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CORRESPONDENCE

Office of the premier,
Province of Quebec.

Quebec, February 28th,- 189O.

Reverend Sir,

I have before me a copy of a pamphlet entitled :

" Equal Rights Association for the Province of Onta-

rio. Important letter by a resident of Quebec as to the

disabilities of Protestants in that Province. This

letter, is dated 1st December, 1889 and signed: " A
Quebec Loyalist."

This pamphlet contains the following notice :

" EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION

FOR THE

PROVINCE OF ONTARIO

" Important letter of a resident of the Province

of Quebec, on The Disabilities of Protestants in that

Province.

* EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION OF 0NTA1U0

" 9| Adelaide Street Ea<

" Toronto, 21st December, 1889.

" The accompanying letter, written by a well

known English resident of the Province of Quebec, to

a member of the committee is submitted by the Exe-



cutive Committee of the Association, for the earnest

consideration of the people of the Dominion.

E. D. ARMOUR,
" Hon. Secretary.

" W. A. CAYEN,
" President."

As the assertions contained in this letter are

false and injust to the majority of this Province and

as this pamphlet has been greatly circulated amongst

the Protestant community, I think it is my duty to

ask you if you would be kind enough to give me
the name of the " Quebec Loyalist ", who has

written this letter.

I write to you officially an 1 you will uj kind

enough to answer me so.

I have the honor to be

Yours truly,

j^HoNORE MERCIER.

Premier.

Rev. W. Caven,

Chairman,

Equal Rights Association,

9J Adelaide Street East,

Toronto. Ont.



Equal Rights Association of Ontario.

Office: 9 J Adelaide Street East.

Toronto, Ont, March 7th 1890.

Honorable sir.

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of a coinra ni-

dation from ycu in which you ask for the mme of a
" Quebec Loyalist ", who has written a pamphlet on
The Disabilities of Protestants in the Province of
Quebec.

I have not the writer's permission to disclose his

name, but I shall forward to him a copy of your
letter and await his reply.

Permit me to say that the Equal Rights Asso-
ciation would much regret to endorse any statement
which is not strictly correct, and if it be shown to

them that "the assertions contained in this letter are

false and unjust to the majority in Quebec," they
will hasten to disclaim any responsibility implied in

their relation to this pamphlet.

I have the honor to be

Your obedient servant,

Wm. Caven.
The Hon. Honore Mercikr,

Premier of Quebec.



Office of the Premier,
Province of Quebec,

Quebec, loth March, 1890.

Sir,

Many thanks for your kind letter of the 7th

instant concerning the letter of a "QUEBEC Loyalist."
I shall wait till I receive a further commnnication in

connection with my demand before I answer| the

other part of your letter.

With due respect,

Your- truly,

Honore Mercier.
Revd Wm. Caven,

aide street East,

Toronto, On r
.

Equal Rights Association of Ontario,
Office, 9J Adelaide East.

Toronto, Out., 10th March, 1890.

Honorable Sir,

In replying to your communication of the 28th

ult., respecting the authorship of a pamphlet entitled
11 Disabilities of Protestants in the Province of Quebec"
I stated that I should forward to the writer of said

pamphlet a copy of your letter to me, and await his

reply.

To-day I received from the gentleman referred

to a telegram of which the following is a copy :
—

" Send my name to Mercier and demand that he
" proves his statement about my letter."

The writer is Mr. Robert Sellar, editor of the

Huntingdon Gleaner, Huntingdon, Que.

Having given his name, you will doubtless reco-

gnise at once Mr. Sellar's title to make the above
demand."

I have the honor to be

Your obdt. servant,

Wm. Caven.
The Hon. Honore MERCIER,

Premier.

Province of Quebec.



EQUAL RIGTHTS ASSOCIATION

FOR THE

PROVINCE OF ONTARIO

Important letter by a resident of Quebec as to
" The Disabilities of Protestants in that Province."

EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION OF ONTARIO.

9£ Adelaide Street East,

Toronto, 21st December, 1889.

The accompanying letter, written by a well-
known English resident of the Province of Quebec
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THE

IN THE

PROVINCE OF QUEBEC

THE PARISH SYSTEM

Sir,—I have your letter before me asking for

a statement of the dissabilities Protestants labor

under in the Province of Quebec. I answer gladly,

for I wish that every elector in the Dominion

should know the state of matters here, being con-

fident that if he did he would use his influence

to have it changed.

The subject will be treated from the stand-

point of the Protestant farmer, and it is his disa-

bilities I shall describe, the position of the Pro-

testants in the towns and cities being somewhat
different. To grasp the grievances of the Protes-

tant farmer you need to understand the character

of the church of Rome as it is developed in the

Province of Quebec, and also the parish system.

In the Province of Ontario that church is

almost everywhere in a minority, and its policy is

shaped to suit its surroundings, while the views



of its members and clergy are insensibly modified

by the reflected light of the communities that sur-

round them. Its clergy are far from rich and are

dependent upon the voluntary contributions of

their people, which, in itself is, a powerful mo-

difying influence upon their character and aspira-

tions. As a rule you know them as you know
Protestant ministers, as men who devote them-

selves to the spiritual affairs of those with whom
they are concerned. In Quebec it is entirely diffe-

rent. The Church of Rome is a compact organi-

zation, in which each priest and congregation

have any distinctive features blotted out, and are

simply cogs in a great machine which compels

them to move in a fixed way. In one sense it is a

Church, in another it is a government, having the

province divided into sections and controlled by

its deputies, yet a government irresponsible to

crown or people, claiming an authority above and

beyond that of the state. Her influence is felt in

everv sphere and walk of daily life, and she sha-

dows every interest. Did you live here, you would

see how absolutely she is mistress of the province,

how everything is made subservient to her, and

with what complacency she assumes that the

people exist for her and not she for the people. I

doubt if elsewhere you will find the Ultramontane

idea as highly developed, the Church regnant, the

people and government at her feet. Her wealth

is commensurate with her power. She is the lar-

gest real estate owner on the continent, and her



lands are placed outside the jurisdiction of the

laws governing real estate, for they are locked up
under mortmain, and on her property she pays no

tax. One would need to travel from city to city

and town to town for a month, before one would
have an adequate conception of the wealth of this

Church. Her servants are in proportion. Count-

ing ministers of all denominations, I do not sup-

pose you would find in Ontario many over 3,000.

Quebec has a ihird less population, yet nearly

8,000 men and women have taken the perpetual

vow of obedience to the Church of Rome. Add
to these the lay servants and dependents, and

there must be twenty thousand whose daily bread

comes from this gigantic organization. Now, its

wealth and overmastering influence are largely

due to

THE PARISH SYSTEM.

"When the King of France took possession of

Canada, he did not give or sell its lands to those

who wished to cultivate them ; he would have

no dealings with the man who wished to clear

the land and plow it. He wanted to give to

Canada a nobility, and with that object in view
divided up the countrv that faces the St. Lawrence
into large blocks, each one containing several

square miles, and presented them to his favorites.

These grants of land were called seigniories, and
the gentlemen to whom they were given seigniors



or lords, and they encouraged settlers to go upon

their estates, not selling them lots, but giving

them perpetual possession on paying a small fired

rent and certain other dues. These seigniories were

divided into parishes, and over each parish a priest

was placed. Had the system stopped here all

would have been well. Unfortunately the French

king, instead of leaving the support of the priests

to the voluntary contributions of their flocks,

ordained that the twenty-sixth bushel of all grain

raised be given to them, and that a tax be levied

on all farm lands for the building and upholding

of church and parsonage. The seigniorial system

was broken up over thirty years ago, and now
only a few fragments remain ; the parish system

is untouched, and in a more highly developed and

efficient state than in the days when a Louis was
king of Canada. Let me sketch it to you as it

exists to-day.

The priest is the convener and chairman of

all parish meetings and without his sanction

nothing can be done by the people. Does he con-

sider a new church to be necessary ? He obtains

the consent of a majority of his people and that

of his bishop, and forthwith a fax is imposed upon
all the farm lands in proportion to their value,

the ordinary municipal assessment roll being

generally used, payable in equal instalments

spread over not less than three or more than eight

years. Of late the priests have vied with one

another in zeal for building churches, and mime-



rous~substantial and sightly buildings have been

abandoned and replaced by splendid structures,

often beyond the needs of the parish. There have

been hundreds of churches built or re-modelled

within the past twenty year& that have cost from

twenty to thirty thousand dollars ; not a few of

them from thirty to seventy-five thousand. There

are parishes where the church has cost as much
money as the dwellings of ^the farmers who wor-

ship within its walls would sell for. This buil-

ding tax is so heavy, that I do not suppose one is

levied that is not the cause of some of the habi-

tants losing their farms. To pay the tax they

have to borrow and the mortgage eats up their

places and they drift to the cities or the United

States. Where very costly churches are raised,

such pitiful cases are numerous. O-enerally the

priest's house is in keeping with the church, and

is built and maintained by a like tax levied on

the lands of the parish. His living is also derived

in part directly from the land. Out of every

twenty-six bushels of grain (peas are included)

the farmer raises, lie must give one to the priest,

delivering it, clean, merchantable grain, at the

parsonage before Easter in each year. It is one of

the fictions entertained by many outside Quebec,

who form their estimate of the character of the

habitant from reading " Evangeline, " that this

tribute is paid gladly. If there is a man in the

Dominion who has an adequate sense of the value

of a dollar, it is the habitant. The tithe is paid



with a grudge, and were it^not for the information

obtained from neighbors and the threshing-mill

men, the priest would come short. I knowr of one

parish where such inferior grain was drawn, that

the priest referred to it in his sermon, and asked

his hearers, as they passed out, to examine at the

door a specimen of the oats a certain farmer had
delivered. At the rebellion of 1837 the habitants

were stimulated to take part in it, because one^of

the reforms promised was the abolition of tithes.

A misconception to be avoided is, that the tithes

represent all that the habitant contributes to", the

support of his clergyman. In truth, the payment
of the tithe and building tax entitles him to very

little—to standing room in the church he helped

to build and to a grave in the cemetery. As one

poor man expressed it, he had to stand during

grand mass " like a brute beast. " To secure a pew,

he has to pay a yearly rental, and for all the rites

and services of church and priest he has to pay.

The tithe is, in fact, an addition to the ordinary

revenue of the clergy, a supplement he now enjoys

nowhere else outside of Quebec.

Were the payment of tithes and building tax

the result of a mutual agreement among the

members of the Church of Rome in Quebec, were

they in any sense voluntaiy contributions, the

people of the Dominion would have no right to

interfere with them, but when you learn that they

are levied and collected by virtue of statutes

passed by the Legislature, and voted for by many
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Upper Canada members, you will perceive that

yourself and every other elector are parties to

them and accountable for their maintenance.

There is not a circuit court in the province whose

power has not been called upon by the Church of

Rome to compel payment of these assessments. I

was once present in a court, of which the judge

and all the officials were Protestants, when a

number of Irish Catholic farmers were sued by
the priest for tithes,* and when judgment was
rendered in his favor, I thought an outrage had

been perpetrated, and that instead of the British

coat of arms looking down on those assembled,

the insignia of the Vatican would have been more

appropriate. Bear] this well in mind, that the

habitants pay the taxes in question to their

church,

BECAUSE THE^WHIP OF BRITISH LAW

We have no business to interfere with the

Church of Rome in what demands it may make
of its followers, or what assessments it may levy

upon them, but as British subjects we have a

right to say whether or not ihe courts of the

Empire are to assist in maintaining those demands
and in becoming collectors of those assessments.

It is this backing given by the State to which
the peculiar development of that Church in Que-

bec is due. Havinjrf the State ^as its servant in



10

coercing its people, it assumes the attributes of

supremacy, while its sources of income being

large! v independent of the will of those to whom
it ministers, it disregards their wishes and rules

autocratically. To sum uphill one sentence, it is

the union of Church and" State in Quebec that

menaces the peace of the Dominion.

HOW THE PARISH SYSTEM AFFECTS

PROTESTANTS.

No land ownedjby a Protestant is liable to

parish [assessments, they are collected solely from

Roman Catholics, who may be so only in name
and who may not attend church, all the same

they must pay tithes, and any building tax that

may be levied. Their sole way of escape is to

notify the priest that they have left the Church

of Rome, and no habitant need do that unless

prepared to leave the province. I have seen this

provision of the,' law, that Protestants are exempt,

quoted by Ontario newspapers as conclusive proof

that they have no cause to complain of the parish

system. Were those who express such an opinion

to come to Quebec and make personal investiga-

tion, they would perceive their error. Let me
give you an illustration from actual life.

