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ibercfore not yet retire from the combaf,—let us be on the aleit,
aod keep awake, and vigifaat, aod firm, that spinit of [reedom,
ecergy, and English feelng, winch the late eventful period has
aroused and jovigorated amongst the iohabitants ot both the
Csaondas.

Under this view, although the subject may have lost some of
its iuterest, I wifl continue ny “Extiacis from the debates iy

Upper-Canada upon the union.
4fr, Charles Jones endeavoured to combat the assertion that
“the Freach Cavadiaos were secured, by the capitulation at the
i conquest, in the ught of being goverped by French laws, and
the use of their Janguage.” I have not got the capitulation at
hand, but 1 take it for granted he quotes it convectly. The
31th article, he says, secuies to them the free exercise of their
X rehigion, the possession of thewr property, oolle apd ignoble,
i moveable, and immoveable, and by the 42d article they desir.
\ { ed to secure the right of bewg governed by the Frengh laws;
: to which the answer was given ““they “become subjects to his
Britannic Majesty ;7 Hesce, Mr. Jones attempts to argue that,
’ Because in (he capitulation, the woad «granted,” does vot fol-
low the 42d article, the Epglish and oot the Prench laws were
of right to be the code to be followed after they became “sub-
Jects to Bus Britannic M ajesty,” a consequence that by no
meaos follows : whiist on the other hand, since 1t 1520 updema-
ble maxim that whocver has a right to the end, has cqually a
72ght to the means, the free possession of their “property, vo-
ble and iguoble, moveable, and immoveoble,” being secured (o
them, ot follows that the laws, pecessmy to that possession,
which ate alone to be found in French jumsprudence, and vot
in Enghsh, were cqually secuied to them by that arucle. "This
view is the same taken by that sound lawyer, Baron Maseres,
whose opintons oo the subject I had occasion to quoteiv No 4.
and I thivk demoustrates that the Fiench Canadiaps are entitled
to the enjoyment of their own laws, not only by their coustitu-
tional act, but also by the origival compact by which they
became “subjects to his Britanpic Majesty. It is evident that
' geoeral Amherst being a soldier, aud not g lawyer, chose to
leave that question to the decision of civilians, As to the lan-
Suage, no one at that time entertained the childish and prepos-
terous iden of changing it, and consequently no mention could
be expecied to have been made of the subject. That ridicu-
lous notton owes its birth to the Scotch ignorants, who are too
lazy, too proud, snd perhaps too stupid, to acquire auy other
‘ﬂ"guage than their own barbarous dialect of English, or their
antiquated and guttural Gaelic, It is laughable too to hear
Mr.Jones maintain so absurd a proposition as that the Imperial
parliament have an undoubted right to ‘““change thelanguage ;”
he mght as well say they had a right to pass an act for regu-
lating the tides and currents of the ocean* but the subject is oo
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