfo'the city of Port Royal now called Annapolis
““ Royal, and in general, every thing which de-
““ pends on the [aid lands and iflands of that
¢ country? For fince this treaty adds.Port
*“ Royalto Acadia or Nova Scotia, it feems from

¢ thence to follow, that the whole peninfula
€L

was not comprized under the name of Acadia
¢ proper or Nowa Scotia *.” .
 To this it is anfwered, that what he would
fallacioufly infer, does not follow, for the fubfe-
quent réafons. 1. Becaufe he {uppoles,  the
plenipotentiaries took only Acadic or Nova Sco-
tia, according to his own imaginary {canty
bounds, under their confideration ; whereas it
appears from what hath been faid in the preced-
ing article, that they had both countfies at large
in. view. 2. Becaufe, if this argument be of
any fignificancy, Port Royal was not comprized
under the name of either Nova Scotia or Acadia
and then he furnithes a reafon why it ought to
have been exprefly mentioned. In effedt, a3

. * Charley, Hik, Noww. Fran. Vol. 1.p. 113, and Vol,
2. p 374
- 'F it

o

G e




[ 661 |

it was fometimes annexed to the government

of the North-main (particularly that name-

s covernment. mentioned by Charlevoix) it
lxili;sx:fh?%e confidered as a feparate 'dxfcrx@: from the
per?infula;' and by virtue of this cc?ﬁlon wel ar{i |
intitled, by that author’s own {hewmg,.lat 'elf‘ :
to fo much of the North-Main as fell witk 1r}
that namelefs govermgent %f yg{&c?ﬁPojznfaé?
wac the capital. 2. Becaufe. Queen 4% -
;égééileﬁifd 'Priéy Seal and Earl Strafford
to demand, ¢ that the French K‘mg thuld g}}rg
< up all claim, by former treaties or otherwile;
« to New Scotland, and e,xpreﬂ'y. to Port Royai,l
« now in our poflefion.” This, I hope w;} ‘
be deemed a fufficient reafon for inferting ‘ the
words, and alfo Port Reyal, if there was -no.

other.

On this occafion I muft obferve, that in ,iu“v
difputes of this nature, ~which con;cernsl .tb\?
meaning of treaties, when any difficulty or 0;1 €
arifes, recourfe ought to be had.io the {f;a;; dg;
tions during the negotiation, as the mMolc prop

' i inj . Unlefs
way for removing Or explaining them. | |

:his method be allowed, France herfelf C%n

thew no title that ever fhe had by treaty t;\)f t Z‘ ,
country in queftion, call it Aeadia or ’m;

Scotin: which evinces how unfair it 1s tg.prh :

rend to take advantage of fingle words int ’f:'

treaty of Ulrecht, contrary to ,t_ble ob;il_?u_s.mean |
ing of -allthe reft, and tenor of the who c.

" Baving confidered the objections of our ?d,.
verfary, I fhall make bold to point out a Iew
corruptions, which. may . be called _forgeries,
which he has committed .in 1:heh abfq}v{s;:t cuatu;n
rom the - f Utrecht. The firlt corrup:
from the - treaty © ook B rrape

Léx1
tion is in writing all. 4cddia or Nova Scotia, in-
ftead of all Nova Scotia or Acadia, By giving
Acadia the preference, he would infinuate, that
the country yielded up was properly and ftriét-
ly no other than Acadic, and not Nyug Scorig,
farther than what might be comprifed of it in-
Acadia : that thus the words ancient boundaries
became appropriated thereto 3 and the bounds
of Nova Scotia- are governed by thofe of deadia.
But as the contrary is the cafe, and Nowve Scoria
1s placed firlt in the treaty ; thofe advantages
~which in that fituation would have accrued to
Acadia, muft be aferibed to Nova Scotiz; andthus

‘his fraud turns againft himfelf.

Secondly, after the words Laonds and Ifands,
he has added . of that couniry; which words
are netin the treaty. And why has he done this ?
Doubtlefs, becaufe he perceived the word lands
might have reference to more than one country,
that is, to both NowasS coiie and Acadia, confider-
ed feperately as diflinét countries. And in reality,
“altho’ it was nieceflary, as thofe countrys were
then united. or fuppofed to be co-extended, that
the words thould run in their prefent form, viz.
All Nova Scotia or Aiadia, yet, they might as
properly be read ail Nova Secotia and Acadia,
as hath been already remarked, and as we find it
exprefled in Cromwell’s grant to La Tour, &c.
And therefore, finice by the treaty every thing
was to -be delivered up to Lngland, which at
any time had appertaiiéd to either of thofe

- countiies 3 without doubt thofe words, the faid
Lands; three times répedtedy refer to them; both
Jointly 4nd feparately confidesed. For otherwife,
we' thould -ouly have found the words, the faid
Land 3 which in firiét propriety of fpecch,

f 2 agree
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aoree Better with the words Nova Scetia or
D . . | . . .
Aeadia.