Fifty years ago a number of emigrants from

the British Isles formed a settlement in the wild

lands of this province. They prospered and increas-

ed for twenty years, when the Eoman Catholic
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bishop issued his decree including their settlement

in a canonical parish he had erected. The Koman
Catholics were mainly taborers employed by the

Pro!estants, several ofwhom contributed towards

erecting a temporary church, which was followed

by a convent-school, established by one of the

great Montreal nunneries, partly to attract a Ca-

tholic population, and partly to catch a few Pro-

testant girls as pupils. When from death or other

vicissitude a farm owned by Protestants was
offered for sale, the priest had a purchaser, who,

if he had not sufficient money, got a loan from

the city ecclesiastical corporations at a low rate of

interest. A French store-keeper was brought in, a

French doctor and finally a notary. Then the

colonization societies lent their aid, and the funds

of these societies are supplemented by the gov-

ernment. The work went on slowly, but it went
on steadily. If I were asked to name the most

remarkable feature in the Church of Rome, I

would answer, its deliberate movements, its unal-

terable purpose combined with patience. Nothing

is done openly, nothing rashly, nothing violently.

The tide is creeping upward and remorselessly

swallowing everything in its way, but on the

placid face of the waters there is not an eddy nor

a ripple to indicate the resistless power that is

impelling them. Farm by farm dropped into Ca-

tholic hands, and the area of lands liable to tax

and tithe went on extending. In course of time

the Protestants became so few that they found it
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difficult to maintain schools, and were it not for

aid from outside, they could not have retained a

minister. Their farms were fertile, and, materially,

they were doing better than they could elsewhere,

so that so far as dollars and cents are concerned

they had no cause to move, yet when they consi-

dered that their children were growing up im-

perfectly educated, and that their neighbors were

of different speech and creed, they were impelled

to make a sacrifice and leave. Their farms were

bought, and what was twenty-five years before

an English-speaking settlement has become a

French one, and from land that did not yield

dollar to the Church of Rome, she now levies

contributions that yield thousands.

This is the historv of scores of outlying settle-

ments of Protestants in this province, and that

they were extinguished by set purpose is not con-

cealed. Say* a Quebec paper the other day : "We
" have not in vain absorbed many of the English
" and Scotch settlements planted among us to

" break up our homogeneity." So long as it is law

that the land of the Province of Quebec shall

yield tribute to the Church of Rome when owned
by its adherent', that Church will work unceas-

ingly to dispossess Protestants, for every acre it

wins enhances alike its income and its prestige.

You may here ask, whether Protestants who
took up land in Quebec did not do so with their

eyes open, and knowing that it was subject to the

parish system, have they a right to now complain ?
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No such plea can be urged. "When the townships

were settled they were not only free from the

parish system, but there was an Imperial guarantee

that they should never be subject to it.

THE EXTENSION OF THE PARISH SYSTEM TO THE
TOWNSHIPS IS A VIOLATION OF A PLEDGE

AND A USURPATION.-

I will set the facts before you and you will

judge for yourself. When Canada passed into the

hands of the British, Quebec bore no resemblance

to the Quebec of to-day. It consisted of thinly-

peopled settlements, which occupied narrow strips

bordering the St. Lawrence. A few miles back of

the great river rose the bush, and the primeval

wilderness extended on the north shore to the

Arctic Circle, and on the south to the United

States. Bear this in mind, that when G-eneral

Murray set about constituting Quebec a British

colony, it had only seventy thousand inhabitants,

who lived in the narrow ribbon of clearances

that edged the St. Lawrence ; that was all they

occupied and that was all they claimed. The
British commander was asked to leave the parish

system to this handful of people ; he refused,

English law was established among them, and for

thirteen years no habitant was compelled to pay
either tithe or tax. That state of affairs would
have continued until our own day had it not been
for the breaking out of the American Revolution.
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The Imperial authorities were afraid the French

people might join in it, and to avert that danger

they bribed their priests by giving them back the

power to levy their dues. This was done in 1774

by the Queb ic t
Act, which, however, confined the

privilege strictly to the seigniories, or, more cor-

rectly speaking, to the eighty-two paiishes then

in exi&tence, coupling, however, the gift with the

proviso that the priests were to become subject to

the conditions of the sovereign's supremacy as

laid down in the Act of 1 Elizabeth. As if fore-

seeing what has actually happened, that the priests

would apply the privilege so granted to the entire

province, this clause was added :

" Provided always that nothing in this Act
" contained shall extend, or be construed to extend,

" to any lands that have been granted by His
11 Majesty, or shall hereafter be granted by His
" Majesty, his heirs and successors, to be holden
" in free and common socage."

Surely this is plain enough. The parish sys-

tem was restored to the seigniory or fief land ; all

land granted by the crown in free and common
socage was to be clear of it. The Imperial Parlia-

ment and G-eorge III. restored French law and

usages to the thin chain of French settlements,

and to them only ; all the rest of the province

was to continue as before, under English law.

Every French Catholic writer and every French

Catholic speaker on this subject invariably ignores

tiie clause I have quoted, and speaks of the Quebec
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Act as restoring French law and custom to the

entire province and dare anybody to interfere with

the Imperial concession. Nothing could be more
dishonest. The Quebec Act merely restored French

law and usage to the seigniories, not a twentieth

part of the province as now constituted, and to

them only does it apply. All outside of that res-

tricted strip of land was to be settled and gov-

erned like Ontario, Nova Scotia, or New Bruns-

wick, namely, under English law. This was per-

fectly understood and acted upon by successive

Governors. The crown lands of Quebec were
surveyed and divided, not into seigniories and
parishes, but into counties and townships. In these

townships English law prevailed, French law had

no standing, and the priests had no more autho-

rity to tithe and tax in them than they have in

Ontario. The result was that these townships

became settled by English-speaking people, who
would not have felled a tree in them had they

known they wrould ever have been brought under

the parish system. The pledge that English law
would always rule where the land was granted

in free and common socage was renewed in 1826,

when the Imperial Parliament, in the Canada

Tenure Act, declared that the law of England was
the rule by which real property in the townships

was to be regulated and administered. The two
settlements thus grew side by side : one English-

speaking, with English law and usages, prosperous

and expansile ; the other French, with French
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law aDd customs, poor a^id stagnant. The rapid

growth of what may be termed English Quebec

excited the fears and jealousy of the Anglophobes

preceding the rebellion and they endeavored to

check it by adverse legislation. But despite all

obstacles, English Quebec grew in wealth and

population, progressing at such a rate that, at the

date of the union with Upper Canada, it threatened

in time to outstrip French Quebec. In those days

the seigniories were overpopulated : if the season

was unfavorable there was distress, and applica-

tions to the Legislature for public aid were fre-

quent. Papineau urged his countrymen to go into

the townships and take up land ; few did so, and
the reason given to the repeated parliamentary

commitees on the subject was, that the priests

were adverse to their leaving the seigniories, because

the parish system was not in force in the town-

ships. The rebellion was designed to destroy the

townships : they survived it to fall before an

instrument that was being silently forged by the

hierarchy. The union of Upper and Lower Canada

took place, and among the first acts of the new
Legislature was one providing for the erection of

canonical parishes. As it stood alone it was of

slight consequence, but, at long intervals, its pro-

visions were amended and extented by subse-

quent Acts, all of which disregarded the restric-

tion of the Quebec Act and applied their provi-

sions to the entire province. This was done so

gradually and unobtrusively that these little bills
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were introduced and passed without attracting

notice. Not one of them said, " the parish sys-

tem is hereby,extended to the townships." That
would havje excited alarm and ensured their

doom. They simply professed to be amendments
of previous Acts, their sting lying in the un-
thought of preambles, which made the provisions

of these previous Acts applicable to the entire

province of Lower Canada. "When the last and
worst of these little bills was before the Legisla-

ture, Cartier explained that it only affected

Catholics and was designed to legalize ^certain

arrangements between the bishops and their peo-

ple. The power thus obtained to extend the
parish system into the townships was cautiously-

used and the approaches were exceedingly slow.

Here and there a parish was formed where the

Catholics were most numerous, and the objection

of the priesthood being removed to their people
taking up land in the^townships, they were now
as eager in urging them to go as they were before

in restraining them, and, when Confederation

came, the Legislature seconded their efforts by*

grants to colonization societies and departmental

favors. At the present hour the townships are

overspread by a network of parishes, and in each
of them the priests collect tithes and church taxes.

are levied off land which the Imperial Govern-
ment guaranteed should be forever free from such
imposts. Indeed, it is not necessary to quote
statutes in support of the claim of the townships

2
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io freedom from the parish system, for the dee<

granted by the sovereign to each settler bears

proof of the fact. Up to Confederation the patents

issued by the Crown Lands Department for lands

granted under them contained these words :

" To have and hold in like manner as lands
* are holden in free and common soccage in that

'* part of Great Britain called England."

Queen Victoria thus issued her letters patei

iot a lot of land, declaring that the yeom mi

whom she granted it shall hold it free from alJ

lien, and the same as if it were situated in Eng-

land. And in full faith of that assurance, the

settler went on and spent the vigor of his man-

hood in clearing that lot. In his old age a priest

comes and says, " Your land was granted to you
•* by the Queen, subject to a servitude held by my
"Church, a perpetual claim, a mortgage that can-
u not be wiped out, as its payment is conditional

'- upon the creed of the occupant. You being a

** Protestant, I will do what I can to get you off it

" and a Catholic put in your place, so that Holy
u Church may enter into the full enjoyment of her
* patrimony."

Such, sir, is the manner in which the parish

system has been extended to the townships, and

need I add, that its introduction has caused their

decadence. Numerous settlements have been

wiped out and everywhere the French increase, so

ihat the English who could control twenty consti-

tuencies twenty-five years ago are outnumbered
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in all but four. It is for the electors of the Domi-

nion to answer the question,

SHALL THE REMNANT BE WIPED OUT?

If the existing law is continued, a law offer-

ing a substantial inducement to each priest to

drive the Protestant farmers out, it is as certain as

that the St. Lawrence rolls to the sea, that before

the coming century is far advanced few will be

left. Is the union of Church and State to be con-

tinued in the Province of Quebec ? Is the priest-

hood to continue to have behind it British courts

to enforce the collection of tithe and tax ? Is the

Church of Rome to sit in this province enthroned

as a queen, panoplied with exclusive privileges,

and with her foot on the neck of its Legislature ?

If so, then over one hundred thousand loyal Bri-

tish subjects will leave the lands they and their

fathers redeemed from the bush and iollow their

brethren who have gone before them. As it is in

your power, and in the power of every elector of

the Dominion to continue or abolish this system,

so upon you and them, jointly with the priest,

will rest the accountability for one of the greatest

outrages ever wrought on English speaking peo-

ple, for outrage and crime it surely is, to maintain

a law that offers a bonus to the clergy of the

Church of Rome to dispossess men and women of

their homes on account of their creed and nationa-

lity.

There are other disabilities under which the
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non-Catholic people of Quebec labor, and these I

may give in another letter. The parish system is

so pre-eminent among the grievances of which we
complain, that I think it better not to place it on

the same parallel with the others.

A QUEBEC LOYALIST.
December 1, 1889.



ANSWER
OF THE

TO THE PAMPHLET PUBLISHED BY

m ML UUR usotunoi

Against the majority of the inhabitants of the

Province of Quebec

Sir,

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt

of your letter of the tenth of March instant, inform-

ing me that the author of the pamphlet signed :

A Quebec Loyalist is Mr Robert Sellar, editor of

the newspaper called " The Huntingdon Gleaner.
"

Owing to press of business and the importance of

parliamentary work, I huve been compelled to

delay my answer.

Ailow me to confess in all frankness that it

does not surprise me to hear that Mr Sellar is this

so-called Quebec Loyalist : this gentleman is a

rabid fanatic, who never misses an opportunity to

show his hatred against everything which is

French and Catholic, without the slightest re-

spect, which every honest and impartial man
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owes to the truth. The small sheet which he
publishes is not sufficient for his insatiable desire

to represent under false colors everything that is

dear to the majority of the population of the

Province in which he lives, and he has hastened

to send you his letter, delighted to avail himself

of the influence and means of publication of your

association in order to spread more widely false-

hood and calumny concerning my fellow-country-

men, their clergy and their religious institutions.

If the editor of the Gleaner alone were in ques-

tion, I would not take the trouble to notice him,

for the very good reason that in our Province he

is too well known to be able to injure any one,

and that here his elucubrations are too well ap-

preciated at their true value by respectable Pro-

testants and by Catholics to deserve the honor of

refutation. But as the Equal Eights Association,

of which you are the president, has assumed the

responsibility of the writing which is the object

of this correspondence, that fact gives to it an

importance which imposes upon me the duty of

refuting it and of showing to the impartial public

that the letter in question is nothing but a tissue

of errors as to facts, history and appreciation. If,

after this refutation has been placed before your

association, it does not repudiate the letter of Mr.

Sellar and persists in spreading it abroad, honor-

able people will be able to judge of the ways and

means employed by you to rouse the Protestant

population of the other provinces against the
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eleven hundred thousand Catholics who inhabit

the Frovince of Quebec and who desire nothing

more than to live at peace with their fellow-

citizens of other races and creeds. If the Exec

tive Committee of the Equal Eights Association

be animated by anything like sentiments ofjustice

and respect for truth, it should consider it a duty*

to publish the refutation which I now make, in

order to repair the injustice it has committed in

publishing the pamphlet which has called forth

this refutation.

