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NEWS OF THE WEERK.
We have not yet received confirmation of the
tidings, whicl reached us last week, of the fall of
Gaeta. This however is an event which may be
bourly losked for.

All is still coufusion in the Usited States.—
Mr. Lincolu’s wnaugaral address abounds with
words, but gives no clear indication of the course
ke intends to pursue towards the seceding States,
il the latter remain firm in their ‘attitude of inde-

pendenee,

St. Iatrick’s Dav.—In consequence of
sles religious ‘and national festival fallng this
year on Dassion Sunday, its celebration will Le

posiponed 1o Wednesday, the 20th inst., on |

which day the usual Procession will take place,
and the custemary High Mass will be sung at
&¢, Patrick’s Churcl by Llis Lordship the Bishop
of Montreal. The Societies are mak
necessary preparations to honor # The Day” i
3 anwer becowmny Trishmen and Cathulics.
The Quebec Advertiser is oifended with u~f
for attriluting * annexation” prochsities to the |
Protestant Reformers of Upper Canada § but o
the sane tiue our eotemparary admits that tie |

evenls now [rausuring in the United States are |
destined to bave important results upon the Can- |

adas,  We take this epportunity of more clearly |

(_'xln!;rl'liin'!_‘[ CUTe Ve, |

We bebeve m ihe ¢ Aunexation” prociivities
ol the 1o estant Reformers of Upper Canadu.
beeause all the politcal acts of the party whick 5
follows Mister George Brown, and bows dows |
before the Glube, point that way. The ter-
minus twwards which Clear-Gritism in Upper
Canadu, auid * Rougeism™ i this section of the
Province are hastening, is ulira-democracy—a
politicai order incompatible with British connex-
ion, because irreconcilably al variance with all
those movarchical traditions, and institutions
which it bas bees our good fortune hitherto to
have retained, in consequence of our still forming
a portion of the British Empire.

We should be glud if our Quebec cotempor-
ary could couvince us of error, by assuring us of
the loyalty of the  Clear-Grits” or * Protestant
Reformers of Upper Canada.  The page of
history is, kowever, apen befare us, and therein
we read tial Protestaniism in the 1eligious order,
tends naturally 1o demecracy in the political or-
der, whilst the later ie as imevitably the fore-
runner of Cm<urism or despotism—and we have
no reason for believing rhat the Protestants of
1o day differ greatly from their spiritval pre-
decessors of the XV1 century.  The existence,
and {nrnudable proportions of Orangeism in Up-
per Canada, strongly confirm our worst suspicions
as 1o the disloyal tendencies of a large section
of the extieme anti-Calholic party in that sec-
tion of the Province; for Orangetsm, inits
origin, and in its essence, is Winggich or disloyal.
Cathalies, as in Ireland in ’98, way for a shon
senson, and under exireme provacation, form a
moustrous alliance with Jacobinism or Whig-
gery—rwinel is but a diluted and vapid form of
Jacobmism ; but the natural affinities of Orange-
s are with low radicahsm, and the Orange
dish-vlout is the legitimate ensign of regicides,
revolutionists and  sans-culottes all over the
world. Ttis the boast even of Protestants, that
it 1 Protestantisin that s revolutionising Italy.

It may be objected that in the North of Ire-
land the Orange body has alweys been profuse
of 1ts professicns of loyalty, and active m up-
bolding the authority of the British Sovereign.—
ins Lowrver i but an al‘l:iﬂunt, for Orange
lovaliy is but (be form in which Orangenien ex-
[.,'..5, thieir hatred  of Cathalicity. Orange
Joyalty proceeds, not from any love to menarchi-

i
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cal stitutiony, or [rom avny ill-wili towards de-
magogueism, but from ita antipathy to Popery,
and its attachment to ¢ DProtestant Ascend-
ency.” A republican or democratic Torm of
government, which shoald vnsure 1be stability of
the fstter, aud give the means of persecuting
Trish Catliolics, would be more i favor with the
children of Crowwellian soldiers, and the de-
scendants of the DPuritans, than are the present
monarclical institutions of Ireland—which re-
strain in a great degree the malevolence, and
put a curb on the fanaticism, of Trish Orange-

the post, or callimg for them at
advance, Two Dollurs; if not
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| Lower Capada especially, the most perfect reh-

