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INTRODUCTION.

The purpose of this thesis on the Quebec 
Act is to show that Religious Intolerance played 
an important role not only in the opposition 
manifested toward the act in England and America 
hut also in the events that brought pressure to 
bear on the British Ministry, importuning them 
like the man in the gospel until the cry was 
heeded and answered in the"Quebec Act."

Special emphasis has been placed on the 
opposition of the colonies not only** because of 
religious prejudice but also because it inter- 
fered with their land schemes, both motives were 
so closely interwoven with many of the colonists 
that it seemed difficult to draw a line and say 
what motive predominated.

In justice to the Colonists, it seemed
% « i. '

necessary to cast a retrospective glance at the 
religious situation in America since the landing 
of the Puritans.

4
During my study I have had access to a 

number of .primary sources. At the same time I 
have diligently used the results of trustworthy 
investigators wherever found.



My sources of information are stated in
detail in the Appendix. The main study is 
based almost entirely on Shortt & Doughty's 
Constitutional History of Canada, and on 
Morison's The American Revolution— Sources & 
Documents. Secondary sources, Victor Coffin's 
The Province of Quebec and the Early American 
Revolution, and Dr. William Kingsford's
History of Canada.
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THE QUEBEC ACT.
CHAPTER I.

UNREST IN CANADA, 1763-1774.

"A happier calamity never hefell a people," 
wrote Francis Parkman, "than the conquest of 
Canada by British arms." The remark so far as 
it had reference to the misrule of the latter 
days of the French period, was true and just.
But it does not mean, and was not intended to 
mean, ’that the conquest introduced into Canada 
an ideal state of affairs. Over a bentury was 
to elapse in Canada before' a satisfactory form 
of government was evolved, or the problems aris
ing from the government of a conquered people, 
complicated as they-^vere by questions of'reli
gion as well as of race, reached a solution.
And even today it cannot be said that problems 
arising out of conquest never appear.

After the fall of Quebec, Canada was govern
ed for three years by military rule, under which,

4.as the Duke of Wellington said, "the will of the 
commander-in-chief is law." (\

1. Parkman Francis, Old Regime in New France
401,



With the fall of Quebec, too, (1760), came 
to a close one of the greatest scenes in the his
tory of mankind, the final act in the drama which 
gave the North American continent into the keeping 
of the English race instead of the French.

The Gibraltar of America was never more to 
salute the Bourbon lilies, and French empire in 
America ceased to be.

If the four or five hundred English adven
turer^ who swarmed to Canada on the heels of the 
victorious army thought to batten gn sixty- 
thousand defeated French^.inhabitants, the English 
generals Sir Jeffrey Amherst, and Murray, who 
succeeded him thought and decreed otherwise.
"You will observe that the French are British® *
subjects as much as we are, and treat them aceord- 

1ingly." ruled Amherst; and General Murray, who 
practically became the first governor of Canada on 
Amherst's withdrawal, at once set himself to es-i
tablish justice. No more forced labor. No more 
carrion birds of the official classes, like Bigot, 
fattening on the poor inhabitants.

(■\ 1

1. Laúd, Canada the Empire of the North. 270.



British government in Canada from 1760-64, 
was under military rule. At Quebec, at Three 
Rivers, at Montreal, the commanding officers es
tablished martial law with biweekly courts; and 
in the parishes of the local French officers or 
seigneurs, were authorized to hear civil cases.
By the terms of surrender the people were given 
their religious liberty; and the Treaty of Paris, 
which ceded all Canada to England in 1763, re
peated this guarantee.^ The proprietary rights of 
the Jesuits, Sulpicians, Franciscans, were to re
main in abeyance for the. pleasure of the English 
crown, but the rights of the Sisterhoods were at 
once confirmed. The Treaty left a thorn of trou
ble in the flesh pf England by reserving to

*

France for the benefit of the Great Banks fishermen 
the islands of St. Pierre and Miquelon, as well 
as shore rights of fishing on the west coast of 
Newfoundland. 1

After the Conquest, Quebec was governed under / 
the terms of a royal proclamation which, remark
able to relate, prescribed no definite forms of

(
administration. ) .. 1

1. Laud, Qp.cit., 277; Witka,
A History of Canada. 40.
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In October of 1763, a royal proclamation 
staked out the limits and the political future 
of the province; and, ten months later, a civil 
administration went into effect under it. The 
system was that of a crown colony minus the As
sembly. A 'Captain General and Governor in 
Chief' headed the administration; and a Council, 
by whose 'advice and consent' he was supposed to 
act, supplemented his wisdom, though in fact it 
was'*often hard to get*# quorum of the Council, 
and the Governor usually did as he pleased.
Their ordinances were qt first published at the 
beat of drum by criers, and later read from the 
"Quebec Gazette" by the priests at the close of 
the Sunday servicf. Sitting also as a supreme 
provincial court, they were empowered to inter
pret the laws. Although Canada was fortunate* **
in her British rulers there was not perfect 
harmony. ,
By the articles of capitu-lation, then, almost 

everything was left to the discretion of the 
Governor,:

( ■■\"...we have given power to the .’..Governor to make, constitute and ordain Laws, Statutes, 
and Ordinances for the public peace, welfare 
and good government of our colonies.....  2

1. Coffin, Quebec Act. 326, 338, 343;
Houston, Const. Docs.. 61, 67.

2. Royal Proc., 1765. (Kingsford, Hist, of
Canada. V., 142-145.



General Murray proved himself a discreet 
ruler; but friction of some sort was almost in
evitable in a situation presenting such conflict
ing interests and delicate problems and now troub
le began for the Government, - that wrangle 
between English and French, between Protestant and 
Catholic, which went on for a hundred years and 
retarded Canada's progress by a century.

The friction came from those few hundred 
British settlers who wrongly supposed that their 
nationality gave them privileges over ten times 
their number of French fallow-subjects.̂

Fortunately Governor Murray held no partisan 
views. These British-born subjects demanded that 
the Governor call.^n elective assembly. By the 
laws of England, Roman Catholics must abjure "their
religion before they could take office, and by the*
"Treaty of Paris" the Catholics of Canada had been 
guaranteed the freedom of their religioh..
To grant an elective assembly now would mean that 1

4,the representatives of the 500 English trader
would rule over 80,000 French. Before the French<
Catholics are accused of remaining a 'solidarity 
so that they might wield the balance of power, it 
might be well to recall when and how the quarrel 
began. ____________

1. Kingsford, History of Canada. V., 156.



"One great fact stands out conspicuous in 
Canadian history,--the Church of Rome. More even 
than royal power she shaped the character and 
destinies of the colony. She was its nurse and 
almost its mother; and, wayward and headstrong as 
it was, it never broke the ties of faith that h 
held it to her. It was these ties which, in the 
absence of political franchises, formed under the 
old regime the only vital coherence in the popula
tion. The royal government was transient; the 
church was permanent. The English conquest shat
tered the whole apparatus of civil administration 
at a blow but left her untouched. Governors, 
intendants, councils, and commandants, all were 
gone; the principal seigneurs fled the colony; 
and a people who had never learned to control 
themselves or help themselves were suddenly left 
to their own devices. Confusion, if not anarchy 
wouldihave followed butt for the parish priests, 
who in a character of double fraternity half
spiritual and half-temporal, becamg more than 
ever the guardians of order throughout Canada.

The English conquest was the grand crisis 
of Canadian history. I^*was the beginning of a 
new life. With England came Protestantism, and 
the Canadian church grew purer and better in the 
presence of an adverse faith. Material growth, 
an increased mental activity, an education real 
though fenced and guarded, a warm and genuine 
patriotism, all da'tfe fror» the peace of 1763. 
England imposed by the sword on reluctant Canada, 
the boon of a rational and ordered liberty.
Through centuries of striving she had advanced 
from stage to stage p>f progress deliberate and 
calm, never breaking with her past, but making 
each fresh gain the basesof a new success, en
larging popular liberties while bating nothing of 
that height and force of individual development 
which is the brain and heart.of civilization; and 
now through a hard earned victory, she taught the 
conquered colonies to share the blessings she had 
won." 1 1

1. Parkman, Ojq. cit ♦ , 400-401
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Governor Murray would have no elective as
sembly under existing conditions; and he put a 
summary stop to the English practices of seizing 
lands for debt at a time when money was scarce, 
of summoning the debtor simultaneously to two 
dix x erent courts, then charging such outrageous 
fees that the debtor's land had to be sold to 
pay the fees. 1

When Murray opposed the clamor of the Eng
lish-*, minority , they petitioned the home govern
ment for his recall. In the light of the fact 
that there were no schools at all in Canads ex
cept the Catholic seminaries; that of the five 
hundred English residents only two hundred had 
permanent homes ip^Montreal and Quebec, it is 
rather instructive to read as another one of*'
their grievances, "That the only teachers in Can

’Sada were Catholics." They ask the appointment 
of a governor acquainted with other maxims than 
those furnished by military life; for the estab- * 
lishment of a house of representatives to be
chosen as in other provinces; that is, composed

(
of Protestants only, without, as they' ŝ -id,
rburthening them with such oaths as in their pres
ent mode, .of thinking they cannot simultaneously 
take." Their petition was signed by only 20 persons. 0

1. Ibid, 313.
2. Coffin, Op. cit., 313
3. Idem.
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It was not dated, but was evidently written in 
1765, about a year after Murray assumed office.
He was accused moreover, of having enacted vexa
tions, oppressive, and unconstitutional ordi
nances, injurious to civil liberty and the pro- 
testant cause; of discountenancing the protest- 
ant religion by neglecting to attend church; and 
failing to provide protestants with a place of 
worship. 1

^Murray was recalled but the policy inaugur-“i
ated by him of treating the French CanadiansA
with justice and consideration was accepted by

X
the British government.*' It became the establish
ed policy of his successor Carleton. It was the 
leading principle on which the Quebec Act was 
framed. Moreover, after reaching England, he was 
retained as Governor for eighteen months, during 
which time Carleton "served as lieutenant-governor.