You say in your letter of the seventh ofMarch
" that the Equal Rights Association would much
" regret to endorse any statement which is not

" strictly correct, and should it be shown to them
" that the assertions contained in this letter are

" false and injurious to the majority in Quebec,
" they will hasten to disclaim any responsibility

" implied in their relation to this pamphlet."

I accept this declaration, or rather this engage-

ment, and 1 forward you with this letter a de-

monstration which will put you under the obli-

gation of fulfilling it.

I have the honor to be

Your humble servant,

(Signed) Honore Mercier.

Premier-Ministre.

To the Eevd. ¥m.' Caven,

President of the

Equal Eights Association,

Toronto, Ont.
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ANSWER OF THE HON. ME. MERCIER
o the pamphlet of the Equal Rights Association against

the majority of the inhabitants of tJte

Province of Quebec.

It would require a large volume to refute in

succession the errors and misrepresentations form-

ing Mr Seliar's pamphlet. The public could not have

the patience to read a work of such a nature and

I have not the leisure to undertake such a work.

Leaving aside all useless and idle details, I take

the substance of the pamphlet ; this can be sum-

marized in the following points :

Firstly. Trn> so-called domination and wealth

of the Catholic Church in the Province of Quebec ;

Secondly. The parish system and its so-called

injustice to Protestants
;

Thirdly. Tithes — that English courts are

degraded by being called upon to enforce theii

collection
;

Fourthly. That the introduction of the parish

.system in parts of the Province situated outside

of the seigniories is a violation of a formal engage-

ment and a usurpation.

As it happens with all men who give up to

fanaticism the control of their conscience and

reason, the editor ot the Gleaner is not distinguish-

ed by order or method; his pamphlet is only a

oonfused mass, without any regular order in its

ideas ; but by analysing it a little, the reader will

find that it is only a repetition of the four propo-

sitions above enumerated. I will follow this order

in the refutation that I am going to make.
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I.

THE SO-CALLED DOMINATION AND WEALTH OF THE

CATHOLIC CHURCH IN THE PROVINCE

OF QUEBEC.

Speaking of the Catholic Church as it exists

in the Province of Quebec, the author of the

pamphlet says :

" In one sense it is a church, in another it is

" a government, having the Province divided
" into sections and controlled by its deputies,

" yet a government irresponsible to crown or

" people, claiming an authority above and beyond
" thai of the State,"

Taken in the general seiue given by the

author, the affirmation is false. With respect to

worship, Catholics are divided into groups known
under the name of parishes as Protestants are

known under the name of congregations ; but these

divisions have only a religious character, and are

not controlled by deputies, as falsely asserted by
the editor of the Gleaner.

"What harm can there be, would I ask, in

thus grouping Catholics for purposes of worship ?

Does not this grouping likewise exist among
Protestants, in our Province as well as in all the

oth^r parts of the Dominion ? Is there any reason-

able man who can seriously see harm in it ? It is

only the delirious fanaticism of Mr. Sellar which
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objects of a state of things so natural, so necessary

to public order.

Now to say that this " government is irres-

" ponsible to crown or people, claiming an an-
" thority above and beyond that of the State," m
to state a thing true in itself, but false in the sense

that Mr. Sellar gives to his assertion, which is

general and without restriction. Catholic doc-

trine teaches, that in parely spiritual matters,

religious authority is of an order superior to

that of the civil authority, but that in temporal

matters civil authority or the authority of the

State transcends all others. That is to say, that

according to Catholic doctrine, the preponderance

of authority is derived from the preponderance of

the end at which such authority aims ; and as-

spiritual ends are superior to temporal ends, the

authority which provides for the former is, in its

nature and in the strict limits of its ends, of an
order superior to that which provides for tem-

pDral ends.

You are a minister of the Gospel, Mr. Caven y

arid you thoroughly understand protestant theo-

logy. I would now ask you : Is not Catholic

doctrine, such as I have just exposed it, the doc-

trine of all christian religions ? Is it not simply

the application of these words of the Gospel

:

1 Render unto God that which belongs to God!

and to Cesar that which belongs to Cesar ?
"

In order that there be no misunderstanding'

about this part of Catholic doctrine, I will cite a
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few extracts from the work of Mgr. Cavagnis,

published at Eome in 1887, with the approbation

of the highest Catholic authorities. These are th

citations :

" It is said : If the Church were sovereign,

" there would be a State within a State ; in other
" words, in the same territory, there would be
" two sovereignties and the same men would form
" two perfect and independent societies. But thi

" cannot be, as the co-existence of two sovereigns,

" having jurisdiction on the same territory and
" over the same persons, is repugnant. The power
" of the one would necessarily limit that of the
" other, and neither would be sovereign in the

" full meaning of the term Sovereignty there-

" fore repels not only all superior jurisdiction but
" also all equal jurisdiction.

" To this objection an answer is easily made
" by distinguishing how two sovereignties may
" be in opposition in the same territory and over
" the same persons. When two sovereignties are

" of the same kind, have the same immediate end,

" the same object and the same subject-matter
'* on which they exercise their power, then we
" meet with the inconveniences above mentioned

;

" one imposes limits upon the other ; neither one
" nor the other is truly sovereign, and the same
" subjects would have to serve equally two
" masters

" But it is not thus, when it is a question of

" two sovereignties, whose order, object, end and



28

11 subject-matter are distinct and different. In
" that case, the one imposes no limits upon the

" other in the sphere which belongs to it. In
'' consequence there is not in the State another
" State of the same kind, but another State of a

" different kind. In this there can be nothing
" repugnant, for the reason that all created things
" are limited to one order and one kind. The
" sovereignty of the State is limited to the tem-
" poral order, that of the Church to the spiritual

" order. To God alone belongs absolute and uni-

" versal sovereignty
" If the Church has many rights over the

1
' State, because it is a society of a sovereign order,

" it has no less duties to perform towards the
i(
State. And above all there is the duty as a mat-

" ter ofjustice not to encroach upon the province
11 of the State. All that which is purely temporal

" belongs to the Stale The Church therefore cannot
" under any proper claim meddle with matters
" purely temporal. It should render unto Cassar

" that which belongs to Caesar, and to God that

" which belongs to God.
" In questions which in nowise concern reli-

" gion and which are dimply economical, political,

civil or military, Catholics form neither a body
" nor a party, but each can follow the party which
" appears the best to him." (1)

These are the principles which govern the

Catholic clergy, in this Province as well as in

(1) Notions de Droit Public, Naturel et Ecclcsiastiqve, par M(/r
Cavaynis, p. 838 et seq.
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other parts of the world. Where can there be

found in all this " the authority superior to that

of the State " mentioned by Mr. Sellar ? This so-

called domination of the Catholic clergy exists

only in the too vivid imagination of the Gleaner

writer. I defy him to bring forward facts or

writings to establish it.

No ; outside of purely religious matters, the

Catholic Church does not claim an authority

superior to that of the State ; on the contrary, one

of the fundamental principles of its doctrine is its

submission to civil authority. It is surprising

that Mr. Sellar, who lives among Catholics and

pretends to know them, should not yet know this.

If he would only give himself the trouble to go

over the debates on the Catholic Emancipation

Bill, he would find that, nearly a hundred years

ago, a distinguished Protestant bishop. Dr. Hors-

ley, (English Parliamentary History, Vol. 29,

page 670) declared in the House of Lords that
'• the Roman Catholics better understand than
" the thing seems to be understood by many of

" these who call themselves our Protestants
kk brethren, in what plain characters the injunc-

,* tion of the unreserved submission of the indi-

,' vidual to the governmen t under which he is

4 ' born is written in the divine law ot the Gros-

" pel."

I need not add that in asserting that the
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Catholic Church " assumes that the people exists

for her and riot she for the people," Mr. Sellar is

guilty of an untruth which does not deserve the

honor of being refuted. I defy him to corroborate

this altogether gratuitous assertion by facts or

writings.

Mr. Sellar asserts that the Catholic Church

of the Province of Quebec " is the greatest real

estate owner on the continent.
1

' This is simply a

falsehood which must be apparent to the most

limited vision. As a Church the Church of Rome
does not own one inch of land in the Province of

Quebec. I defy Mr. Sellar to prove the contrary.

According to our law, real estate destined

for Catholic worship does not belong to the

Church but to the parishioners, and the extent of

real estate destined for that object is very limited.

On the first point, the following is what is stated

by Judge Beaudry :

11 Parishioners are obliged to contribute to

' the purchase of land required for the buildings

They are Us proprietors." (1)

As to the extent of the land, it is fixed in the

following manner by article 3450 of our Revised

Statutes :

" The quantity of land so acquired for the

" purposes aforesaid, within the walls of the cities

14 of Quebec and Montreal, respectively, shall not,

" in the whole, exceed one arpent and outside

" of the walls, but within the limits of the said

(1) Code den cures, marguilliers et pcvroissiens , page 58.
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** cities, shall not exceed eight arpents in superfi-

^cies; and the quantity of land so held in any
*" other place for the use of each parish, mission,
** congregation or religious society, shall not ex-
** ceed two hundred English acres."

There are not one thousand Catholic parishes

or missions in the Province of Quebec, and I assert

without fear that the extent of the land possessed

jby such parishes and missions does not exceed in

the whole 20,000 acres.

Is the Equal Rights Association prepared to

assert with its fellow-laborer Sellar, that there are

not to be found in all America proprietors owing

m greater extent of land or a greater real estate

pawner ?

Without going to foreign countries, compare

these 20,000 acres with the extent of the monopo-

lies which the Ottawa Government has established

iatke North-West? Without speaking of the colon-

ization societies, is it not known that the grants

wade to the Bell Farm Company exceed 50,000

acres ?

* l Her lands, continues Mr. Sellar, are placed
ac outside the jurisdiction of the laws governing
** tc&I estate, for they are locked up under mort-
** main, and on her property she pays no taxes."

Wrong; ecclesiastical property is not placed

-outside the jurisdiction of the laws governing real

estate; when a congregation purchases or sells a

property the title deeds are subject to the forma-

lity of registration, in the same way as all other
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real estate transactions, as prescribed by articles

3443 3444 and 3450 of our Eevised Statutes, which

only reproduce the old law. The real estate con-

ceded or sold to Church Trustees or marguilliers

only acquires the character of mortmain by the

registration of the deed of acquisition.

"What is there extraordinary or wrong in this

law? The intent is merely to place outside

of the sphere of trade real estate acquired for reli-

gious workship, and to prevent its expropriation

without the consent or against the 'wish of the

inhabitants or of the members of the congregation.

At any rate, if this system be wrong and

worthy of condemnation, the Protestants of the

Province of Quebec are quite as blamab ! e as the

Catholics, as the law of which Mr. Sellar com-

plains applies indistinctly to all religious eongre-

o-ations, Protestant as well as Catholic. Before

casting stones at us, let Mr. Sellar and his friends

give the example, by asking the Legislature to

abolish mortmain in the case of properties belong-

ing to Protestant congregations. I challenge him

to have such legislation accepted by the majority

of the Protestants of the Province of Quebec.

AVith a' hat grace therefore does he dare to

place among the so-called disabilities of the Pro-

testants of Quebec legislation by which they

benefit as well as Catholics and to which they

hold as well as Catholics ? Is it in this way that

an honorable man would act, who is animated by

the noble sentiments which justice and equity

hou'd inspire ?
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I can say the same thing about exemption from

taxation, which Mr. Sellar also gives as one of his

disabilities. In our Province, all property destined

for religious worship is, by article Y12 of our

Municipal Code, exempt from municipal and school

taxation. Protestants as well as Catholics profit

by this exemption, and I think that they hold to

it as much as do the Catholics,

Then, how can the Gleaner man find in this a

disability for the Protestants ? One may be fana-

tical, but no sensible man has a right thus jauntily

to make a mojkery of the elementary rules of

logic and of the plainest common sense.

WEALTH OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH-

But where this brave Mr. Sellar completely

loses his head is when he speaks of the so-

called wealth of the Catholic Church.
" Counting ministers of all denominations ",says

he, " I do not suppose you would find in Ontario
" many over 3,000. Quebec has a third less popufa"-

" tion,yet nearly 8,000 men and women have taken
" the perpetual vow of obedience to the Church of

" Rome. Add to these the lay servants and depen-
" dants and there must be twenty thousand whose
" daily bread comes from this gigantic organi-

' zation."

Like the monkey in Lafontaine's fable^ who
took the Piraeus for a man, the learned editor of

the Gleaner takes, as members of the Catholic

clergy, all members of religious communities,

whether brotherhoods or sisterhoods, and w ith

3
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this he forms ilie big figure of 8,000. Would you

wish io know why he so cheerfully inscribes

them among the clergy? Purely because they

have made a tow of perpetual obedience to the

Church of Rome !

