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granting they held them at that date-which would not be Âct of Snpremacy means anything, if we are not subjeot ta
accurate-when we have before us the decree of the Parlia- bis Holines cf Rome in temporal matters-I amnnot
ment of Paris, suppressing the Jesuit Order in the year speaking of spiritual matters, I ar speaking of the publie
1762, taking from them their land; when we have that, it domain of this country, I ar talking about the temporal
would not, I say, be strictly accurate to affirm, that at the power, it was of that power that consent wasasked to dis-
time of the Definitive Treaty in 1763, these Jesuit Fathers pose ofthe estates-and so 1 say it is a humiliation to us as
held their estates as they certainly did aforetime. But even a free people to flnd that one of the Premiers of this Dom-
if they did, while admitting freely that this country, New inion has thought it necessary to obtain the sanction of any
-France, having thon a settled law, and passing under the foreign aithority to dispose of this preperty. Lt is argued
British Crown as a conquered country, while I admit freely, that the Pope is no longer a forcign potentate ; 1 thînk be is.
that the British law did not, by virtue of the conquest, be- fis temporal power was neyer feared, it was the spiritual
come the law of New France, I do say, it is beyond ail power which was struck at by the Act ofSpremacy, not the
doubt, that it was in the power of the conquering State to temporal power of the Pope. It was the power thatheclaimed
enact such laws as to the conquering State seemed proper, to oxcomnunicate Soveroigns, te absolve thoir subjecte
to change the civil law which then prevailed, and to intro- from their allegiance--these were what was struck at by the
duce the common law of England. It is beyond all contro- Acf Suprcmacynot bis guns or bis men, for gans and mon
versy that, the treaty having been agreed to on the 10th ho nover had in numbors to alarm or affect any of the great
February, 1763, in the October following, the King did powcrs of Europe. Now, Sir, am I right or ar I wrang, in
issue a proclamation that introduced at once into this coun- wbat I have statod ?-bccause 1 desire to make ne misstate-
try, the laws of Great Britain, and that those laws con- ment of this question. Lot us sec just wbat the law officers
tinued to be the laws of this country until, in 1714, the of the Crown statod at that ture. Wo know how it was
Quebec Act was passed, which restored to the French donc. The law officers, I believe, at that time, wore Mr.
Canadian inhabitants, the civil law which they liked best, Thurlow, tbe Attorney General, and Mr. Wcddcrburn, Soli.
to which they were accustomed, and for which they ter Gencral, both distinguished lawycrs, but noither of thcm
had petitioned to the King and to the British Par- perhaps, competent te give an opinion in matters of civil
liament. The constitutionality of the proclamation, the law. Sir James Marriott was skilled in civil law and in
power of the King to introduce English law, is not now ecclesiastical law, and hc was called upon for a report
open to controversy, because the very self-same treaty un- -mcrely for a report, becanse the responsibility stili rested
derwent consideration in the celebrated case with which ail with the law ofcers cf the Crown. Extracts cf bis report
lawyers who have made any attempt to master this sub- have boon published, and we are more or less familiar with
ject are perfectly familiar; and it was upheld as constitu- them, and bis report cstablishod, and the law officers
tional, as a proper exorcise of the prerogative power, and adopted bis conclusion, that tho Jesuit estates were at once
as being binding and efficacious to the full extent and limit torfeited te the Crown. That under the treaty there was
of the command contained therein. Now, Sir, what was the ne daim for cither the Jesuits or fer other religions cor-
effect of that ? It will not ho denied that at that time the munities; but, anxious as the Sovereign was-and, I say,
Jesuits were an organisation which could not be tolerated, if you will look back at the history cf that period, ne mar
and weronet tolcrîated, by the laws cf England. I amrnnet wih Britimh blood will have cause te regret the csnduct of
going now into any argument, any citation, ta establish the British authorities in those davsor the manner f their
that point; iL is beyond contreversy. It was laid down by disposition-t o Sovereig said : The Jesuits are beyond the
the law officers cf the day-.[have their citations hore to pale. We cannot listen, for ne moment, teo thoir holding
establish it-it was laid down by Blackstone in bis Crn- thoeir estates, but the other religis communities are teo
inentaries, the firat editien cf which was publisbod short pormitted te romain in possession cf their states,ond th y
before that period, that the Jesuit organisation was an il- arete roemain thero for the purposofe nabling us to judge
legal one, and thon the moment British laws were intro- wether it is necessary under the treaty (afterwards, under
ducod into this country, ipso facto the Jesuits' ostates ho- ho Stauteorf 1774, thoy were continued in their possession),
came forfoited te the Crown, and the titi. cf the Crown te in order that effot might be givn te that portion cf the
theeo estates bas always been reocguised from that period treaty, and that portion cf the A.ct of Parliament, which gua-
up, bas always been considered as indefeasible. If sanction ranteed to the inhabitants cf the conquered cuntry thir
was wanted for iL, we could find it by the action cf the Par- rights. 1shaph have te trouble the flouse with rfrernce to the
liaments of ths country, upon petition cf the French Cana. fats wich gover-n the whole subsequent precaedtng , and
dian people cf the country, who desired that the lands lt me commence with the earliest date. On 3th August,
should ho kopt for educational purposes when it was pro- 1763, in the instructions which were given by .t earl f
posed te give eut of these lands, and pcraps the lands Eremont temGovernor Miurray, we find these wmrds:

b vg lThoughthe ing has, in the 4th article of the Defigitive Tresty,
in commnand at the tine cf the cess;ion. Senet cnly have we, agreed to gran t the Liberty of the Catholie religion to the inhabitant
as 1 will prove, hy the law that was ennnciated by the law of hanada; and thugh -iMaje6ty is far frei entertaining the mst

distant thiughts of restraining hies new Roman Catholie subject frombut w. hav thecto f cnr cwhe n P a orliametso the Paru- professin the worsaip of their religion accrding to the rtes f the
Romish Church, yet the condition expressed in the mare article muet

ment cf the Province cf QuebeT before the Union, the Par- always be reetberedy Giz- As far as the laws ef Great Britain per-
liament cf Uitedt Canada after the Union; and yet, Sir mit.'twhicr laws prohibit absluely ail popi h hierarchy in any of the

y )dominions belonging te the (Jrowei of Great Britain, and eau onlyer., 100 years afterwards, wo find the Premier of the Pro- admit f a toleration of the exercise of that religion. This matter was
vince suing huinbly te the Pope cf Rome for liberty toesicleary Sinderstood in the negotiation et the uefinitive Treaty. Ti
the Jesuits' estates. Can umiIiation go rnuch fnrthcr, if French Ministera proposed t insert the words comme c-devat in order

rthat the Rmish religion shu d continue tebe exercised in t arne
w hmanner as under their Governent; and they did net give up t epoint
tili they were plainly told that it would h deceiving them to admit

dthose wrds, for thcuing had not the power te telerate tteligioncen
Cyother mainer than 'as far as the laws tf Great Britain permt,
Theelaws muet be your guide in any disputes that May arise on tusnet sec any Iaughirig matter in it, I cannot se. why thmy subje; but at the saSe tirn< that 1 point eut tye n the neceuity f

saould langh about it. If the property is in the condition adhering tethem, and cf attending with the utmost vigilance to the
that I have provei it t abe, I think t h conlusion that I have behaviur afthe Priesta, the King relies cm ynr acting with ailproper
tat poit;its beonds is l ifw be caution and prudence inregard te a matter cf sJ delicate ynature
be-fe that oerott ; and i ow are a tna n -people, r thisofreligin;and that ye will, s fr as yen ealconsistently with

-egal one,&thnthemmn rts aswr nr-wehri s eesr ne h ray(fewrsne
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