especially, loyalty is no less the interest, than it
is tue duty of all Her Majesty’s Catholic sub-
|jects. We do not igoore the intolerance to-
wards Catholics of whicl, in tbe lust ceniury,
‘the British Government was guwity, nor would
,‘ we seelk fo extenuate its guilt iv this respect.—
But truth and justice compel us fo admit that
here in Canada, Catholies have not only no cauvse

would be guilty of rank ingratitwle, were they
oot thankfully to acknowledge the many benefits
which they derive from British connexion, and
from being subjects of Queen Victoria—amongst
which benefits we may justly reckon that of be-
ing protected by the Imperial mgis against the
anti-Catholic fanaticisin of the « Protestant Re-
formers,” and their  natural allies” the Orange
ruffians who, true to their instincts, insulted their
guest, and the son of their Queen. We deplore
sincerely, we condemn as heartily as any one
can conderu, the foreign policy of the Russell-
Palimersion Cabimet, and the encouragement
which, to curry favor with Protestant demo-
cracy, our actual rulers give to Itahan Jacooin-
ism. But we remember the proverb that even
“¢ the devil is not so black as be 1s painted;” and
we do not therefore deem it to be incumbent
upon us, as Catholic journalists, Lo revile the
government under which we live - the goveru-
ment which protects our persons and our preo-
perties, which not only respects our religious ir-
!stitutions, but is their best materizl guarantee
"agn'mst the assaults of the * Protestant Re-
forn” party—as the vilest government in the
world. Tts faults against Catholicity, and these
{are great and numerous enough God knows, pro-
ceed not from the too great predominance of
either the monarchical, or the aristocratic ele-
+meut in its Constitution, but from the inability

i of either the one or the other to resist the en-
| eroachments of the democratic element, which 1s
always aod everywhere intensely Protestant, and
itensely anti-Catholie.  We should be fools,
indevd, warse than fools, were we by any means
to epcourage a poiicy tending lo weaken tho-e
links whicl: connect us with the Byitish Empire,
and 10 which we are indebted for those refigious
liberties which we enjoy in a de
to any vcountry m tiie world.

aree unknown
In Canada, io

givus liberiy obtains both for Catholics, und for;
Protestants ; and if we but compare the position
uf the forner in this country, with that to which
in professedly Catholic countrnies—such as France
vuder Lwuis Napoleou—they are reduced, we
must do justice to the wise liberality of the
Goverpent of Protestant Great Britain. Here

; uo impertinent civil funclionary presumes 1o
; critizise o Catholic Bishop’s Pastoraly ; here no

sauey ¢ Juck-in2Ofice”  1nterferes wilh the
nominalios of our Pastars, or attempts to cuy-
tail our nghts as parents over the. education of
our own children; and no where has Queen
Vicloria better right to expect loving and joyal
obedience from ber subjects than she has in Ca- i
tholic Liower Canada. Tad Catholie [relaud:
been but dealt with, as we have been dealt with,
Ircland would not be as she is to-day, the vul-
nerable point in the British Eapure ; nor would
the latter bave nccasion to dread either insur- |
reection from within, or iovasion from without.
But were the * Clear-Gri™ pohicy triwmph-
aut, were the “Protestant Reformers” of the
West to oblain the upper hand, all this wouid be
alierat.  Civil and religious hiberty are incom-
patible with “ Protestant Ascendeney.” TFree-
don of education, t.c., the right of erery man,
as wynst the State, to the absolute and exclu-
sive cootrol over tie education of lus own chil-
dren, would give pluce to w slavish and degrading
system of < State-Schnolism,” which the * [’ro-
testant Reformers,” of Upper Canada have fong
labored 1o set up n their section of 1he Province,

cand wluch Protestant dewmocracy has already

successfully established in the Unied States.—
The sacred nights of property, the rigit of every
man to give aud bequeath of kis own for religious

and charitable purposes—implying of course the
co-relaive might on (he part of religious and
eiaritable institations to hold all property wo
given wnd bequeathed—would be trampled uider
fust 3 and Cathelic Lower Conada would soon
be i a wmore weetched condition than that to
winch © Protestant Ascendeney” bas reduced
Catbolic Ireland.  ileee then—indepentdent of
the precepts of our religion—are weighty reasons
why Catholics showld be loyal British seljects,
why they should strain every nerve to oppose;
the policy of 1he ¢ Rouges” and the © Protest-
aut Reforiners ;2 and why ithey shoald earefully
whstain from every word or act thar might give
color 1o the aceusation ever urged apainst them
by thewr adversarics; of being disloyal subjecis
of Queen Victoria, because Catholics. Some !
amongst the latter there may be, who are indeed
so 3 and if such there be, we would recommentd
them—since no one camjels them to reside in
Canada and under the British flag—to leave the
country as speedily as possible, ami to entrust
themselves to the tender mercies and liheral
policy of a Liouis Napoleon, a Victor Emtanue
or of a Yankee « Anow-Nothing” mob. The
Catholic, howeser, who voluntanily makes Can.
ada his dwelling place, i= bound by mterest, in
honor and m conscience, to be u loyal Briush
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And it is lor this resson that, in Canada,