In that case the learned Mr. Sellar is far from

truth : if to be a member of the Catholic

clergy, it is sufficient to have made a vow of per-

petual obedience to the Church of Rome, there

in the Province of Quebec 1,170,718 ministers

of Catholic worship, for the reason thac 1,170,7 IS

Catholics who inhabit it are obliged, in religious

matters, to absolute obedience to the Church of

Rome. There are likewise 320,839 ministers of

aolic worship in Ontario, for I see by the cen-

sus of 1881 that there is that number of Catholics

in ihe Province of Ontario, and like those of

Quebec, they are held to perpetual obedience to

the Church of Rome, of course in religious mat-

ters only

These are the consequences of the pemises

laid down by Mr. Sellar, whom the Equal Rights

Association has chosen to inform it about Catholic

affairs in the Province of Quebec.

MBElt OF MINISTERS OF RELIGION.

Happily, the census of 1881, an authority

almost as worthy of belief as the editor of the

Gleaner, gives totally different figures. According

to that authority there were at that time in the
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Province of Quebec, 2,102 clergymen, 3,783 nuns
; nd 401 brothers of the christian schools, in all

6,286. But the figures given for clergymen com-

prise Protestant Ministers ; they must be nu-
merous as there are in our Province almost

as many Protestant as Catholic churches. The
census of 1881 gives for all the Province 1280

churches, of which 712 are Catholic and 568 Pro-

testant. The latter must be attended bv 400 or

500 ministers, which would leave 1600 or 1700

Catholic priests.

CATHOLIC ALMANAC.

But there is an easier and more certain me-

thod of establishing the number of Catholic priests

in the Province of Quebec. If the worthy writer

of the Gleaner had only given himself the trouble

of reading the calendars or almanacs for 1890, he

would have seen that the Catholic clergy of the

Province of Quebec, regular and secular, is com-

posed of 1260 priests, one cardinal, seven arch-

bishops and bishops, one prefect apostolic. The ca-

lendars give the name, surname and residence of

all those priests, so that there can be no doubt or

mistake about their number in the mind of an ho-

norable writer.

These priests, however, are not all engaged

in parish work. The documents which I have just

mentioned, show with the clearest evidence, even

to the wilfully blind, that of these 1260 priests

at leist 250 are employed at teaching in our clas-

sical and commercial colleges and in our nor-
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inal schools ; about one hundred more are engaged

as chaplains in our charitable institutions or as

professors in our theological seminaries, leaving

only about nine hundred in parish work. If you
divide the number of Catholics, by the numbsr of

priest- ministering to parish wants, you will find

that erage of 3a :h congregation und»\r the

care of a Catholic priest is about thirteen hundred

souls.

You are a minister of ifi-? GJ-ospel, Mr. Caven
;

you know the duties imposed by the spiritual

care of a congregation
;
you know that in this

respect the task of a Catholic priest is two or

three times greater than that of a Protestant

minister ; in presence of the ligures which I have

now given, will you not admit, that far from

being excessive, as Mr. Sellar pretends, the number
of Catholic priests in the Province of Quebec is

comparatively sli -Vt. Make the same calculations

about the Protestant clergy, and you will be sur-

prised at the results at which you will arrive

!

REVENUE OF THE CATHOLIC PRIESTS.

And what are the revenues and resources of

this clergy which Mr. Sellar represents as so rich ?

The tithe alone and a very small amount of per-

quisites commonly called " le casuel." What does

the tithe represent ? It is quite easy to calculate

it by taking the. data furnished by the census of

1881, which can be seen by everybody. At the

rate of the twenty-sixth bushel, it forms about

the following quantities : 58,889 bushels of wheat,
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58,866 of barley, 601,310 of oats,. 142,208 of peas,

55,494 of buckwheat and 12,5tl of rye.Estimating

them at current rates, they would represent above

$500,000 in money. But our priests are not exact-

ing, notwithstanding what Mr. S^liar may say,

and 1 can assert without fear of contradiction

that on the average they remit or neglect to col-

lect at least 20 per cent of their tithes, which
would leave a real revenue of not more than

$400,000, to be divided among nine hundred

priests doing parish work, or an average of

$450.00 each. Adding another hundred dollars for

the camel, which is certainly the highest amount
ever received under that head, we have a total of

$550.00.

Would you pretend that this is too much, Mr.

Oaven ? that Protestant ministers do not receive

as much, even more ?

And that is in truth the so-called wealth of

our Catholic clergy !_

As you can perceive, our clergy does not cost

the people so much.

GENEROSITY OF CATHOLIC PRIESTS.

Let us not omit to add that our clergy xeturns

to the people a great part of this slender revenue.

It is thanks to the generosity of the clergy that

are founded and maintained the numerous insti-

tutions of charity—asylums,refuges and hospitals,

and institutions of public instruction—which are

seen all over our Province. You would > aston-

ished, you Protestants, at the numbe Vuno
men belonging to pool' families, wh ^uca-
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tion, classical and commercial, is paid for in whole
or in part by onr good country priests

;
you would

be equally astonished at the number of legacies

bequeathed by those good cure's to our colleges,

on condition that interest thereof be employed to

meet the cost of the education of poor children.

All this, it must be admitted, is in the inte-

rest of the people, and for its benefit, and gives

back to it in another form what it has paid out

as tithe or camel ; and, as I stated on a recent oc-

casion, our Canadian clergy returns to the people,

in one way or another, for pur, oses of education

or charity, blessed and sanctified by the Church,

the tithe which it collects from the people.

There is not a country in the world where

classical and university education costs -o little

as it does to the Catholics of our Province, where

it is so fully within the reach of all, even of the

poorest; there is not one serious and sensible man
who, knowing in the slightest our system of edu-

cation, would refuse to admit that it is solely to

our clergy that we owe these inestimable advan-

tage?.

RELIGIOUS COMMUNITIES

yi \ a sense of honesty more than doubtful,

thee °f he Gleaner includes among the Ca-

tfr*,N 3 y, all the members of our religious
k

' omitting members of brotherhoods and

"his is a deception that it is unneces-
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sary specially to remark, for all well-informed

Protectants know perfectly well that these bro«

thers and listers are no more members of the Ca-

tho ic clergy than the members of the municipal

council of the city of London form part of the

government of England. They belong simply to

the body of the faithful, like all other Catholics,

who have absolutely nothing to do with the gov-

ern ment or the management of religious affair?.

The Church exists in all its integrity outside of

thtse communities, which are merely associations

for the purposes of charity and public instruction.

They might disappear without in the least affec'

ting the Church of Rome. The only difference,

that would then be felt, as regards Catholics of

the Province of Quebec, is, that in place of having

t© take care of the sick and infirm as well as for

the instruction of their children, brothers and

sister who work gratuitously, without other

remuneration than what is strictly necessary to

keep and clothe thorn modestly, Catholics would
have to pay laymen, who most certainely would
cost much more.

Permit me to cite one example,in order to show
the truth of this assertion.

We have] in this Province three asylums

where the insane and idiots are maintained at the

expense of the [Government. Two of these are

under the care of nuns, and another, that of Beau-

port, under laymen. In this asylum, the annual

cost for each patient is $132. At *the Longue-
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Pointe asylum, otherwise known as the Asylum
of St. Jean de Dieu, which belongs to the Sisters

of Providence, the Government only pays $100

per annum. And the Sisters of Charity, who have

under their care the Asylum of Saint Ferdinand

d'Halifax, for idiotic women, only receive $80 per

annum for each patient. It is acknowledged that

the Longue-Pointe asylum is at least as well kept

as that of Beauport ; and yet the price is $32.00

less. As the Longue-Pointe asylum contains more

than a thousand patients kept at the expense of

the G-overnment, it is evident t hat the sisters

enable the Province to economize to the extent of

$32,000 per annum, compared to the amount which

it would have t/o pay, if the asylum were kept by

laymen, as that of Beauport.

The same remark applies to the other bene-

volent institutions under the care of religious

orders. It appears by the public accounts for 1889

that the number of benevolent institutions subsi-

dized by the Province is 94, of which 73, or 77.7

per cent, are under the care of religious orders.

The suni paid to all these institutions is $41,956.

of which $24,480.33 to establishments maintained

by religious orders, and $17,475.07 for those kept

;by members of the laity, Protestant and Catholic.

That is to say, that institutions under the care of

religious orders, which represent 77.7 per cent in

number and much more in importance, receive

only 58.34 per cent of the sums voted by the

Legislature for the maintainance of benevolent

institutions.
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Do not these figures give me the right to

assert, that even from a material or pecuniary

point of view, the religious orders,which have the

care of these benevolent institutions, are not only

not a burden upon the Catho'ie people but a real

benefit to it, a means of relieving it from heavy

taxation? In a,
m
Christian country, there mast be

means adopted, in one way or another, to provide

for the wants of the sick, the infirm, the orphans,

the poor, and of the thousand of unfortunate

creatures, who, if not helped by somebody, would
necessarily drag on a wretched existence or perish

in the public streets. This is one of the first duties

of society. In other countries, this is provided for

by taxation, by the State or municipalities ; in the

Province of Quebec, Catholics are free from these

taxes, because their religious orders provide for

these wants, and gratuitously, with the exception

of the small allowance voted by the Legislature.

"Where is there a reasonable man who con-

scienciously and sincerely would say that such

orders live at the expense ol the people? It is

indeed the contrary which is true ; it is the people

•who live to a great extent at the expense of these

orders.

I would appeal to you, Protestants of the

other Provinces who do not know our insti-

tutions
;
you whom a shameless fanatic would

•wish to fouse against these religious orders

which do so much good in our Province ; you,

who have in your hearts sentiments of justice

and Christian charity, come and see our convents,
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our asylums",' our hospitals ; come and see them
at work, see with your owu eyes the ills they

alleviate, the misery they soothe
;
you will return,

I am certain, fully convinced that these order

deserve anything but the condemnation on the

part of Christians worthy of the name, be they

Protestant or Catholic. You would be astonished

at the sight of the good done by these orders with
the small resources at their disposal

;
you would

leave those sanctuaries of Christian charity with
the same sentiments as those of a distinguished

Protestant of our Province, the Hon. J. Gr. Robert-

son, whose attachment to Protestantism is un-

doubted. This is what he said during his budget

speech in 1^S4 :

OPINION OF HONORABLE MR. ROBERTSON.

Some years ago I visited these institutions
II in Montreal, and I was not only gratified and
" surprised at the improvement manifested by
" the pupils under the care and instructions they
" received, bat full of admiration at the Christian
11 and philanthropic spirit manifested by those in

" charge of these institutions an! then made up
" my miud that every assistance '

I could render
" them I would glady do to the best of my abili-

" ty. All honor to the philanthr opic individuals

" and communities who devote their means and
" personal effects in aid of those so grievously af-

' flicted by Divine Providence."

Such is the testimony of a Proestant who has
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been engaged in public life for almost a quarter

of a century, Minister and Treasurer in six diffe-

rent conservative governments. Should not the

testimony of a man of that standing be accepted

in preference to that of an obscure journalist,

hardly known to the handful of readers who live

in his neighborhood ? It may be allowable to

have prejudices, but reason will permit no man
to be at open war with logic and sound sense.

ADVANTAGES OF THESE INSTITUTIONS.

Our teaching communities secure to us also

incontestable educational advantages. I do not

hesitate to say that in our convents and girls'

boarding schools, instruction does not cost half

as much as it does in Protestant institutions of a

like nature. The Christian Brothers and other

orders also give to young men a superior educa-

tion, almost for nothing, if we compare it with its

cost in other places. According to the report of the

Superintendent of Public Instruction for 1888,

there are in the teaching body 1804 sisters, 585

brothers and 322 members of the clergy, that is,

322 priests or ecclesiastics. According to this

report the average salary paid to lay teachers is

.$363 per annum, and that paid to clerical teachers,

brothers and ecclesiastics, is only $205 or $158

less ; so that these 907 clerical teachers cost yearly

$143,306 less than an equal number of lay teachers.

These figures are founded in a public and official

document.
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And these are the members of religious orders

whom Mr. Sellar represents to Protestants of the

other Provinces as parasites, living at the expense

of the.pople, a cause of rain for the Catholic

population of the Province of Quebec !

Is it possible to be guilty of a greater outrage

against truth ?

TAXATION OF RELIGIOUS PROPERTIES.

Wilfully confusing together the properties of

religious communities with those of the churches,

Mr. Sellar says that they are held in mortmain

and are " exempt from taxation."

This again is nothing but misrepresentation.

True it is that our religious orders po>-

their properties in mortmain, in the sense that

these properties belong to the order as a collective

body, as a moral being, and not to its members in

particular ; but this does not prevent these prop-

erties from being within the domain of comm
that is, of being susceptible of purchase and sale

like property belonging to private individuals. As
a question of fact, I know of many such sales.

The Quebec Seminary, the Seminary of St. Sulpice

and many other religious orders have sold their

properties, when favorable opportunies were offer-

ed ; they still continue such sales, as also do other

communities of the same kind.

