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' ing, to ward offévery; eveniindirect, “attack,:that
:;ifaggu:g%e upon their religious hbertiess . They say, ‘aud
justly, we want pot any further guarateé; we.wait’not any" act
of. parliament, 10 confirm what is outs inalicnably and of right,

“and which the boasted omnipetence of the lmpcn_al parliament,
.can pot 1ake from us. Every act, or every; section of 80.-act,
in, which any mention is made of either coofirming; dr. innova-
' ting upon, the Roman Catholic religion in Canada, as recogni.
sed and exercised agreeably to lhg capltulatlon: to. the trea’l
of cession, and to the Quebec act, is utterly void 5 we can not,
we dare .not, Yecognize it, as either s(renglhemngﬂoux: right, or
binding us by its power.  But slthough thep: propérly deny’the
xight, or the power, of the Imper.lal,Palthrqent to ‘effect gf
alteration in their religious constitution,or prlxlleges;’they‘kqow
, Ahat by their omn consent every such alteration. may 'be made,
' and even the whole nerarchy.of their churchoverthyows 3 theiy
l ' copstitntion expressly admits it; now, should they haye a hotize
of assembly, the majority of wluch ( representing compard-
tively’most insignificant minority of the upited population’of
IS the two Canadas,) were protestants, and some of thim bigoted,
methodistical, enthusiasts, (as would no doubt be_the case, ) it
would be in the power and competency of sucha majority, to
make all the alterations, and innovations they chose, and in that,
way lhei would apparently, but most fallacious]y, by their own
consent, be wholly deprived of t!ne free exereise of their reli.
gion.”, Even were this,only_a possible case, wstead 'of being, as
it js, a very probable,ong, it would be their duty to withistand
the adoption of any, medbure which would lead (¥ thas conti-
geney. - At, will be here objected, that the clauge ¢ f thé udion.
bill which seys, that po future act of such unitec. legiskitdire,
shall, 10 any wise, affect the free exercise of the religiod of the
church of Rome, would prevent this; but to this I answer, let
but the united legislature of the Canadas, thir legislative ‘coun-
] cils, their governors, and the lmpenal‘par.liament‘ of Britain;
) with the Royal sapction to boot, be but joined “in the enact.
meat of any law whatsoever,’ were it even-one of absolute ab-
yogation ;- where is the remedy ? where s the, guarantee? 1
wantno anewer. Every one must feel what the answer muct be.
. A great part of the same reasoning will apply to the sitbject
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s of the French laws, which, in civil cases, prevail in' Lower
- Canada.” They, are secured to the Canadians in the ame 'man-
ner. as'their religion, and may i the same ‘manger, be ‘subverted
-3 aud abrogated, should a nnited Jegislature think fit, and which )
4 \ ' would then be said to be by their own consent ; nay, that the.al-
e Y teration of those Jaws, and the substitution of, the ‘English com-
C &"l } mon and statute law, is a main purpose of the Unionists, is'ei-
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ther openly avowed, or very, thinly veiled, * The respective -

1

’

v

\

Wied
S,
AR

e

3 A - Caema s .
A

3 “r .t Voo -
- pad &7 A= ~

e Pt i

ARG Baed 7 00