subject, and to maintain i their wlegrity the
ties which bind us to the British Emnpire.

ol complaint against Gireat Britain, but that they .

‘ous Catholic life.

which appeared in the Tsue WiTwess of the
151l ult., with reference 1o the Catholic Priest-
tood of the United States. In our 1ssue of the
aborve date, we quoted the Boston Piot to the
effect that—*¢ all of the seven Roman Catholic

22306

pean birth, while not one hundred of the
”

priests are natives of the United States;” and
Boston Pifot complains that.” 1t is of the
word ¢ complains” that our Boston cotemporary
now complains—Tfor, contends the latter,“ we

Catholic clergy of the Umted States neatly
ninety-six per cent are aliens by birtb.

and urge in extenuativn of our -ofience, only
this—That we could not deern that a Cathotic
citizen of the United States eould record the
extraordivary fact that not five per cent. of the
Catholic priests of that rountry were aalives—

ence.

nada—were we obliged 10 admil that oearly
ninety-six per cent. of our Cutholic clergy were

we could not lonk on with indifference ; in which
we should certainly, ax Catheolics, find no cause
for rejoicing or exultation ; and one therefore

: which we should record faithfully as jourpalists,

but with profvind regret, us Catbolics. It 1stous
of Lower Cuaneds a subject of congratulution,
and of legitimate pride that, notwithstanding the
futeriority ol many of our plhysical conditions to
thase of the Gured Spates, we fuenish Vriests
and Religious, uet only w amply sullicient nwn-
bers for our owa wiais, but for the wants of aur
ivss fortunately circumstanced brethren in ithe
faith.
pineiy-sx por cent of our Clergy from Eaeope,

Not enly kere we regnire not to inpart

but we can afford o send Priesty and Nuaos to
all parts of North America, 1o civilize and
Chnistisuise the Protestant cosununities ol the
United States, and to carry the Gospel (o the
reniote settiements of Red LDiver, and (o the
further shaves of the Pacific. e iejsice nod
give God thauks, because this our counlry is
able to furpish so wiundanty to the wants of the
Church ; we should mourn were it with us, as 1t
is with the Tuted States—a country which, ia
spite of all 1ts material advantages, its wealth,
and far larger population, is indebted 1o foreign
countries for all its Archbisbops, for more thau
half of s Bishops, and for uearly ninety-six per
cenl of tts Clergy ; and our sin against our co-
temporary consists in tims, that we attributed fo
the Boston Pilot the sawme sentiments as those
with which we are anunated ; and thar we be-
lieved therelore, that it was with regret, and not
with either indifference or exultation, that he an-
nounced the sigmfirant fact of the incompetence
of the Catholic papulation of the Umted States
to furmsh a sufficient number of ecclesiasties for
its own wants. Now, he who records a fact not
exuitinaly, and not indifiereatly, ¢ complains,”
or records it with regret; and this only was what
we meant hy our employment of the offending
verb ; but since it has given oftence, we at once
refract it, and recogmse that the fact, that the
Catlholies of tbe United States are, in spite of
their wealtis, opportunities and numbers, indebted
to foreizn conntries for nearly ninety-six per
cent of their Clergy, is a matter, either of per-
fect indifference, or of rejoicing, to the Catholic
editor of the Boston Plot.

Our cotemporary condewns our logic in con-
cluding from the extraordinary fact abaove cited
—a fact without a paralle} in the annals of Chris-

tendom—to the unfitness ol the moral atmos-'

phere of the Umted States to promote a vigor-
error.

mainder we were gbliged to have resource to the

United States, or to sy otlier forcign countrr,

we should af once admit that there must be some-
thing deleterious in the woral atmesphere of

' Liower Canado, something most fatal to Catholic

life, of which the mast certain and «ncouraging

proof is unmerous vocualioos to the priesthood,

nwnerously replicd ta,

m admitting the relevaney of the comparison.— -

Wy should bove onr donbts of, nay a tharaugh
centempt (or, the mlitary quabities of a nation
wiose ormy was officered almaost exclusively by
aliens, ani which could not furnish from its na-

tive populution five per cent. of the Generals,:

Colonels, and Captains, 1t required tor the de-

fenee of its territories.