At all events, this ownership in mortmain is

not an attribute of the religious characters of these
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orders ; it is merely th e application of the ge-

neral law whien governs all corporations of this

kind, whether Protestant or Catholic. Hence it is

lolly to seek to find in this order of things a disa-

bility for Protestants who participate and bene-

fit by the law, absolutely in the same n:- aimer as

Catholics. It is a matter of public order, the

application of the general law of corporations, and

it is 'illy ignorance or bad faith which would
find therein something of whole to complain.

As to taxation; Mr. Seliar is simply untruth-

ful, when he says in a general manner that the

property of religious corporations is exempt from

taxes. This is what is laid down by article 712

of our Municipal Code which refers to the matter :

" 712. The following property is not taxable :

" 1. Property belonging to her majesty, or

" held in trust for her use ;

" 3. Property belonging to Fabriques, or reli-

" gions, charitable, or educational institutions or

" corporations, or occupied by such Fabriques

"institutions a corporations only for the end for
u

ivhich they were established, and not possessed sole// by

" them to derive a revenue therefrom.
"

As easily seen,the exemption applies only and
exclusively to properties which the re'igious or-

ders uses directly for its particular ends. Thus the

Quebec Seminary owns in the City of Quebec, be-

sides the laud on which are erected the buildings

of the Semtnary itself and of Laval University, a

number of other properties which have been be-

queated to it for the purpose of aiding in the edu-
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cation of poor children. On these last named
properties, the Seminary pays municipal taxes like

other owners and the exemption exists in its favor

only upon properties devoted to purposes of

education.

The same state of things exists in Quebec for

the Ursulines, and at Montreal for the gentlemen

of St. Sulpice, the Ladies of the Congregation, the

Sisters of the Hotel-Dieu, of the General Hospital,

etc., etc. These institutions nave erected stores

and shops on the sites of their old establishments

in the centre of the city, and on these they pay

taxes like all other proprietors.

This exemption moreover exists in like man-

ner in favor of all benevolent and educational

institutions, whether Protestant or Catholic. I

can add that Protestants never miss the occasion

to avail themselves of this privilege and to have

recourse to the courts in order to avoid the pay-

ment of taxes which municipalities sometimes

endeavor to impose on their proprieties, exempt

though they are from taxes.

Thus, this exemption of taxation which so

jars upon Mr. Sellar's weak nerves does not apply

to all religious properties and is not an exclusive

privilege in favor of Catholic institutions ; it

flows from the common law, which is based, not

on the religious character which has nothing to

do with it, but on the purposes and end of the

institutions, which are of public order and inter-

est. In our Province, even among Catholics, some

are of opinion that these exemptions should not
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exist;; others maintain the contrary; it is a ques

tion under dia*)U:>sion ; but these opinions are

based on economic reasons and not on religious

considerations. The same diversity of opinion

exists among Protestants, who cannot reasonably

complain of the system by which they benefit

equally with Catholics.

THE" CATHOLIC CLERGY.

Mr. Sellar asserts that the priests, members of

religious orders and sisters are 8,000 in number
in our Province, and that adding to these " the

lay servants and dependants, there must be 20,000

whoso daily bread comes from this gigantic orga-

nization."

This also is one of these assertions which it is

difficult to qualify otherwise than as a lying state-

ment.

The number of priests and bishops in the

Province is given xactly, in the calendar, it is

1,269 ;
the number of members of brotherhoods

aEd sisterhoods, devoting themselves to teaching

is given in the Report of the Superintendant of Public

Instruction, it is 2,389 ; add 1,000, which is more
than the actual number, for tho brothers and sis-

ters, who devote themselves to works of charity,

in hospitals, refuges and asylums of every kind, -

and we will have a total of 4,658 or about one

half the number given by Mr. Sellir.

As to servants, whom he estimates to be
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3,000 and I challenge him to prove the contrary.

In almost all the communities, there are lay sisters

and lay brothers engaged in the manual labors

of their communities, so that the number of Iky

servants is almost nothing. The number of ser-

vants of parish priests is quite as inconsiderable,

and most certainly do s not exceed 1,500. By
adding the servants of the religious orders, we
have a total of 4,500 or not moR the third of the

number given by Mr. Seller. That is to say, that

far from reaching the figure of 20,000, the popu-

lation of which this gentleman speaks, is at the-

utmo.se 9,158. Simply an error of more than halff

SERVICES AND LABORS OF THESE PERSONS.

What is returned to the Catholics of the Pro-

vince of Queb .-(• by these 9,158 persons? ^ost

perfect religious service, superior education in all

its branches, commercia 1 and agricultural instruc-

tion, the care and maintainance of the poor, the

orphans, the infirm, the sick and of all these-

unfortunates who depend upon public charity.

Are these works not sufficient usefully to employ

9,158 persons in a population of 1.170,718 people ?

It is said that comparisons are odious. If I

did not fear to expose myself to the reproach of

making them, I would make one which would
expose more clearly the full extent of the injustice

of which Mr. Sellar has been guilty towards our

clergy and the religious communities of Catholics

in th° Provinse of Quebec.
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To give greater effect to his false representa-

tions, our Quebec Loyalist opposes the 3,000

Protestant ministers to the pretended 20,000 pair-

sons living on religion in the Province of Quebec/

To arrive at the latter figure, he includes the

brothers, the sisters, the servants, in fact everyone

that his imagination can summon. Let us adopt

the same method of calculation for Ontario. Your
3,000 ministers are heads of families and support

their wives and children. It would not be exao--

gerating, I think, to assume that these 3,000

families comprise at an average five persons each,

which gives at once a population of 15,000 souls.

It is reasonable to suppose at,least one servant for

each of these families, which gives 3,000 more,

forming a total of 18,000 persons " whose daily-

bread comes from this gigantic organization."

For the same ends, that is to say, for the care of

souls or the service of public worship, we find in

the Province of Quebec only 2,500 persons at the

most ; that is to say 1000 priests and 1500 servants.

The difference is great enough to render tan-

gible the exaggeration and falsehood contained

in Mr. Sellar's letter.

Let us make another comparison.

I have previously shown that the 9,158 priests,

brothers, sisters and servants whom we have

hare, provide us with religious service, education

in all its branches for both sexes, and also with

the care of our benevolent institutions, and as far

as the latter are concerned at their own charge

4
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and cost. In Ontario the people are obliged to

support a population twice as great, merely to

secure religious service ; they have further to

support the members of their teaching bodies as

well as those engaged in benevolent establish-

ments, who are at least as numerous as those

whose (daily bread comes from religious service.

1 'cave to impartial people the task ol draw-

ing' the proper conclusions and of judging what

opinion should be formed of the veracity of Mr.

Sellar, the worthy editor of the Gleaner and the

unworthy co-worker of the Equal Rights Asso-

Lon, if that body has the least respect for

justice and truth.

I may be here allowed to indicate the cause

of the ridiculous exaggerations into which certain

pin-sons allow themselves to be drawn when speak-

ing of the so-called wealth of the Catholic clergy.

DIFFERENCE IN THE EXPENSES OF CATHOLIC

PRIESTS AND PROTESTANT MINISTERS.

There exists a decided difference as to the res-

pective positions of the Catholic priest and of the

Protestant minister. Owing to celibacy, the former

has to provide only for his own support, whilst

the latter has to maintain a whole family.

With an income of five or six hundred dol-

lars, the Catholic priest lives comfortably, can

even practice a few s nail economies which eccle-

siasti< al discipline obliges him to employ in good
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works. The Protestant minister, on the contrary,

only finds what is absolutely necessary for him-

self and his family in an income of six hundred

dollars, and if his salary is sufficiently large to

permit him to economize, he very naturally em-

ploys the amount of his savings for the benefit of

his family in place of devoting it exclusively to

institutions of learning, benevolence and charity.

It is thus that are formed in great part, by

our clergy, and without in the least over-burden-

ing the faithful, these resources with which are

created and maintained the greater number of

these Catholic institutions which are the admira-

tion of every one not blinded by prejudice. That

which the Protestant minister gives to his own
family, the Roman Catholic priest devotes to the

use of the people and to works of public bene-

volence.

What is there in all this which can be taken

as a cause of disability for Protestants, especially

for Protestants of the other provinces ? Is it our

fault if, because of their marriage, the support of

Protestant ministers is more expensive and does

not permit them to make, as do Catholic prie^io,

gifts and legacies to institutions of public bene-

volence ?

It is to this that is reduced the so-called

wealth of the Catholic Church.

I more or less understand that you, Mr.

Caven, who live in a Protestant province and who
can only know superficially our religious orga-
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nization, should allow yourself to be drawu into

these exaggerations on this question ; but as to

your co-laborer Sellar, who lives in the midst of

a Catholic population and pretends to know their

institutions, it is unpardonable dishonesty on his

part, which should stamp upon his brow a stigma

which for charity sake I will not particularize.

II

THE PARISH SYSTEM AND ITS SO-CALLED INCONVEN-
IENCES FOR PROTESTANTS

Mr Sellar does not like the Parish system.

Were we to believe him, it is the principle disab-

ility under which Protestants of our Province

labor. He carps at our Parochial organization

and does it without the slightest regard for truth.

I need not say that he here gives proof of

culpable ignorance or of inexcusable bad faith, in

representing the parochial and seignorial system

as two correlative institutions ; they who have

made the slightest study of our institutions under

the French domination know that the above state-

ment is not correct.

Opinion of Dr Dawson : (1)

" ... It seems evident that the parish system
" is not incompatible with the English tenure

;

" that it is and always has been independent o

" the fendal tenure and that there is now existing

(1) Letters published im the Week and republiahed in the Mo ntreal

Gazette in Janmary and February, 1W.
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" only one system of laws throughout the

ce.
"

But such errors are mere trifles for a man of

Mr. Sellar's veracity. I must leave many of them
aside to concern myself only with his greater

errors.

" The priest, says this truthful writer, is the

convener and chairman of all parish meetings and

without his sanction nothing can be done by the

people."

This involuntarily reminds me of the young
military cadet giving instructions in drill.

— ;
' What is right face ?" asks the recruit.

— " It is turning to the right," answers the cadet.

— " And what is left face ?" — " It is the same

thing, except that it is exactly the contrary."

The good Mr. Seilar is like this young drill

instructor, he states that the people can do nothing

without the sanction of the priest ; just so, except

that it is exactly the opposite which is true. The
canonical and civil erection of parishes, the admi-

nistration of parochial matters and all affairs of

like nature are done only with the consent of the

parishioners, so much so indeed that neither the

bishop nor the parish priest can do anything with-

out such consent. The part of the curt is limited

to presiding at those meetings, whose decisions

are made by the majority of votes. On this sub-

ject, Sir Hector Langevin says, in his Manuel ties

Panmses et Fabriques.

" Fabrique meetings are convoked by the*
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cur6 or the priest replacing him on the demand of

the trustee in office, marguiller en charge. The
cure or the priest replacing him presides at the

fabrique meeting... All business is decided by a

plurality of votes.
"

In his Code des Cure's, Marguilliers et Paroissiens,

judge Beaudry says, on page 32
;

" It is to the bishops that belongs the initiative

of the (canonical) erection of parishes, but he can

proceed thereto only on the demand of the proprietors

who inhabit the territory to be erected into a

parish. We can easily understand this require-

ment, especially under our form of government

where every thing is founded on the wish of the

majority " — " All these buildings, "the same

author goes on to say in citing Fremirville, " their
f

establishment,their erection and maiju tenance are o

great interest to the inhabitants in as much as

none of them can be made without their giving

their consent.
"

¥

With the bad faith which characterizes him,

th writer of the Gleaner insinuates that these pro-

visions of the law are illuded by the cur€ who-

abuses his influence to extDrt the consent of his

parishioners.

Declaration of Dr Dawson.

To the insinuations of this ignorant write

I will merely oppose the assertion of a protestant

who is distinguished as much for his attachmen
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to his faith as by his science and honorable char-

reter. Dr S. E. Dawson, of Montreal, in his letters

to the Week, speaks as follows :

" In reading many of the articles written
" upon the parish system in this Province, one
" might be led to suppose that the Roman Catho-
" lie Bishops possess the arbitrary power of erect-

*' ing, *dividing and uniting parishes of their

" own mere motion ; and also of building churches
" and presbyteres at the expense of the people

" whenever and however they please. Such is not

" the case The tithes and dues are collectable by
" law ; but assessments for other ecclesiastical pur-

" poses cannot bo, levied without the censent of the

" people, and the laity have more to say about it

" than is usually supposed by Protestants. The
" while procedure is regulated by statute and
" guarded by numerous formalities, the neglect of

.

