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ever since, and mainly, too, for the promotion of the Roman Catholic faith.*
Now, in view of these facto, wbat, we may ask, becomes of the ficdions and

assumptions stated in the preamble of the Act? When<:e is derived the moral right
of the present Society of Jesus to the estates forfeited by a former one, (which was
dissolvedi, ziot by the judgment of any Protestant tribunal,but by that of the Pope of
Rome, its superior and infailible head.) Where is the ground for compensation?
M 1. Mercier admits that it rests on no legal riglit ; and as the trusts attaching to
tho property have been carried out, where is the equitable or moral riglit? And how
lias lie met the objections to his proccedings based on the principle which his
predecessors helped to cstablish %%,len they voted for the secularizationi of the
Clergy Reserves ? Wlhat is there in tho case of the Jesuits to exempt thern from
the operation of that principle ? Is it that their ethicN are superior ta those of
the Chiurch of Entgiand, whose cndowments were, take from thoim.? Is it the
superior morality of their momnbers ? Is it the fact th... they own no allegiance
to th~e sovercign of these realms.-that they are, i the extretmest sense of the
ternis, forcigners and liliens, not to say enem ices, to the coitmtonwiealthi ? s it
that on the tostimiony of professors of their own creed they have been cverý -

where political inti-iguers, disturbers of tlhe public peace, destroyers of domestic
happiness and domiestic ties ? Is it that with ail their talent for organization, t1-e
self sacrifice and self dcvotion of inidividual moembers, thecir great missionary
efforts (those brighit pages in tlheir history) have been failuros-failures as vast
as ivere the efforts tbey miade? For we know that, despite the hcroismn and
talents of a Francois Xavier, the miartyrdom of a Brebeuf or a Lallenmand, and of
hundreds of kindred spirits whose bonos lie scattered over North and South
Amierica, india, China and japani, the sum of tbeir wor-k, so far as the elevation
or advancement of the humani race is concerned, is everývhere and always
failure-failuire. absolute and comiplote. Whiat justification lias the Premier of
Quebc shown for bis illegal and possibly treasonable invitation. to the Pope of
Rorne to exerciso jurisdiction over property in this Dominion P AX.id, flnally, what

right lias lie sliov to takec (romi the Province of Quebec, eitlior from the Roman
Catliolic niajority or the lProtestant miniority, any sumr of rnoney, great or small,
to endow an>' r-e]giouis corporation at the expense of either one or the other ?
The property ini question is the property, of the whole Province, given to it,
and beld by it for nearly a century, for the purpose of education. To apply
it, or anly portion of it, to endot% any religîous body, is a direct robbinq of tho
people. and ospociaIlly of the Protestant minority, even tbougb the latter are

oUcrecd a bribe for- thicir acquiescence, te bc raised by a tax laid upon tbemselves.

*flowv difierently, ,iiiht the Hiritih (;overniment have ,icted aad they taloen into account the past
hztoz ' uadth revions con'luct of thoseu with ithorn they xvcre de.dtng-had they retnarnbered the

î luit posagailnat Quceen Eliaheth. tfie Gunpwr 'o. and thic iceisant intriguem of later yeïus-
1aU they piki heed to the Uar< rumors which nauitdthe lemuits wvith the as4unation of Henry
the Foiirth. the masourr of St. lfrtholoinow, the inurdier of W'illiain te Silent. and evert the death of
Ilp ('lement, 1». '00nit hry ImU hecn '.uppresmedi or even if, discarding ai these as idie talete
harjudged the Socicty hy itF tiwil maxi i, Lh .Cltnitted ruie of ail its poilcy-" CU& w/nil' es.t lfitt
ellam Meifia sunt i hla -thr frightfui nnd horribdy dornoralizinig priinvýipic that -the end justifie% the
niea ns'
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