"Murray's administration can only be 
regarded as honest and enlightening^
He was guided by the one desire of 
performing his duty. "He was truthful 
and straightforward. His theory of 
good government was that it should be 
administered with strict justice, and 
his opponents were hard pushed when 
they included among his striking de
merits that he failed, to attent' ohurch.
There is no record against his memory 
of personal ill doing or of any disre
gard of social morality or decency." 3 1 2 3

1. Kingsford, 0p_. cit. , 184
2. Ibid., 185.
3. Idem.



9

Murray vindicated the character of his own 
government and described the nature of those who 
had been prominent in assailing him in his cele
brated letter to Lord Shelbourne. 1

In 1763, Sir Guy Carleton, a fellow soldier 
and friend of Wolfe in the great war, came as 
governor. He followed in Murray's footsteps, 
stood like a rock for the rights of the French. 
He ordered debtors released from jail, fees re
duced* and stopped the forced land sales. The 
land jobbers were bitterly disappointed, as they 
had looked for a partisatj. in Carleton.

Trouble enough soon engaged his anxious 
attention— trouble over the Indian trade, the 
rights and wrongs the Canadian Jesuits, the 
wounded dignity of some members of the Council.

Carleton heard so many complaints, that he
% **examined into the abuses which were disgracing 

the British name. In reporting them to Hills
borough, March 28, 1?70, he said:

■\

1. Murray's letter to Shelbourne, Aug. 20, 1766, 
.(entire letter to Kingsford, 0p_. cit., 

188-90)



"This, my Lord, is hut a very faint 
sketch of the distresses of the Canadi
ans and the cause of much reproach to 
our National government... There was not 
a protestant butcher or publican that 
became a bankrupt that did not apply to 
be made a justice. They cantonered them
selves upon the country and many of them 
rid the people with despotic sway, im
posed fines that they used to their own 
profit and in a manner looked upon them
selves as Legislators of the province." 1

The petition of 1765, for Murray's recall had
included the demand for the establishment of a

2house of representatives^ At that date the spirit 
of intolerance was in full force. It was the ex
hibition of this desire to ignore the political 
existence of the French Canadains, that induced 
Murray to write:

"...I glory in having been‘accused of 
warmth and firmness in protecting the 
King's Canadian subjects, and of doing 
the utmost in my power to gain to my 
royal master the affections of that 
brave, hardy people, whose emigration, 
if ever it shall happen, will be an 
irreparable loss to this Empire." 3

Carleton's arrival did not silenee the advo-
4

cacy of this project- of an assembly. Se, too,
decided that the creation of an assembly -which
y/ould exclude the Canadians would be ridiculous.

«

The question dropped into abeyance but it was 
again brought into prominence in 1768, by a 
petition,-of the English speaking members.

1. Can. Arch. 1888.
2. Coffin, Ojq. ci t., 313
3. Murray to Shelbourne, Aug. 20, 1766.

Cf. JKSte.



The upper classes of the French Canadians declar
ed themselves decidedly adverse to the measure, 
and kept allof from it. In 1773 another attempt 
was made to induce the French Canadains to join 
in movement for an Assembly. The French Canadi
ans as a body were unwilling to co-operate.

The British residents then sent a petition 
to the lieutenant governor. It recapitulated the 
conditions of the proclamation of 1763. It asked 
thatnan assembly be called on the ground that it 
would promote industry, agriculture and commerce,
It would create harmony and good understanding be- 
ween the old and new subjects; its constitution 
differed from that previously advocated. The 
first petition distinctly set forth that it should 
be composed of protestants. This demand was now
modified; it was evident however, that the same de-

%sire predominated. The phraseology was simply 
changed to quiet the fears which the French Cana
dians might entertain. Had the petition asked that / 
no religious tests be enacted, had the desire been
plainly shown that the Roman Catholics should ob-

( -
tain admission to the assembly, the Canadians 
would doubtless have joined in the request;



The petition simply asked that
"the house be in such manner and 

of such constitution...as in the 
royal wisdom, should seem best adapted 
to secure peace, welfare and good government . " 1

It might have foreseen that the Canadians would 
not accept such a condition, for it was subscrib
ing to their political extinction.