" any one of which is fatal

" All proceedings under the parish system originate

" with the laity, whether for the erection of a parish,

" or for its subdivision or union with another
" The papers, with certificates of compliance with
" all legal forms, are considered by the commis-
" sioners (all laymen named by the Lieutenant

-

" G-overnor) who hear all the parties interested

" and reject,modify or confirm the assessment roll

" as may appear best in their judgment. If all

" this tedious detail has been given, it is to show
" that Protestants are in error when they suppose

"that they clergy imposes these assessments.On the
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*' contrary, it is the laity who tax themselves. No
" doubt the clergy use their influence, as they
" would anywhere, but they cannot in any way
" drag into such matters their functions as dis-

" pensers of the sacrament."

CHURCH TAXES

Still speaking with his customary good
faith, Mr. Sellar informs us that the taxes for the,

building of churches, compel many farmers to

sell their properties and leave the country.

This is another falsehood. Let him cite a

single instance in support of this wicked insinua-

t'on.

To justify his odious calumnies and to excite

hatred against the majority of the inhabitants of

the province of Quebec, Mr. Sellar forgets the

respect an honorable man owes to truth and goes

so far as to give the parochial system as the cause

of the depopulation of the English and Protestant

townships. In support of this audacious asser-

tion, he cites a case which gives a good idea of

his exactness as a writer and of his power as a

logician.

According to Mr. Sellar, a Roman Catholic

bishop one day had the audacity to erect as a ca-

nonical parish a colony of Catholic settlers, who
had been increasing and prospering for twenty

years past. Can you imagine how far they had
advanced during these twenty years of progress
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and prosperity ? They enjoyed the supreme hap-

piness of forming a population, " composed main-

ly of laborers employed by Protestants."

Had they not reached perfect happiness,when
bishop had the cruelty to deprive them of this

enviable position by erecting them into a canoni-

cal parish ? Can you imagine the misfortune

which fell upon them, from this erection into a

parish ? The cure, if we would believe Mr.Sellar,

was barbarous enough to find for them money at

a low rate of interest to enable them to buy
the properties of their Protestant masters, who
little by little disappeared, and this worthy man
adds that such is the history of fully twentjy Pro-

testant settlements throughout the Province.

Exodus of Protestants

I leave to Mr. Dawson the task of making
known the causes of this removal of our Protes-

tant population, which has absolutely nothing to

do with the parochial system.

" The Eastern townships of Quebec were
" settled by English immigrants from Britain and
" the United States. As, during recent years

" the rich lands of the Northwest were opened up
" the young people became restless. The proceeds
" of the sale of a farm will buy ten times as much
" land in the Northwest, believed to be of better

" quality. The attraction of city life draw the
" youth to the town, the profits of far-ming in the

«' east are destroyed by western competition, and
" so the heads of rising families must move west
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" or be left to manage their farm alone*. In this

" way, a constant movement is going on, an out-

" flow of English and an inflow of French
" The theory that the parish system was linked

" with the seigniorial tenure will not avail,
*' for it is not true. Nor would it be desirable

" if true. If the English farmers improve their

" circumstances by selling out, it is surely bet

" ter that ready purchasers should be found. It is

" better than leaving the farms tenantless. The
" movement is not peculiar to the Eastern Town-
" ships of Quebec. In Vermont, New-Hampshire

,

" and other New-England States, the number of

" deserted farms lapsing into wilderness is so great

" as to cause serious alarm, and plans are projected

" of getting up societies to promote immigration,"

This is the truth, frankly and honestly told

by a Protestant writer, whose social position casts

in deep shade that of the poor writer*- of the

Gleaner.

As so well stated by Dr. Dawson, wha
can there be in Catholics purchasing, at high

prices, the properties of Protestants, when the

atter find it to their advantage to sell out and

seek their fortune in the great West ? Is it the

fault of the Catholics ? is it the fault of the parish

system, if a longing for Manitoba and Minnesota

lands has seized upon Protestant farmers ? It is

but folly to advance such a proposition, it is an

insult to the common sense of Protestants, who
would be guilty of most ridiculous fanaticism

thus to abandon their farms for the sole purpose

avoiding contact with Catholics. If they fear
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Catholics, so much the worse for them ; it cer-

tainly is riot the fault of the parish system.

What disability is there in all this ?

Protestant schools

Mr. Sellar stages that Protestants have become

so few that they find it difficult to keep up their

schools.

There is as little truth in this as in the other

assertions of Mr. Sellar. Sir John Eose, who
represented the county where Mr. Sellar displays

his scholarship, knew, at least as well as this

obscure journalist, the position of Protestants with

respect to their schools. In his speech on Confe-

deration, he contradicted in advance the untruth-

ful assertions of the Gleaner man. I cite his words :

" Now we, the English Protestant minority

of Lower Canada, cannot forget that whatever

right of separate education we have was accorded

to us in the most unrestricted way before the

Union of the Provinces, when we were in a mino-

rity and entirely in the hands of the French popu-

lation. We cannot forget that in no way was there

any altempt to prevent us educating our children

in the manner we saw fit and deemed best ;
and

I would be untrue to what is just, if 1 forget to

state that the distribution of state funds for edu-

cational purposes was made in such a way as to

cause no complaint on the part of the minority.

I beleive we have always had our fair share of the

public grants in so far as theTrench element could

control them, and not only the liberty, but every
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facility, for the establishment of separate dissen-

tient schools wherever they were deemed advi-

sable. A single parson has the right under the

law, of establishing a dissentient school, and

obtaining a fair share of the educational mt,

if he can gather fifteen children desire

instruction in it." (1)

that clear enough ? Is it not a peremptory

refutation of the reckless statements of Mr. Sellar?

In regard to education, Catholios in Ontario

are far from being as well treated by the Protes-

tant majority. And yet their position is much
better than that of their co-religionists in Mani-

toba or New Brunswick. What would happen if,

in the Province of Quebec, the majority were to

set about organizing, in favor of the Catholic

minorities of the other Provinces, a movement
similar to the one your Association has organized

against us in favor of the Protestant minority of

Quebec? If you are acting as good citizens in

rousing the Protestants of the other Provin

against the Catholics of Q tebec. you will admit,

Mr. Caven, that we would be fully justified, were

it only on the plea of reprisals, to rouse the Ca-

tholics of the other Provinces against the Protes-

tant minory of Quebec. What then would be the

fate of that minority ?

Bnt fear nothing : the Catholics of Quebec are

not aggressive ; all they ask is to live at paace

with their Protestant fellow-countrymen and to

have the satisfaction of being able to say, that in

(i) Confederation Debates, p. 410.
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the whole world there is not a single country

where trie minority is treated with as much
justice and liberality as the Protestant minority

in our Province.

Ill

TITHES.—THAT ENGLISH COURTS ARE DEGRADED
BY BEING CALLED UPON TO ENFORCE THEIR

COLLECTION

I have already set forth the amount paid over

by the tithe system to the Catholic clergy, and
shown that on an average it does not give more
than $500.00 to each priest engaged in parochial

duty. It is not excessive indeed ; and yet, accord-

ing to Mr. Sellar, that amount of revenue allows

the clergy to accumulate considerable wealth and

to support these benevolent and educational insti-

tutions which are the strength of our naLionaIi:.y
#

In spite of himself,the publisher of the Gleamr

thqre admits that the clergy makes a worthy use

©f the revenue derived from tithes.

However, as a question of fact, it must be

said, that the greater part of the resources of our

oldest benevolent institutions are derived from

donations made under the French Government
without doing injury to any one. The Seminary

©f Montreal, that of Quebec, the Ursulines, the

Ladies of the Congregation and the Sisters of the

Hotel-Dieu at Montreal, who do so much good,
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draw the greater part of their revenue from real

estate. How can that affect Protestant-

Mr. Sellar pretends that the introduction of

the tithe system in parts of the Province situated

outside of the seigniories is a violation of English

institutions, a usurpation of the privileges of Pro-

testants, because this territory should be governed

exclusively by English law.

Further on I will treat of the introduction of

English law in the country, and I will show that,

on this as on other points, Mr. Sellar is in error ;

but, even were he right on tnis point, he

still would be wrong in stating that the intro-

duction of the tithe system in the townships is a

violation of English law, because that system is

essentially a part of the institutions of Great

Britain.

TITHES IN IRELAND.

On this question also, 1 do not fear to com-

pare the conduct of my compatriots with that of

Protestants. Here, Catholics never dreamt of creat-

ing a revenue for their clergy by compelling Pro-

testants to pay tithes. In Ireland it was quite

different. In many parishes exclusively catholic,

members of that faith were obliged to pay tithes

to a Protestant minister, who did not even reside

in,the parish, for the very sufficient reason that it

contained no Protestants. And in that case it was
not a tithe of the twenty-sixth part of certain

agricultural products, as with us, but it was a
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tithe of one-tenth of the products of the soil, of

cattle, and even of salaries.

That is what Protestantism has done in Ireland!

And it is in the name of Protestantism, which
is guilty of these abominations, of Protestantim

which for more than two centuries so cruelly

oppressed the Catholics of Ireland for the benefit

of sinecurists among the Anglican, clergy and that

by the enforcing of tithes ; it is in the name of

this same Protestantism, that you come to preach

a crusade against the tithe system, as it exists in

the Province of Quebec, where it does not in the

least affect Protestants.

A person may be audacious

—

audaces fortuna

juvat—yet it seems to me that these considerations

should lead you and your colleagues of the Equal

Rights Association, to understand that if thdre are

people who cannot with decency speak against

tithes, it is assuredly English Protestants who
entertain your ideas.

TITHES IN ENGLAND.

Indeed, if there be in the whole world a

country where the tithe system has been and still

is a part of the public law, it is England. This is

admitted by all the authors who have written on

the laws of that country. This is what is said by
Stephens in his commentaries :

' These (Tithes) are a species of incorporeal
'' hereditaments, and are capable of being held
" either by laymen or by the ele-igy in right of

< their churches Tithes are the tenth of the
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" increase, yearly arising from the profits and
" stocks upon the lands and on the personal in-

" dnstry of the inhabitants of the parish. The
" first species being usually, called prcedia/, as of

" corn, grass, hops and wood, or mired, as of wool,

t' milk, pigs ; the other personal, as of manual oc-

'' cupations, trades, fisheries and the like. Of the
" proedial and mixed tithes only the tenth part

" must be paid in gross, but of personal rights

" only the tenth part of the clear profits." (1)

In virtue of commutation laws passed since

1836, tjthes payable in produce have been replaced

by taxes

—

tithe-rent-charge—payable in money but

equivalent to the amount of tithe payable in pro-

duce. This revenue, like the tithes which it re-

>nt , is a privileged claim upon real estate.

Tithes also exist in Scotland and the people of

Ireland have good reasons to know of their exis-

ence in their country.

Hence, tithes form part of English law nnd if

this law had been applied to those parts of the

Province situated outside of the seigniories, tithes

would exist there also. What harm can there be

that it exists only concurrently with the Catholic

Church ? How does it concern Protestants if

Catholics pay their ewe's in wheat, oats, or barley,

in place of paying them in money if it so please

them ? They only pay 'the twenty-sixth bushel,

whilst if under the English law for which Mr.

Sellar displays such love, they would have to pay

one tenth not only upon their grain, but on their

cattle, their wool,[their wood, the products of their

(l) StejphetSs Ccmmentmries onJheLmws o/JEnglmnd. vl II.p,7&
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industry, in fact on everything on their farms..

French Canadians do not long to enjoy this libe-

rality of English law, which would make them*

pay two and a half as much for the support

their clergy,and reasonable Protestants will admit,

that they are not far wrong.

CANADIANS AND TITHES

" At the rebellion of 1837, says Mr. Sell

the habitants w^ere stimulated to take part in

because one of the reforms promised was thasss

abolition of tithes."

This falsehood is found in no other serious*;

work than in the report of Lord Durham. The
gentleman of the Gleaner would be much troubled'

if he were called upon to prove this false assertion,.

" A misconception to be avoided is, •' said Mr..

Sellar a few lines farther, " that the tithes repre-

sent all that the habitant contributes to the sup-

port of his clergyman To secure a pew, h&
has to pay a yearly rental, and for all the rites ancl

services of church and priest, he has to pay."

LYING FOR THE PLEASURE OF LYING

The above simply proves that Mr. Sellar lies-.

for the mere pleasure of lying or else that he iss

ignorant of plainest part of the question on whiciu

he writes. The pew rents belong to the Fabrique ;

that which is paid for Church services and othei

rights

—

surplice fees, mortuaries of the English
Church—also belongs to the Fabrique, except a».

slight percentage in favor of the cur€. In hi&

.

5
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Manuel des Paroisses, Sir Hector L&ngevin positively

asserts " that the goods and revenues of the Fabri-
" * que are composed of: lo real estate in ownership

*' or enjoyment ; 2o rents ; 3o pew-rents ; 4o
u amount of collections ; 5o amount disposited in
'* poor boxes ; 60 donations ; 1o furniture and

' " moveable effects ; 80 the casvel
"

Catholics have absolutely nothing else to pay.

iTf these revenues belong- to the Fabrique, which is

*inauaged by the Trustees or marguilliers, as agents

and mandataries of the parishioners, what should

we think of the assertion of Mr. Sellar wrho states

.that they all belong to the cure ?