United States’ atinosphere, sinee, from amongst
its numerous Catholie population, it can nol fur-
nish vue lundred members of the priesthvod.—
If the Pilot urges that the great majority of the

Archbishops, and more than half of the forty-.
nine Bishops of the United States are of - Euro-

we prefaced our extract with the werds  The

would 1ot complain of the fact,’ that, of the.
. cannot furaish five per cent. of your own cler- :

Is nat the cause to be found in your woraj !
We cheerfully retract the word ** complatns,” :

that, in short, the Umited States bad to depend
almost entirely upon foreign countries for their:
Catholic clergy—with either pleasure or indiffer- |
Were we compelied by the inexurable!
logic of statistics to record a similar fact of Ca-

foreigners—we should do so with extreme regret 3’
we should bave before our eyes a fact upon whick !

Ogsr éotewmporary eites, . . . X :
PHAPOTALY EHES rin point of time. the Canadien’s proposed |

the case of uir army, and we have no besitation

We may be pardoned -
therefore for doubling the moral salubrity of (he |

Tue Bosroiv Piror.— We must confess our- | Catholie laity of the United States are of foreigu | nadus is no doubt morally competent
selves surprised as well as pained at the captious . birth, and that the numbers of foreign priests are I the repeal of the existing
spirit of our Boston coteraporary, and the unjust | only in proportion with the numbers of the for-; —and herein
comments by him made upon a short paragraph ; mer, we ask—what then has become of the de- ! subtleties “ arguties”—we den

-scendaats of tlnse thousands and tens of thaus-
l'ands of Catholics whom 1he stream of Kuropean
'emigration bas, sioce the commencement of the
| XIX. century, deposited upon your shores ?——
“Have they not fallen victims to your © common
“schools,” and an anti-Cathelic system of educa-
tion? 1, on the other hand, the Pilst contends
"that the uative born Catholics in the States are
“numercus, that the Jescendants of Catholic immi-
' grants have, as a general rule, remained fathful
to their ancestors’ religlon—whence comes i,
“we ask, that so nuwerous a body can furmish so
"few offcers to the army of Christ? How is it
| —that with !l your matertal advantages—you

gy ?
atinosphere, or, to use the words of Dr. Brown-

which prevent the call from reaching the cendi-
date, or the candidate from following the call
when it bas reached hun ?”— Brownson’s Re-
; view, Oct. 1860, p. 500,

Thes is the Reviewer's explanation of what he

whilst by the admission that * history furnishes

{the name of no nalion

ithe single excepuon of JapanT—p. 498—he

stale of things” be speedily chauged, the Catho-
e futh cannot be expected long to survice i

| [ - »
rthe Ubited States.  Our deductions from the!

éfacls cited by the Pilo¢ are similar to those
venunciated by Dr. Browason.

‘upon the things of this world, so fervent in the

'worship of Mamuon, or the All-mighty dollar, ,

! that cither the cal!, or vocation ta the priesthood,
i never veaches the ears of those towands whon it
lis addressed, or that reacling thom, it is disre-
fgardezl for the things and riches of this worlil.—
¢ Inclination”—we again quote irow Dr. Brown-
;son—¢ urges them fo basten on and juin therr
lcomrades who are already in the thick of the
i exciting seramble for distinction and gold”—p,
J.")Ul—and in the nudst of the contosion, ¢ the
!thoughts of a voeation to the priesthood™ are
!sonn forgotren.  "Chis is the explanation of the

I pheaomencn given by a distiuguished Aweriean, -
;and we see uol how we cun be smenabie 1o the
strictures of the Boston Pilot for barving adopt-

ed 1,

encourage the emigration of Catlinlica to the
United States, we refer the Baston Pilor of
March 1841, to (he Boston Pilot of Noveinber
; 1860, and to the fauvter’s critfeisms apon the in-
vitation of (roversor Bauks to keep * Thusnks-

the name of his fellow-Catholicy, the Pdot ask-
ed t—

" Where arc onr privileges?
the facL thas we bave to pay for godless sehoals, in
i which our holy religion is assailed; and our ministers
tare ridiculed ?