"1 have yét_éne remark more to make on;thls
occalion. . In the inference thl.ch; he draws
from the words cited by_ hl;n,' he ufes Fhe.term
Acadia proper, which implies that there 1’1‘5 2}1:1
Acddia in general, or at large, fx'ona» which the
lefier is diftinguithed by the word proper, as it

is ufual in books of: geography, when .a pro-
' vince bears the fame name with the kingdom,

as we have already obferved. This Acadia at

i ' imparti r. {peaks
~ large, which our impartial author never {p

of, is Acadia in its ancient and_moﬁ_extt_:ndid
frate, asit exifted from the firft ; that is, in ItHe
time of Champlain, or was fettled by Lewss X111
It is with. this general Acadia that Charlevoix,
and the French geographers, = ought to have
joined Nova Scotia, inftead of the proper Acadia,
as he. has done in confequence of two very falfe
“affertions, wviz. ¢ ‘That ghe; name of Nova Sc}a;
“ tig, in England it {elf, is given only to t e
K peninfula ;3 and that it never extended over
<« both the peninfula and continent at the fame
< time.” But as we have proved the contrary
beyond exception, this alone ought to Obhgff
them to retrat their errors and corrcé’c their
maps., - 1

There is yet another claufe to be taken no-
tice of, in the 12th article of the Utrecht treaty,
which contributes not a little to confirm all
- which we have faid with relation to the bounds
and extent .of Nova Scotia or Acozdm,.asvd‘;h_-
vered Lip b}} the. treaty.- - It. is, that which con-
- cerns the fifhery : for by it the Fyench are -ex-
cluded from oll kind of fifbing, within 30 Zeﬂgz{e;

o

of

~confideration’
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[that is- rivers; ports and banks] oz the couft of
Nova Scotia, ffretching along to the §. 17 of Sable
(or Sandy) ifland.  Obferve firft, that the name
of Nova Scotia only is ufed here, which plainly -
indicates what has been already inlifted on, that
the country or countries comprized under that
name, was the objedt which the Frencd as well
as Luglifo- minifters had chiefly in view. '

ccondly, the Freach are prohibiced to fith
not only in a fingle fea, fuch as wafhes the coaft
of the peninfula between the capes Sable and
Canfo, but alfo in all the feas indefnitely, to
the W.or S.W.of the [lznd Sable : Among
which'is included that of MNowa Scotia, extend-
ing weftward from ‘Sadle ifland to the borders
of New England. In like manner to Nowa Scotia,
within thofe aforefaid Jimits, belong the ba s,
not only of all ifles, 7.z Have and the like,
which are found on the faid coaft ; but alfo the
bays' of :Sr.-Mary, Aunapclis, Minas, Skignektd,
St." Jobn, and $t. Croix, (all excepting the firft
contained in the -great bay of Argal or Fund),
fogether * with that ‘of - Penodfeor more to the

~ Laftly, the words, on thefe which lie towerds
the caft, -imply that "thére were other coafts
belonging: to Nova Scotia, befides ‘thofe under
Now, as thofe referred to by
the words ' above cited, include all which lie
along the feas and bays to the W. or 8. W. of
Lfle Sable ;- that is, all the coafls both of the
peninfula and the main, to the borders of New

Lngland, as hath been proved -in the fecond

‘remark ; confequently the implied coafts muft

Fiag be
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e thofe within, and out of, the St Lawrence.
bay, extending from Cape Canfo ta Cape Roﬁersd }
In'effe& the French, by the claufe above-cite
were tacitly p-rmitted to fifh along this coaft
of Nove Scetia, as not being proh1b1te§1
from fithing in the feas and bays to the eaft
or north of Jfe Sable; but abfolutely excluded
from exercifing that bufinefs on any of the
coalts of Nova Scotia to the weftward ,of“ that
ifle; within 30 leagues of the fhore.

| Hﬁin‘g now done with the"‘ Fremb .Adef}‘)ands.‘
on Nowa Scotia s it can not.be improper, in our
turn, to fet forth the more juft pre'tc.tnﬁops.whléh
the Lnglifb have to Canada. This 1 fhall do
on much better grounds than thofe on-which

