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of their laws ought to have been left intire, as there is a ftrong and
well-contrived connexion between all its parts, which makes it
dangerous and detrimental to the welfare of the province to alter any
of it. And, fecondly, they will fay, that, if any of the laws of
England muft be introduced here, they ought not to be introduced
by general words, but by fpecial ordinances, enumerating them,
and fetting them forth at full length, and in the French language,
fo that the Canadians may know and obferve them. But thefe are
objettions which we believe will be made only by a few perfons,
and not by the generality of your Majefty’s Canadian fubjects.

The fourth method of fettling the laws of this province, "by Ademtiges and
making the law of England become the general law of it, with an fe pawie”
exception of fome particular fubje&ts, or heads of law; and con- ™ethod-
cerning thofe fubjelts to revive the ancient cuftoms of the country
by an ordinance or proclamation that thould particularly fet them
forth and defcribe them in all the extent in which your Majefty
fhould think fit to let them continue, without any reference to the
law-books in which they were formerly contained, would be
preferable to the third method in this refped, that by enumerating
and defcribing, or reciting particularly, the feveral French laws and
cuftoms that were intended to be continued, it would cut off all
connelion, in the minds of the Canadians, with the French laws,
lawyers, and judges, and the government under which they were
maintained. The parliament of Paris, and the cuftom .of Paris,
and the French king’s edi¢ts would be no longer heard of, asbeing
no longer of any authority ; but the laws that were permitted to
fubfift muft be cited in the words made ufe of by your Majefty to
exprefs them in the ordinance or proclamation which permitted
their continuance. This would be a confiderable advantage which
this fourth method of fettling the laws of this province would have
over the third method; but it would be certainly fomewhat more
troublefome to your Majefty’s minifters than that third method, and
it would likewife be liable to many imperfeétions from the in-
accurate manner in which the French laws and cuftoms that were
intended to be continued would probably be fet forth ; and it would
be further liable to the two latter objections which might be made
to the third meafure, to wit, that it would give but an imperfe&t
degree of fatisfa&tion to fome of the Canadians, by leaving them
only a part of their ancient laws and cuftoms, and that itfwo}xlxld
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