
lature they will be, as a people, abandoned

to their enemies. The Protestants of Quebec,

forty-five years ago, used exactly the same

langna(;e a.i is tn-day heard in Ulster. Nut

all, for therf^ were other voic*'*, rnniini^ from

those who p-ofefsed to be .superior to pre-

judice, who Rcouti'd the idea of the Papary

being hostile to British nsjiits, di'clarinij tln'

alarm wa.s raised hy tliosc who were ci in-

juring a ghost of the past to defeat a wise

and desirable legi.slatlve measure. They ex-

pressed entire confifience in the majority, as-

serting Protestants wotild be as secure in

their rights under tliem as in the Union

with Ontario. They '.au^lied at the foars of

their co-religioni.sts as silly prejudices, a.^k-

ing them to clasp hands witli their Cathnlic

neighbours in working out a glorious destiny

for Quebec and ail Canada.

WHAT THE LEADERS OF THE
MAJORITY SAID.

The tono of tho lending men on the

Catholic side differed. Tliere were tho.se

who rc8ente<l the fears expres.sed by ih'^

minority aa insults, for it imputed to them
personally and to their Chnrch a per.secutin.'

spirit—a charge they would treat with ocn

tempt, as undeserving of reply. Others, and
they wore by far the .neat ni. .Tieix)us laboured

g'xxl humoured ly to remove the suspicion

entertained by tho minority that they would
"iK at a disadvantr..g-> when separated from

Ontario. They were issurcd they (xiuld lay

afide their fears, for they would be smot'-.ered

with kindness. The chivalrous feeling excited

by a weak minority trusting thf ^selves con-

fidingly to the majority would ensure th.^m

tho tenderost care. They were autlioritativ.'lv

assui^ the majority would not only b'

»alou3 in protertin- them in tlu' rights they
were enjoying, but would see to it that they
would never V»o wounded in their relij^ioin

auscept'bilitits For weeks and months th»ro

was a flood of gushing speeches about

bra4Jierly kindness, chivalrous regard for the

unprotected, respect for difFerences of belief.

t.nd praises of tolerance, forbearance, kind-

r.esR. However, though they did not consider

doing so necessary, they would waive the im-

put.at1oTi on their sincerity by consenting to

having embodied m the new Constitution

guarantees to protect the rights of the

minority, educational and othcrwi.<»e. The

Union with Ontario w,ns broken, and Quebec

becnamo an independent province. That w-a",

nigh forty-five yejirs ago. Let tho Protes-

tants of Ireland attend to tho dcvolopmenti*

of those years, for in what haa happened the

Prote-sfants of Quebec they may read what

will be their own fate under a Pai'liamcnt in

College Green.

AN OBJECT-LESSON TO THE
UNIONISTS.

Nations, like individuals, would often like

to see into the future—^know how proposed

measures of magnitude would result when

put into force. That ij impossible. Nations

as well as individuals have to learn by ex-

perience. When, however, a great change

is contemplated neither are left without a

guide—individuals have the experience of

ntliers. n.itinn.'^ have the experience of the

past. Home Rule is proposed for Ireland.

That boing so, is it not prudent to inquire

into how Home Rule h;is worked elsewhere?

Canada presents as near a parallel to the

si' nation in Ireland as can be found. Is

it prudent to ignore the lesson Quebec
tr aches? Will the statesmen of the United

Kingdom take no cogni.sance of what has

h.appencd on the banks of the St. T^awrence?

Will they make no inquiry as to how Home
Rule has affected the Protestant farmers of

the Province of Quebec before applying that

system to the Protestant farmers of IrelandT

Surely a trial of over forty years of Home
Rule in a British dependency is long enough
to decide tho question. Is it advisable to
force it on the third partner in the United
Kingdom? Politicians, set in their pi«-oon-
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