That the tithes may be paid in certain cases
4 with repugnance," is quite possible, for among
Catholics as well as among Protestants, there are

people wTho do not like to pay their debts. But
these are isolated cases, they are the exception

and not the rule, and in speaking in general terms

as" he has done, the Gleaner man is guilty of

calumny.

Apostle of irrelioion

All these reckless assertions are ridiculous and can

only injure the reputation of the man who pub-

lishes them ; this justifies me in not insisting

fuptlier on the subject ; but in speaking of the

collection of tithes and of tke right to enforce

their payment by legal process before the courts,

Mr. Sellar openly beoomes the apostle of kreligion

apostacy, and even of atheism. According to him,

the Engldsh courts are guilty of a crime in lending

their assistance for the recovery of tithes, and he
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wants to know if the tribunals of the British

Empire should participate in enforcing " these

demands and become the collectors of these con

tributions."

I Two authorities have the right to enforce the

payment of tithes : civil authority and religious

authority. If you remove the first, the other alone

will remain But the Catholic, who eaten up by

avarice, would prefer his money to his religion,

need only apostatize in order to free himself fro nai

the religious authority of the Church. To free him
from the civil authority and submit him to eccle-

siastical authority alone, would be place him on

the road which would necessarily lead to irreli-

gion, apostacy and even atheism. And it is this

which Mr. Cellar claims, in the name of Protestan-

tism and Christian principles

!

I do not hesitate to say that in becoming the

champion of this abominable doctrine, the Gleaner

man preaches a theory which is immoral and

anti-religious, which deserves the reprobation of

all good Christians and especially of the Equal

Eights Associa£ion,if it have the least respect for

religious sentiments. In support of this assertion,

will cite the opinions of Wedderburne, a

Protestant, whose opinions are at least worth

as much as those of the gentlemfen of the Gleaner.

In the course of the debate on the Act of 1774,

some membersjof the House ofCommons proposed

the suppression of tithes. This remarkable

man, whom I have just named, opposed the motion,

or the reason that it ms^s of a nature to encourage

apostacy, and irreligion.
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" But then it is complained,says the Solicitor-

" General (1) that these clergy are to be allowed
«' to hold, receive and enjoy their a 'customed dues
" and rights. What ! Sir, would you tolerate their

" religion, and tell them, at the same time, that

" they shall have no priests ? or would you have
" these priests subsist upon the casual benefactions

" of individuals? Is it not better that they
" should subsist under the authority of the State,

" than these priests,who so zealously endeavour to

" gai:i an empire over the minds of the people,

" should be placed in a state of dependence on
" them for their maintenance ?

44

(2) First I agree that the Roman Catholic

" religion ought be the established religion of the
" country, in its present state I do not mean
11
to assert that this should be perpetually the

" slate of Canada ; or that we are by law to
11 enact that the people are not to be converted

;

" or that the tithe shall remain in the Popish
" clergy ; or that the tithe shall sink ; J would not
" hold out the temptation, that if you are a convert, you
11

shall not pay tithe. If the majority of a parish are
" Popish, there ought to be a Popish clergy in that
" parish."

IY

THE INTRODUCTION OF THE PARISH SYSTEM IN
PARTS OF THE PROVINCE SITUATED OUTSIDE

OF THE SEIGNIORIES IS A VIOLATION OF
A FORMAL ENGAGEMENT AND

A USURPATION

The parish system forms part of the old French
law. Mr Sellar claims that the introduction of

[i] Cavendish. Debates on the Canada Bill of 1774, p. 54.

£2]
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*this system in parts of the Province situated out-

side of the Seigniories is a violation of the Act of

1774 and a usurpation. If I prove that this Act

introduced French law throughout the whole ex-

tent of the Province of Quebec, I will be proving

that Mr. Sellar is in error and that the parish sys-

tem has, since the passing of this Act, existed as

of right throughout the whole extent of our coun-

try.

The boundaries given to the Province of

Quebec by Act of 1774, comprised all our present

territory, all the territory of the Province of On-

tario, Michigan, Wisconsin and even apart of Illi-

nois, as they extended to the Ohio and Mississippi.

In all that immense territory it was French 1 iw

which was to prevail to the exclusion of Eagh h
law, except as to criminal law and some other

parts of English law. The text of the statute is

p< sitive on this point

:

Sect. V " It is henly declared that his

" Majesty's subjects, professing the religion of the

" Church of Rome of and in the said Province of

" Quebec, may have, hold and enjoy, the free

" exercise of the religion of the Church ofRome ; ...

" and that the clergy of the said Church may
" hold, receive anrl enjoy their accustomed dues
" and rights, with respect to such persons only as

" shall profess the said religion. (14 Geo. Ill (1774)
*' c. 83, s. y.)

Sect. VIII " that all his Majesty's cana-
*" dian subjects within the Province of Quebec,....

' may also hold and enjoy their property and
* possessions, together with all customs and usages



TO

" retalive thereto and all other their civil rights;

" and that in all matters of controversy, relative

" to property and civil rights, resort shall be had
" to the laws of Canada, as the rule for the deci-

" sion of the same ; and all causes that shall here-

" after be instituted in any of the Courts of Jus-
H

tice, to be appointed within and for the said

" Province by his Majesty, his heirs and succes-
11

sors, shall, with re"spect to such property and
" rights,be determined agreeably to the said laws
" and customs of Canada... (14 G-eo III (1*7*74)

" c. 83. s. VIII.
"

Declaration of Lord Thurlow

The text is quite positive ; but its sense be-

comes much, clearer, if we. see the intev fetation

given to the Act by the Minister* wh prepared it

as well as by other members of the House of Com-
mons. In explaining the tenor of the Bill, attor-

ney-general Thurlow said in formal terms :

(1)
" In order to make an acquisition either

" available or secure, this seems to me to be the line

" that ought to be followed—you ought to change
" those laws only which relate to the French
" Sovereignty, and in their place substitute laws
" which should relate to the new Sovereign ; but
rt with respect to all other laws, all other customs
M and institutions whatever, which are indifferent
11

to the state of subjects and sovereign, human-
" ity, justice and wisdom equally conspire to

" advise you to leave them to the people just as

the were."

[l] Cavendish. Debates on Canada Bill c/lT7i, p. 30.
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Section IX of the act of 17*74, reads as follows.
•' IX, Provided always that nothing in this

" act contained shall extend, or be construed to*.

" extend, to any lands that have been granted
" by His Majesty, his heirs and successors, to be
" holden in free and common soccage." (14 Greo~

" III, (1774) c. 83' s. IX.)

It is upon this clause that Mr. Sellar grounds
his claim that the Act of IV 74 restricted French
law and the parish system to the seigniories.

Let us examine the interpretation which
should be given to this article of the constitution:

of 1774. •

Object of the Act of 1774.—Application of
Section VIII.

No one will, I suppose, deny that the object

of this law was to completely separate the French

Canadians from the English colonists and to esta-

blish the latter in the Province of New-England,

as much as possible on the borders of the sea. This

was stated in express terms by solicitor-general

Wedderburne. But the difficulty was to ascertain

if the southern boundary, as defined in the Bill,

did not encroach on the territory of the province

of New-York and if it were not of such a nature

as to affect the rights of the inhabitants of that

colony, who possessed lands under english tenure

and were governed by the law of England. It

was asserted that by changing or defining the

frontier, the King could deprive the colonists of

New-York and of other English colonies of the

advantages of English law and submit them to



f2

-what was calif d ihe .Oavery of ihe French regime,

including them iu h; territory of the province

Qutb< c \vh ch was to be exclusively subjected

^:o French laws. To aVay these fears, there were

roduccd in the bill the proviso contain* d iii
!

ion II and the one citt-d by Mr. Sellar which is

on'y its corollary.But ih s piovito,as it clearly and
wndonbtedly appears by the debate in the House

Commons, applied oniy to the lands above-

ntioned, that is to say, to the border parts of

English colonies which might be included in

province of Quebec by the delimitation of the

frontier line, and not at all to that part of the

rinee comprised between the seigniories and

uh coring coloni s wh ch to-day forms ihe

ii-lii]/-. Burke, who devoted himself specially

the matter, set it forth very » lear in the course

thed bate upon he bill:

Opinion of 1 ur e.—Explanation of
Section viii.

(1) "In the first place, when I heard ihat

his bill was to be brought :n on the principle
** ihat parliament were to draw a line ol circum-

laion about our colonies, and to establish a

seige of arbitrary power, ly bringing around about

Canada 1le control if otherpeople, different in manners,

' language amd laws, from those of .he inhabitants

* of this « c ony. I thought t of ihe highest im-
*' portano that wv should ende^ver to • iake this

'** boundaiy as ciear &$
\

< ssible. I conceived ii ne-
£

' cessary f< r the security of these who are to be

II] Cavektisi'. Dtlalstn he Ca ada B I of '.771.]
|
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u beseiged in this manner, and also necessary
44
for the British subject, who should be restricted

" within the limits to which he was meant to be
*' restricted and not be allowed to venture un-
•** knowingly into the colony to disturb its posses-
44

fors. 1 wish these limits to be ascertained and
" fixed with precision for the sake of both parties.
44 Haying this object in my view, I shall first con-
44
sider the line drawn in the proclamation of

44
1763... This line, the south west frontier, the

" people of Canada acquiesced in. They have since

** come before his majesty's government, and have
44
laid before it a complaint in which they state,

44 that this was a line drawn especially for the
*4 purpose of territorial jurisdiction, and the secu-

•
4
rity of property ; but they represent it is a line

*4 ill-suited for a growing country.... This line,

<* they say, is only fifteen leagues distant from
•' Montreal, and yet it is only on this side that
44 the lands are fertile and that agriculture can be
44 cultivated to much advantage So far as this
44

bill conveys to the natives of that country every
44
right, civil and religions, held either by the

" great charter of nature, or by the ti< aty of 1763,
41
or by the King's proclamation, or by what above

u
all it ought to be held by, the lenity, the equity*

44 the justice of good government,—I would give
41 the enjoyment of these in the largest and most
*k beneficial manner ; but the very same line of
44
justice, which I would extend to the subjects of

44 Great Britain ought not, in my opinion, to be
44 conceded to the old Canadians.

4
' Having drawn the line that best becomes
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11 the regulation of right, the question comes
" now—whether what they ask is a favor which
" can be granted them, without doing a material
" injury to the most substantial rights of others ?

" whether the effect of the power given by this

" clause may not be to reduce British free subjects

" to French slaves ? Now if the line drawn from
'• Lake Nipissing is to be altered, at whose expense
'• will it be altered ? The colony of New-York
" claims all the country south of that line till it

1 meets with some other British colonies ofknown
" boundaries ; and these are claims which ought
" at least to be heard, before the people of that colony
" are handed over to the French government.

"

" However, after this line had been settled to

" forty-five degrees, it was found that trie French
" and English maps differed very considerably as

" to the position of this degree ; and this differ-

" ence occasioned a great deal of confusion, so

" that tke colony of New-York, which boand
' next to Canada, had perpetual controversy about
11 the limitary line, though they agreed that

" the line should be settled at forty-five degrees,

" they never agreed where the forty fifth

" degree of latitude was. To remedy this

'• confusion, in 176Y, the colonies, by a very
" provident order of the Crown, determined to

" hold a meeting on the frontiers,' at which they
" took an actual observation, and fixed the lati-

" tude of forty-five degrees to the head of the
'• northern part of Lake Champlain. When they
" had fixed this limit, the colony of New-York
" gave up all that part included in the triangle,
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" the base of which was a line drawn at the angle
" of forty-five degrees Having got that line

" drawn, a parallel was to be run from east to
11 west, till stopped by some other colony ; but
k
' when the line was fixed of forty-five degrees,

•* the line itself was not drawn but only the point

" settled from which it should be drawn. The
'' east line is actually drawn on the map ; but
" the line in the north-west part was left totally

" undefined,—the point being fixed simply to the
" head of Lake Champlain. The consequence
" was that the whole west boundary of New-
" York extending above two hundred miles, a

" little more or less, including all the best settled
11 parts of that province aad inliabited by various per-

" sons , civil and military, all this has been supposed to go
" under that description to the Province of Quebec by the

" provisions of this bill. To those who objected to so

" frightful a conclusion, it was said, it wa$ in the
" power of the Crown after this Act, to adjudge to

" this Province what belonged to it on ihe other

" side of the line. The first thing that occurred to

" me after hearing this declaration was, that a

• lawsuit would be the beginning of this happy
" settlement.

'' With very uneasy sensations on this head
" I came down to the House. The noble Lord
" showed me the amendment which by no means
" relieved my apprehensions. The reason why I

" feel so anxious is that the line proposed is not a

" line of geographical distinction merely ; it is not
" a line between New-York and some other
" english settlement ; it is not a question whether,.
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„ you shall receive a more advantageous govern-
11 ment upon the side of Connecticut or whether
" you are restrained on the side of New Jersey.

