
( 48 )

whereas the revcrfe of t! is mu(* appear from ge-

neral Amherft's anfv^t. I fnt article of the ca-

pitulation which der ..ids , « eftablifhment for the

Romilh cltigy.—His anfwcr was—** that it muft de-

" ftnd upon the kin^i pkafurey And as they ac-

quiefced and were fatisfied with this anfwer, it of

courfe took away the former right, and the people

were left to their own free choice, whether they

would, or would not pay their priefts \ becaufe the

king's pleafure, whether for or againil the efta-

bli(hment, was in no manner to impedej orefiefb

the^r4ir^0^V^j—the furrender or capitulation of

Canada j which confequently having no depend-

ance upon the event of the king's will, were full

and compleat without its manifeftation.

Hence muft appear how weak and groundlels

(if not foul) was the joint report of the advo'

cate^ attorney and filicitor-generatj to the privy

council, in January 1768, viz. **thac the king^

could not exempt the proteftant inhabitants from

paying tithes to the perfons legally*' an abufed

term here, ** entitled to demand them from the

** Roman Catholics in Canada."

And hence alfo muft appear, that the provifion?

in this bill for the Romi(b priefts are »«//, and caii

have no legal efFedt •, and that the Canadians are

dill left to their own difcretion and choice, whether

they will pay tithes, &c. or not,

Becaufe

C(

tc

\^

'jgai^'


