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Iven to the G;inadian nation, itcorld never be un-

jrftood that thcy were to be dc;; i ed of ther cler-

; and if not, a national proviliOi* for that clergy

Hows of courfc.

It has often been afferted, thut the Proteflant reli-

)n has "been rooted out of Canada by this bill. The
rerfe is the truth ; for no mar who is, or may be-

ime a Proteflant, is to pay tythe^ Or a ^y church
tes to the Romifh eflablifhmeht, butthe money is

pii to be colleded, in order to conflitute a fund for

le railing and fupporting of a Proteflant church idl

mada.

^Some have doubted whether thofe claufes of the

lliz. v/hich eflablifh the oath of fupreniacy, extend
any ofhis Majefly's prefent dominions but fuch

[belonged to the crown when that memorable fla-

e was made/^ If this confbrudion is a true one,

Canadians were not obliged to take the oath of
>remacy; andthe new oath which the Quebec bill

eftabliflied, is fo far an acquisition, and advanta-

>us to the caufe of proteflantifm, as it adds to the

imoa oath of allegiance, and obliges every Catho-
of Canada, who fhall henceforthexcrciicaPiy func-

)n,civil or religious to renounce all pardom and d'lfpen-*

Honsfrom any power or perfon iv ho^upe ucr contrary to

\at oath* But if wp are to luppofe the abovementi-
led conftrudion to be falfe, and that every part of

I ft of Eliz. extends to all his Majefty's prefent db-
[nions, I will venture then to afTert, that the Ro-
m Catholic religion would not have had in Cana-
even the advantage ofa toleration, if the oath of
5remacy had not been repealed. For no houefl

>man Catholic Piieft could have taken that oath in

ie true fenfe of the words in which it is exprer^

H ; and if he ventured to exercifc any ecclefiaftical

Sn6lion without having taken it, he would have been

tbjcwl to all the penalties and difabilities which the

, y^ law