Dir. Robert, has ventured to comprize the: Britiflr

dominions, under the name pf 'Camzda,' Withogt al-
ledging any authority. for his 1nnovanonpr_mva~..
fion: nor can he, I'm fure, produce any good one.
Some. authors indeed have called the fame ex-
tent of country - New France, from Verazant's
“difcovery, real or pretended, in 1 524, which yet
was 27 years pofterior ta that of the Cabots : but
1 do not remember that the name of Canada

s - e . .

was ever given to’it by any judicious and equi-
table French geographer before Mr. Robert :
.and this I may veoture to aflert, tfha.t,vhxs na-
tion ‘has, no right of conqueft to thofe domini-
ons, as.the Englifb have to Canada. We-.ground;
our claim to this country. firft, as. being the
prior di{éov‘erers- of all the north part of: America,
, from 34 to 66 degrees of lati_tud'? upd,cr':thcs Cgbazfs,f
in 1497. Secondly, in th@ intire c_opqg‘e._ﬁ;o
it in 1629, by Kirk. Thirdly, on j})ﬁ;g}j@?
of Cromwellin 1655, to D¢ La Tour, Sir Thomas
| | o Templey

o Ll A
Temple, and others; wherein a confiderable part, |
'if not the whole, of Canads, is made over to
thofe proprietors. |

If the French fhould fay, that Conads was
given up to them by the treaty of St. Germain,

in 16325 we dcnj it, and infift, that the places |

‘only ‘were given up, and not the lands: for
which we quote the authorities before menti-
oned, of both King Charles 1. and Cromawell.
Befides, in cafe both had been ceded, yet as the
~conditions of that treaty were never fulfilled,
particularly with refpect to the fums of money
‘made payable thereby, for that reafon, the
whole'is void. It is void alfo by the trefpafs
which the French -have now meade on Nova
Scotia, according to the tenor of Queen Aune’s
manifefto, difperfed -in Canada in 1711 3 when
the expedition for the reduftion of it was on
foot : wherein it is faid, ¢ that Canaedsbelonged
‘¢ to the Englifb, by priority of difcovery; and
¢ that what the Fremch pofiefied there, was by

grants from the Englfh, and confequently
hold it only as a.fief; and therefore where
“the poffeflors turn enemies, it reverts.” Now
for my part, I know no greater fign of inimi-
city, than to come and {fettle in the midft of
their neighbour’s country, not only without
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- their confent, but even by downright force.

The French cannot pretend that the above
recited reafons are weak or infignificant, who
yet ailedge as very folid ones, others which are
not near fo ftrong. But, in cafe they were as

frivolous' as theirs, they can have no obje&ion

to them on that account. Nor oughtthey to

F 4 have .
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have. lefs force than folid arguments, if - they
-were not fuch, becaufe ip real

» ‘ ity the French are
not intitled 10 any : for with thofe who ufe chi-
cane, chicane muft be taken for argument. Nei-

ther can they pretend to alledge the fenfe and

meaning of the St. Germay treaty, ~againit the

letter of it fince, altho’ both fenfe and Jetter

_of the treaty of Utrecht be clearly for us, they

will allow peither.. . .0 . ot

*Tis true, 2ltho’ we all along were apprized
of our title to Canada, yet we fuffered it to lie

: -, thro’ a defire_rather to.lofe fome-
thing, than to have difputes with our neigh-
‘bours : however, fincethe French have not only
feized on the greater pait of -one:provipce, and
jnvaded another with repeated hoftilities, but
begin by indiret metheds to lay pretenfions to
the whole Brizifo empire in dmerica s they have
fhewed _the Englifb, that it is high time for
‘them to look to their interefts, and at the fame
_time put them in mind to revive their antient
_claim to Canada. WNor is this claim a novelty,
ftarted on the prefent occafion, but is & claim

‘which Zrgland has always kept-up, as.appears

from the claufe in Queen Anne’s manifefto above
“vecited. Thefereafons'I think, are fufficient to
juftify “our pretenfions -to Canada. What fol-
Jows will fhew the vanity and impropriety with
which I¥ir. Reberi has included the Bruzifb do-

‘minions in America, under that name.:: .