" In all these you find english laws, english cus-

" toms, english juries and english assemblies
" wherever you go. But this is a line which is to

" separate a man from the right of an Englishman.
" First, the clause provides nothing at all for the
*' territorial jurisdiction of the province. The
" Crown has the power of carrying the greatest

" portion of the actually settled part of the Pro-
M vince of New York into Canada. It provides
" for individuals, that they may hold their pro-
11 perty ; but they must hold it subject to the French

"judges, without tlie benefit oftrial by jury"

Explanations of Lord North.

"Lord North spoke after Burke: (l)"The
<;

objection I have is precisely what the honorable
" gentleman has mentioned. I am not clear whe-
" ther there are not upon the south-east part of

" the River St. Lawrence Canadian settlements. I

'' have been itiformed there are. 1 am sure there

" are no New-York settlements in that part of

" the world. I think it more prudent to have
" the boundary line settled on the spot ; reserving

" in the act all these lands that have been granted under

" any authority to (lie old settlersJ\

Protection of New-York settlers

" I shall satisfy the noble lord, replied Burke
" that there is no inconvenience in the world in

" drawing this line ; no injustice in the world to

[i] Cavendish. Debates of the Canada Bill of mi p. 192.
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'* Canadians, more injustice in drawing an imagi-
" nery line, that may involve the whole colony
" of New-York in confusion. I should be extreme-
«.' ly tender of 'the privilege of the subject ; and
" therefore I would not disturb any man living in

" his property. But the fact is, no man. is injured
«' by what I propose ; but by what the noble lord
11 proposes, if Canada is in future to have boun-
" daries determined by the choice of the Crown

;

«* the Crown is to have the power of putting a
11 great part of the subjects of England under
" laws, which are not the laws of England
<' Upon the noble lord's proposition, half the colony
11 of New-York may be adjudged, and some of it

" must be adjudged, to belong to the colony of
'' Canada. The fate of forty or fifty thousand souls

" is involved in this question. At. present the
" colony of New-York is the crown's. The noble
" lord may adjudge it to belong to Pennsylvania,
" but he cannot deprive it of the laws of England.
11 Now, however, by an act of Parliament he is

" going to do it. The Crown has the power, at a

" stroke to reduce that country to slavery The
" parties here are English liberty and French law

;

" and the whole province of New- York further than it

" is defined by actual bounds, is in tlie power of the

" Crown, not to adjudicate but to grant and hand
" over to the French. I do not suppose if the
" Crown were under the necessity of adjudging,
" that it would adjudge amiss ; but it is in the

" power of the Crown to grant even its power of

" adjudging. When put on the English side, they
" are put in the power ofthe laws ; where put on
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" the French side, they are put out of the power
" of the laws.

"

Those citations are rather long ; but it was
necessary to give them in order to show that the

proviso mentioned by Mr. Sellar applies purely

and exclusively to those parts of the Province of

New-York which the King might include in the

Province of Quebec, and that it applies only to

the inhabitants of the territory which might thus

be annexed to the Province of Quebec, but not to

non-disputed parts of that Province. On this

point, there can be no doubt and it is only people

who are in ignorance or in bad faith who would
pretend the contrary.

Sense of Section viii

As I have previously said, section VIII, on

which Mr. Sellar founds his claim, is only the

corollary of seotion II and was added only for the

purpose of giving an assurance, to colonists ofthat

part of the Pr6vince of New-York which might be

annexed to that of Quebec, by the determining

of the boundaries, that even if they became there-

by inhabitants ofthe French province, they would
still be governed by English law. Otherwise

clause VII which assures to Catholics the free

exercice of their religion and implies the exis-

tence of the parish system, would be void of sense.

And at any rate, if the object of #he bill had been

to limit the application of French laws and cus-

toms to the seigniories, it would have said so in

formal terms. But it does not so say, and attor-

ney-general Thurlow as well as all who explained

the tenor of the bill to the House of Commons,
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state that it puts ki force French law and customs

in the whole extent of the Province, for the tenure

of land as well as for all other purposes.

Interpretation of the Imperial Government

If there remain any doubts on this point, the

proofs, which I will not cite,should ma&e them en-

tirely disappear and> leave the question fully

solved.

No one better knew the true meaning of fflie

Act of 1774, as to tha teiuwe of laid, t'ain the

Imperial Government which had prepared and

passed the Bill. In 1775, the Government revoked

its previous instructions with regard to the con •

cession of lands and gave other instructions to

the colonial authorities, ordering that in the

future all concessions of lands by the Crown
should be made according to the seignorial sys-

tem, in fiefs and seigniories, that is to say accor-

ding to French lay ; this clearly proves that the

Act of 1^*74 applied French law and customs, the

parish system like the rest, to all the Province

without any reserve. On "this point, we have

thje evidence of John Davidson, the Commissibner

of Lands, who was thoroughly conversant with

the question. In the course of the enquiry insti-

uted by Ldrd Diarham, on fchre land tenure

in 1839, this is what M& Davidson said

:

" Prom the acquisition of the Province in 1763
" up to abou€l775, knd was granted under instruc-

•' tions from the Crow^n (ramed in England under
* location tickets in free and common saecage
11 In 1775, these irfcsfrructions appear to have been
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" superseded by instructions from the Home G-ov-
'• ernment, which directed that all lands then or
" thereafter to be subject to the disposal of the
" Crown, should be granted in fief and seigniory,

" in like manner as was practised antecedent to

" the conquest but omitting any reservation of

"judicial powers. Under these instructions, three

" seigniories appear to have been granted. These
" instructions appear to have been modified in
" 1796, by instructions to Lord Dorchester, where*
" by it was ordered that grants should be made
" to immigrant U. E. Loyalist and to disbanded
11 soldiers... These grants to be held under the
" Crown as seignior, and subject to all seignioral

" duties." (1)

Is this clear enough ?

In the face of such testimony, what becomes

of the pretensions of Mr. Sellar concerning land*

situated outside of the seigniories and of the ex-

clusion of the parish system from such lands by

the Act of 1774. For an honest man, for a serious

writer, the question is not open to discussion.

Declaration of Pitt

All this moreover is corroborated by the Act
of 1791. As the English S3ttlers were complain-

ing of baing subject 3d to French laws, in the

Province of Quebec, the Imperial Government
divided it into Upper and Lower Canada, for the

special purpose of satisfying the English settlers,,

by giving them a Province Nvhere they would
exclusively enjoy the benefit of English laws and
institutions and also in order to preserve for the

[l] Minutes of Evidence, Commission of Enquiry for t
Crown

Lands, page $
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French- Canadians the other part of the Province*

subject exclusively and without reserve to French

laws and institutions. I will cile a few extracts

from the explanations given by Pitt in laying the'

Bill before the House of Commons :

' It seemed to his Majesty's servants the most
,' desirable thing, if they could not give satisfac-

<' tion to all descriptions of men, to divide the*

*• Province, and to contrive that one division

" should consist, as much as possible, of these

" who were well inclined towards the English
u law-, and thv other of those who were attached
" to the French laws. It was perfectly true that
lk in Lower Canada, there still remained a number
'" of English subjects ; but these would hold a
u much smaller r>roportion than if there was one
u ,from of government for every part of the pro-

" vince. It was for Upper Canada particularly that
" they were to expect a great addition of English

"inhabitants. (1) The. proclamation referred

" to was made in 1763 ; and by the act of 1*1*14, all

" English laivs had been abolished except the criminal

" law. (2)

" At present the Canadians were in possession

" of the criminal law of England and the civil law
u

in many respects, but not as to landed properly

" It was intended to continue the laws now in

force in Quebec (3) The Upper Canada

being almost entirely peopled by emigrants

from Great Britain or from America, the Protes-

[1] Parliamentary History of England vol. 29. column 402.

[*U Parliamentary History of England vol. 29. column 40i.

[3] Parliamentary History of English, vol. 28. column 1378.
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" tant religion would be the establishment and

" they would have the benefit of the English

* tenure law (1)"

Fox expressed himself even in more positive

terms :

" When the Province was divided it was
" meant to leave the French laws iu the one dis-

st
trict and the Euglish laws in the other ; the con-

" sequence of which would be, that in Lower
" Canada, which consisted pnncipaly of French

* inhabitants, all the French laws would continue

;i
in force till altered by the leg station of the

" country. (2)

All this, it must be admitted, proves without

any doubt that the Act of 1774 established Freuch

kws and the seigniorial tenure, iu the whole

extent of the territory ol the Province of Quebec,

without any reserve whatsoever.

Mr. Sellar cannot therefore make good his

assertions about the An of 1774, whose sense and

bearing cannot leave any doubt. Can he rest his

pretensions on the Act of 1791 ? Certainly not.

This statute does not establish English law as the

law of the land, as regards land tenure, but only

renders it, application permissible, in the Province

of Lower Canada. This is its text :

.... and that in every case where lands

:>all be hereafter granted within the said Pro-

nee of Lower Canada, and where the grantee

bereof shall desire the same to be granted in

*fr

free and common soocage, the same ;hall be so

HI Parliamentary History o: England. Vol. 2*. column 1379*

Vatliamontarj Hist, of Eugland, vol 29, cclunn 405.
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" granted ; but subject neverthless to such altera-

" tions, etc. etc. 31 G-eo. Ill (1191) c. 31, s. XLIIL
This is the only part of the Act of T/91 which

introduces into Lower Canada English law as

legarcls land tenure ; this provision does not cover

any part of the Province in a special manner, it

does not in the least affect the seigniorial tenure

which applied to the whole territory ; it is not

the law of the land, it is an exception to the law.

for the benefit of those who might prefer the

english tenure, in any part of the Province, even

in the seigniories, in the event of the crown having
lands thereiu to concede. But the Crown retain-

ed, in virtue of the Act of 1^4, the right to con-

cede all lands in fiefs and seigniories if it should

think fit so to do.

'

Act of 1825

Mr. Sellar mentions in support of his proposi-

tion the statute of 1825—6 G-eorge IV., chapter 59.

What does this statute lay down relative to

the question at hand? Simply the application of

English law relative to inheritances, mutations of

property and dowers ofwomen, as to properties held
in free and common soxage. If the Imperial
Government desired to withdraw from the parish

system the lauds thus posses ed, it would have
inserted a provision in that sense in the statute,

precisely as it did for these parts of the civil law
which I have just mentioned.

Usurpation at the expense of French-
Canadians.

No, Mr. Sdlar, there is not in the laws govern-
ing the Province of Quebec any provision remov-
ing any part of our Province from the parish

system ; the introduction of this system into parts
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of the Province situated outside of the seigniories

is not a violation of the law nor a usurpation, it is

the exercise of a right which has alwa}' s belonged

to Catholics, especially since 1774.

I will go further : relying on the law itself

and on the interpretation and declarations of the

most prominent public men of England 1 assert

that if there be usurpation any where, it has been

committed to the detriment of the French-Cana-

dians and of the Catholics of the Province of Que-

bec. The Act of 1791 deprived us of the finest part

of the territory which the -Act of 1774 guaranteed

to us, as a country where we could in full liberty

enjoy our civil and religious institutions, our

parish system as well as the rest. There were at

that time in Upper Canada French-Canadians and

Catholics who were deprived of the free exercise

of their institutions, and if, in imitation of the

evil example which you give us, we desired,

you and your friends, to rouse prejudices of race

and religion, we could with every right claim, for

the Catholics of Ontario, that which you urge upon

the Equal Eights Association of Ontario to claim

without right or reason for the Protestants of

Qurb c.

Protective Provisions

Thus, the parish system might be enforced ii

the whole Province of Quebec ; but we have
placed limits on this power by adopting, in favor
of the Protestant minority, protective measures.

It is known that according to our laws, the
territory erected into a parish by the civil authority
in the seigniories, becomes thereby a municipal
corporation.
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The townships have been exempted from the

above law by special provisions so as not to affect

their municipal organization ; the concurrence of

the two thirds of the members of the county

council is required for such a change. (See article

29 est seq. of the Municipal Code of the Province

of Quebec.)

Here we see the careful attention which the

majoritv of this Province displays in the exercise

of its rights, in order not to hurt the feelings and

susceptibilities of the minority.

And it is in presence of facts like these, that

fanatics complain and insult us

!

FINAL REMARKS
You will easily understand, Sir, that

in the midst of the numerous and pressing occu-

pations of a parliamentary session, it is impossible

for me to prepare as. complete a refutation, as

would wish to mike, of the errors, false represen-

tations and calumnies which go to make up Mr
Sellar's pamphlet. I only have touched upon the

most serious ones. My fellow countrymen under-

stand it well and they are reasonable and just

enough not to demand that I should further

defend them ; but they are requested to com-
plete my work.

Incomplete as it may be, I trust that this

refutation will show to the honest Protestants

what they must think of the pamphlet which,
has provoked it, and to the Equal Rights Associa-

tion, the compromising position into which it has
been placed by its fellow-laborer, M. Sellar.

HONORE MERCIER,
Prime- M uus
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