again for the benefit of u sound an? bealthy educa-
tion for our children?
indeed. Hutitisafact thai the worst featare {1 the
{ Ohurch aud State amalgarontion i3 most prominent,

' nnd disgostingly batefuj in the presomptuous imter-

fercuce of the State to force us o mive our ehildren
1 up to ieachers who are the cnemics of our faith. We
: shall never be guilty of cuch monstrona abuse of our
understunding a3 o ackuowledge ns & blessing from
{heaven whae in fwot is one of the wmoss powerful

of a Cathoh¢ generation,”
l This is cur justification. 'The country in which
; Catholics are treated by tbe State as the Boston

! Pidot pretends that Catholics are treated by the

!

ed;

themselves to “one of the most powerful ma-

s of a Cathiohie generation.®

We cannot bere admt our
If Lower Caaada could not furnish five
per cenf. of its Catholic clergy, if for the re-.

Protestant, aversion  for logizal

amongst which be classes our objeciion 1u his ar-

Cains of :.:'U!‘rlu'ni:ig’ aosepwration  betwixt Upper

Cand Lowoer Cunada. We retoried 1hat se Pt

Le

ecoter o the Coofederation as separate and

=
O

st

c Contederation. To this our Quebree conterapor-

ary vepliex i his e of 371 uh, 1—

# Throw nside your logieal and ehronolovien! sub-
thetiea,  Wo have w deal with tbe most valgur and

- pracyical alfaiv, with a Legialutive net which shall
“simply and _simuitancously ~ deeree, without embar-

agsingr itself with your logicnl anteecdeats—-Uoofe-
deration and Repeal of the Unjon, or if yon please,
‘ Repeal of the Unien and QOonfederation, and it wil
; bo thua decreed in spito of all chrovological logic to
the contrary. — Cuanuadien 27th Feby.

I

Decreed ! but by whom? There 1s but one |
body conceivable that has, or can have the right i
so to decree, in so far as Lower Canada 1s inter-
ested ; and that body is the Legislature of Low- |
er Canada. The Legislature of the United Ca- '

son, *in 1he conditions of Awnerican sncial life, |

calls *“an extraordinary condition of things ’— :
in wlich the faith was;
fairly established and preserved for any length of '

titue, unless by the aid of a native clergy—with -

virtuadly admits that unless this * extraordinary -

We believe that .
jthe youth of the United States are so intent

{n justification of our reprobution of those wlo .

giving Day.” Tu that articie, and speaking in :

Do they consiaiin -

Are we to b thaukful, beeause, af-
ter having coatributed our gqnota to the suppors of |
achools on wlich we ecacnot rely, we have 1o pay .

Thia is a gloricus country, |

machines made to play agxiost the apirituel welfsre |

United States, is not the place to which the:
stream of Catholic emigrativn should be direct- -
and no honest wan should refraio from warn- -
wg tbe Catholics of Ireland against exposing |

chines made o play agunst the spiritaal welgre

Le Canadicn entertains & profound, aimost |

abstractions, |

. FoE e P ae ;oo -
guavnt o favor of Confederstion vs an easv

Stos mist—=3t Upner and Lower Canada are to

tates—precere, laxicslly and actually,

 for until the Union be repealed, Lower Canait

| she has ber se

___\.\':
0 decrg

. . ¢

Legislative Union ; but

lies the whole pith of oy, logieq|
. Y aﬂD“Elhe: it
{ right to legistate for the future of LO‘:'er Canm
: da as u separate or distmet Provipee, No L:
t gislative body, not the exclusive Legislntur;z of
! Lower Canada, has, or ever can have, any right
| to dictate us to its future ; and the gt indispsn.
 sable steps towards the realisation of 5 Confed.
: ration, of which Lower Canada shal| form a ;..
- tinct State, are these: — i

1. The Repeal, prer et simple, of (4o
lative Union.

2. The summoniug of 2 Lower Canadiuy py,.
'!liament, which wlone is morally competent 4,
; discuss the conditions of a Federal 1,
i which Lower Canada is to forin a separate

i

LEgi5.