I therefore, in the laft ‘place tha'l perform my
romife, made p. 23 torefute the falfe aflertion

‘of Charlevoix; ¢ that from ‘the earlieft " times
& the {avages gave the name of Canada to all

<« the

i

i

- on.the north; fide:

Lawrence o Saguens

3 1 the -countr ; [73 T '
- d.‘?""')?Y"fOﬂ ‘both fides .6f ¢]
;‘- d%{l. ﬂ01_'Sz‘.-Lﬂwrmce];;ipérti'cu}arl from ity
‘, mough to Saguenay.” This the"hérd}-’ "9@“’}3_‘
writerventures. to -affirm, - without 'htrlnr?ujth-d
proof to fupport his words; -on 'cccation &
C{Wlt%'ir' (or. the writer of his voya&e Whlg n",;()f
with biin 1534) faying, that the ity due
PoL egin 19 bg called: Canadas:. tll-you come 19 1)
ifland ‘ :tU./Ar:BaCC__h\US:[DOW. Orlens] near ,0;;6
I_Y_l,‘ this ilc {ays. the relator ¢“'is moft: Cgile- g{
wrong';” and:having proved it with a mo"élmy
pudent ip/e dixit, above recited, then drope 1e:
.lﬂ,‘?;deed 1that; was all the beft. o,fh ‘;Irops: 15
durft he enter farther into, the -queftion o G
tier_exprefsly fays, that Cimia, was 3 conir
(O.R.;éfilllgd? m,. lying “between; thofe - of };}ug?;ry
b;["l ve.l;éo ﬁ;”fzké’dl now. IS)'"1_aiﬁ,fd':fy&lguemzyi;: aﬁg
Kiﬁjd.‘of‘ a4 al-was, a.fterwar_d,s _appointed by’ the |
Aol L'rance governor of: them; asdo many.
different countries. S s A8H0 many.

1

Céz)}:;?m hence ‘we learn tworthi hgs,-: - tha{: |
neral gn, was Omfg“;a”Y' fo far from being the oe:
neral -name: of -the. country, . on R I
HVer, oF even of. thar op w32 On ‘both fides the
et oneven o that at prefent fo called s tha’t%i
N0 more:than a {mall part Oﬂrdif’c’rié,t‘of ‘Ti't"‘j
of the river. A
Kel 1, fide of the river -only,” whereof
fresek was the chicfrown : fecondly, that Canai
Hltcagd of Iyn‘]g fj‘olnthelnouthofthe I‘i\;erS;, ,
, Iay to : the o
cou G 5. 13y to.the weft of th
ﬁfhigftiryf‘é?)lg .gdgﬂenay (o. called  from  the raiveiCi
lay betwe LL0gaLs ffrthﬁtfname), ~which therefore
mile‘évnd'ften"“l".:“-’21 nd the mouth of-the river, ‘5o
ébéh.cio;"da%*lf"-'ltidld not extend {o far. :?VV'}&%C'
Abandon’d principles muft, the. Ce
can affert fo many elaring Gl ot be of,. who
expofed, which . eraring falfchoods, as we have
RS ch may be fo eafily confuted ? But
2 it

e river fﬂf}’ |

ﬁm“
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it muft be confidered, that as fonqe?pepple:;hxn}{)
lying for  the caufe is a proof of their _zeql}:_ g
the greater the /2 the greater the merit 5 Which
would not fufficiently appear, if th¢ fqurbenc
wasnot eafily detected. © S

" The Fremch indeed, wanted very early to
eéggfehizd the lands on both ﬁdeSOF thc. ’_‘r.ngj
St. Fawrence under. fome name- w_}hlrch m?gdt
feern of Indian original 5 and -as that of 'Ganvq @
had obtained “among them for the rver, _th;y
were defirous to.give it to the country. Lefffﬂ’ ot
made the firft attempt, thinking.1t proper, ;that
¢ like the Indus the:banks on both fides fhould
« bear it’s name*.” To bring this about “he
pretends that the people of Gafbepe | [or Gafge]
and the Baye de Chaleurs near 1ty 'a};'c’f-c;av‘lled ~Ca-
nadians 5 and. fofrony a few people of that nam%;
sn this. corner: of the continent,* ap‘d ata yia .
Jdiftance from Canada itfelf, at leaft 360 mil e}s(-i
with other nations of Indians b;@w?evn,v wpuh

have the country, at leaft the' fouth bank of the

~ giver, . called Eanads. " ‘But,: as neither’ Cartier,

" €bamplain, noriDe Monis,who Wel‘em t}f}e éa%?
bay: for-fome time) MENTOn a0y ﬁhmg "»OB "17 z;n .
diarisc inliabitimg the: countryy 1615 - ;}op_ tlefs 2
fi&ion of  his own; grounded -ofi an dnewent t_fla-_'

- dition: mentioned’ by authﬁifsﬂ,;i:_za.‘;r};(’if:a;mngn gt }i

yeft by Charlsvoin’ himfelfy: RS that C}:yerltzl;s
s Spanidrds having entered: the bay’ of Chale

« o Heats; before: the titne of: Cartiets and

’ . S e v At R T Fii i G . c“
4 finding nominey as- they expeéted, often re-

!

