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preference without exciting a (lcgree of jeaiousy
'vhicii inio'1 it occai1on nnpleasanft discussions. I arn

ýsorry you have dCprive(l yourself of the very hand-

SOmeU daggcr your partiality induced you to scnd

M-e. No suchi proof was needcd 10 convincc me of

'Your fricndship. We have no a m-ord of intelligence

herc more than. what the Queb)ec papers give. The

Amrericans appear to me to b)e plaCe(l in a curi-ous

an-d ridiculous predicamnent. War with that rcpul)lic

i'S now out of tiie question, and I trust we shall

eonsider well i)efore we admit thein as allies. "

A letter fromn Sir James Craig to Lord Castle-

reagh, of August 4th, gives tiie possible rea son wby

lie dei.ayed equipping Cuthbert's cornpany. This

letter is substantialiy as foliows:

"Tiie militia have lutherto b)eefl onlv contein-

Plated in theory, except in the town of Quebec.

Lord Dorchester could not a-ssinlbie any in 1775.

In the following year I conmandcd tiie largcst

body of them broughit togetiier since tiie Conquest,

but we were then in pursuit of a flying cnemy.

Since tiiat period no atteinpt to assemble tii-cm li-as

heen made. The Canadians of to-day arc not war-

like; thcy like to makeS a b)oast of their militia ser-

Vice, bu-t alldislikýe tie stl)or(lifatiofl and constraint.

1f tihe noblesse and seigneurs possessed tlîcir old in-

fluence it might 1be different. Lawvers and notaries

biave now sprung into notice, an(1 with thcrn insubor-

dination. Tiie memb)ers returied to tiie new Ilouse

tonsist of fifteen lawyers, fourteen farmers, and
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