lion, of

. State,
Our objection, therefore, so far froy, bein
a

mere logical quibble, involves one of ()e tnest
» essentially practical things in the world, a5 “,;
bave already endeavoured to impress upon 1l
‘g’mmd of our Quebec cotemporary. Confeders.
j tiov umplies a voluntary compact entered g by
| several independent States, and jy incompaliyje
" with the idea of a political union impose by 2
 force ab-eztra; as would be the cuse Were g
Federation torposed upon Lower Canada, eithe
by a decree of the Imperial Parliament, o by 4
decree of the United Legislature of the 1y, Pre.
vinces. In the latter, & majority might w be
in favor of the Canadiea’s plan, ulthnugh of the
Lower Canadian represeatatives, the great mg.
vjority were opposed it and therefore is it
that we of Lower Canada should insist, as ag .
dispensable prelumnary towards Confederatioy
I upon having all the details of that measure sub-
g’mitled to, discussed m, amd ratified by ije g

fnct or separate Legislature of Lower Cyyag,
But this imphes the a tual repeal of qpe Chiop,
" and the restoration of the ancient Par|
Lower Canada.

This right wilt be enjoyed by Noya 5.

fament of

“olia,
by New Brunswick, by ofl e other T
Provinces of wlich the proposed Coufederatiyg,
1> Lo be compayed ; with what shvdow of

KUK

or of mght ther ean it be refused to Lowy
Canada?  Are the Lower Causdiuns, iy vy
ceed, an “ wiferior race? tnt they chould g
be allowed the sawe contiol over their Mt
destimes, us that enjoyed by the people of the
Lower DProvinces? It s tor the imienenden:
Legislature of New Brunswick 1o disrie the
terms upon which it shail Bbecome 1 mewler ol
“the propnsed Coufederaiion ; and chall wst we
insist that equal priviieges be occorded 1o us of
Lower Canada?  Why should our futme desti
nies be submitted to a body of which it mizli
happen that two-thirds of the whole were o
favor of a Confederation, and two-thirds of iy
sembers for Lower Canada strongly opposed 1t
such a measure?  How could a political systou
- formed under such auspicus, and imposed WOk
- Lower Canuda by » force ad extra, be tormer
a Confederation ¢ :

“ The Federal compnct” suf2 Mr. Tuche himgelf-
. *Ve pacte federal—shnll ba based — reposeraif —upoy
the perpetual snd inalienabie delogation of 1he
powers of the sepurele governwments of the Provinees
to the general goverament’—p. 241 (The [nlis
are OUT owa.)

But until Lower Canada be sgain by Bepes
af the Ubian, established as a separate Lrovinee
until she agaiu enjoy her own separate Legis

' lature, the above basis for a PFederation cantior
even be laid. It is, we hove, evident to the Crue-
dicn, that since the New Brunswick Legnlatuy
cannot delegate or alienate any of the powers o
Nova Scotia, o alwo the Loegistature o) e
Umited Canadas has no wmoral right to delesaic
" or alicnate auy ol tie powers ol the sepurale oo
fvernment of Tiower Canada.  The vory i
condition of a Tederal Goverament, us i Jow
by DL Tache, in the passage cited abave, esatl

P as a condilion sine qua noa, a separate goens
“saent, and a separate Legislature for Tower Co
: nada, before the plan of a Confederation, i
which Lower Canada

I~ I0 eoicer as a Sepand

State. and apon terms of perfect enquaiity wi
i Novae Scotin or New Brunswick, can oven i
Cdisewssed. AN that our exisie apied Joowe
twre is morally competint o PETIGIM 18, T
peal e Umion 5 Whis oflericd, the rea gt b
lelt to the free apl prdepennent aciion of tie s
veral ndependent ar separaie Staies of  whii

e
e Confediration v subeequeniiy o be co

! ]!Ci.’i!:d.

In a word—* Confederation” ninphes a zolun
: Lery eonapact entered inlo by Lower Canada, i
the {tll exercise of all her powers as a sopara
govermment; and she  cannot exercise thet
powers enlil she have a separate government
and aseparate Legisloture of her own, to dele
gile to the general or Federal Governmes
such portion of her pewers as she, for a consk
deration, may deon Bt 1o part with. Tl v
- what we meant by asserting the logical and clre-

i

{ nological antecedence of Repeul of the Unton;

cannot have her separate goverament ; and wil
parate government, there cannt
even be conceived any political organism wmorsly
competent to make delegation (0 a Federal G-
vernment ot any portion of her powers as a%
parate Province. This 15 no logical subtillp
but a very stabborn fact,