‘¢ peated . the words Aen Hodp; thavis; Bere 151

<« iothing 5. whichy thie” Indians’ havidg fince thet
. often: utter’d when: thiey: faw any Frencomer

0 farn G N Fran 3 B339
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¢ thefe latter concluded that Canads was the
¢ pame of the country*.” | “
On' this falfe foundation fome gesgraphem
give the name of Canada to the country, which
in-De Mont’s patent of 1603, is termed G e
or Gafpefia, as it has been generally called ever.
fince. William de L’Ifle oblerving the incon-
fiftency of placing a coleny of Canadians ar

fuch a diftance from Canada ; and on the other

fide of theriver, with other nations of Indians
and countries. between, -in his map of New
France, or Canada, publifhed in- 1703, reftores
Gafpefia to it’s ancient place, and tranfplants
Canada from the eaftern to the weftern corner
of Nova. Scotia, fouth.of Quebek - which, tho’

more confiftently fituated than Lefearbor’s Ca-

nada, is-not, for-any thing that appears, at-all
more real, o PR RN

Thus, we think. it is fufficiently clear from
what has been f{aid; that the name of Canedz
was. never given to the country fouth of the
river St. Lawrence, or to any part of it; neither
was the whole river it felf, any more than the

~country to the: north, called: Canada fromi the

firft, evenby. the French: for as Canads wds -ori-

ginally. but a part of that country, fo the river

was called' Hofbelaga- from- the country of  Hofbes

Inga, before: it took the name of Canads. Inaz

word, the. country fouth. of ‘the river $¢ Law-=
rences being inhabited by -different” people, the

feveral pares of it took. names according to'the

nations’ amopg: ‘whomi it was divided ;' but:it:ig

clear from. the teftimony of Champlasns;: thay

from-the-firft, the whole. went under the denomi-

pation of Aeadia; whether: giveni to it by the

- ® Charlews Hif: de i Nowv, Fran, Voli i: P9 :
- - Indians

7
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Tudians or French. ‘This name was confirmed to
it, and its limits eftablifbed by Lewis XIlI. in

1632 or 33.

* From this time we find the name of Acadia
_conftantly given in treaties to the country
yielded to the French s and as both the mainand
peninfula were always given up, tho’ no. other
niame was ufed 3 hence ’tis plain all Nova Scotia:
was comprized undef that derfomination; unlefs

the Freneh can thew ‘that; under the name of

Atcifia, nothing befides the peninfula was given

up.

“In fhort, there tie¢ds no plairier confutation

of Charlevoix’s aflertion than thisy that-the coun-

try fouth of the river Sz. Lawrence does not-at
prefent go by the name of Carads among the

French, nor is it fo denominated in their maps,
or~indeed -by -any general name’; neither has
that- author” told ws when the name of Canada

(ifs itever had fuch) ceafed; or what name took

place of it.

who proftitutes the two facred characters of di-

vine and hiftorian, to ferve the caufe of- impof-

ture; and is capable of forming the infamous

defign'of violating treaties, and defrauding’ a

ndtion in amity -with his own, of a confiderable
country, by the groffeft falfehoods, quibbles; and
prevarications which perhaps-ever” polluted hi-
ftory.. The French-themfelves have reafon to
execrate both him'and his legend, (which hence-
forth they ought to fufpeét in every .thing)
{ince

- With regard to my friftures on Charlevoix,
I.prefume no reader, who is* a friend to truth
and juftice, will think me too fevere on 2 man

1771

- fince his defign was evidently to embroil th;eﬁx

with their neighbours,. and draw them into an -

‘unjuft war; without the leaft real ground or

colour on their fide. By inventing fuch palpable

falfehoods, he betrays their caufe inftead of de-

fending it : and eftablithes the evidence of the

1N

"3 G T T T M

‘treaty of Utrecht in favour of the Ewuglip, by

the means which he hath employed to defeat

E R R A T A.
. 3. L. . for Cartior r. Cartier.
. 4. L 11 for 1625 r. 1621.
. 8. 1. 2, dele called. '
. 13. 1. alt. for Nowa r. Novas.
. 46. 1. zo. after bas r. in his Remarks, _
- 48. remove #be from the end of 1. 31. to the end of 1. 52.
so. L. ult. for Mem. . Merc. | : | |
57. 1. 5. for Country r. Countries.
58. L 20. after either put a full flop,

3
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