The whole difficulty lay in the religious 
question and it may be briefly stated. While in
r*Canada, the exclusion of Roman Catholics from an 
assembler would have been impossibl^; their admis
sion would have been at Variance with the strong 
prejudice felt both in the mother country and 
throughout the more southern provinces. It was 
the first point on*.Which J,he world was to learn 
toleration, and at that date, if the English speak
ing minority had used^moderation it would have%
given a great impetus to the lesson. Many, however, 
were affected by the spirit which pervaded'New Eng
land, -the desire to obtain control of the government

4.

They were sensible of their own numerical weakness 
and refused to act with the French Canadians, except 
on their own conditions. They would in ho way co
operate in the demand for a house of assembly from 
which religious tests should be excluded. 1

1* Canadian Archives, q. 10, pp. 46, 51, 56.



The Canadian Catholics, however, did not re
main idle. In December 1773, they sent a petition 
to the king which was presented February 1774.
It acknowledged the consideration which they had 
received since the conquest, complained of the in
convenience of English law, asked that they be 
granted their ancient laws, privileges and customs; 
that Canada be restored to its former limits; that 
they be given the full privileges of British sub-

i .jects.4 It was accompanied by a memorial asking to 
participate in civil and military employment. 1 

Recapitulated, the situation in Canada from 
1760 to 1774 is easily comprehended. In August, 
1764, the military regime was ended, and a civil 
administration substituted. By the terms of the 
proclamation marking this change, the supreme ex
ecutive powers were placed in the hands of a Gov-

%ernor-in-Chief, appointed by the Crown, and sup
ported by a council with whose advice ahd consent

4

he was expected to act. The proclamation of 1763, 
established English civil as well as military laws;
required an oath of loyalty and a declaration♦ { -against transubstantiation of all who w)ould seek 1

1. Coffin, Op. cit., 445, quoted from Calendar 
of Home Office Papers on the Reign 
of George III. 1776-9. No. 403.
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office or exercise the franchise; it professed 
to hope for the establishment of a representative 
form of government "as soon as state and circum
stances of the said colonies will a d m i t . T o  
Carleton and Murray the execution of this last 
suggestion was obviously impracticable so long as 
the civil disabilities remained to disqualify 
Roman Catholics. In 1764 a representative system 
of government in Canada would have meant that a 
few hundred English Protestants would have elect-
ed representatives to legislate for more than

2 *70,000 Catholic Canadians. Impossible as such a
Ycondition would have be.en, the British traders of 

Montreal and Quebec continually demanded the ful
fillment of this promise, and kept the colony in

»t% 3a state of turmoil for m&ny years. ✓
In spite of the best efforts of Governor 

Murray and later of »Sir Guy Carleton, to adminis
ter justice to all classes in the community, con-

4ditions grew steadily worse during the decade* /
following 1764. The clergy were displeased by the 
abolition of compulsory tithing; the power of the

4nobles was shattered by English civil, law.
________________ - ______ ,____________

1. Kingsford, Ojd. cit., V. (entire copy) 142-45.
2. -Bolton & Marshall, Colonization of N.A. 419.
3. CJY ante., pp. 5, 7, 8 , and passim.



the British citizens clamored for representative
government; the habitants, disturbed by the gener
al unrest, felt a logical dislike for their
foreign conquerors. They disapproved such radi-

• 1cal innovations as trial by jury. So unsatis
factory was the whole situation that Carleton 
finally returned to England, and by persistent 
effort succeeded in securing a new code, "The 
Quebec Act."

*It must not be supposed that England all>
this time, 1763-1774, had been unmindful of her
subjects or had turned a deaf ear to their peti-

X
tions.

\

1. Shortt & Doughty, 0p_. cit..
Hey to Chancellor, Aug. 28, 1775



CHAPTER II.
EFFORTS OF THE BRITISH MINISTRY TO PROVIDE A SUITABLE GOVERNMENT FOR QUEBEC.

Just what definite steps had England taken
to rectify her error of 1763? The error was not
in keeping Canada as Pitt feared when he remarked:

"Some are for keeping Canada, others 
Guadaloupe. Who can tell me which 
I shall he hanged for keeping?l

But the error was in the Proclamation of 1763:
which^attempted to establish English civil as well
as criminal law. At the same time, it prevented*
the French Canadians from serving in the very

Xassembly which it professed a desire to establish. 
For ten years, the government of Canada was

in a very unsatisfactory condition. It was, more-
•.* . . ;over, an added thorn in the side of the British

ministry who were v/orried by the conditions in the
old colonies, then ih a revolutionary ferment.

The Old Whigs finally brought the policy to-
4

ward Quebec to the dignity of a paramount issue. 
The Privy Council placed the investigation of

\

1. Wal-pole, Memoirs of George III., 1, 26.
2. Royal Proc. Cf. ante., p. 15.



Canadian conditions under the direction of Lord 
Shelbourne.

In accordance with this resolution Lord Shel
bourne ordered the governor, the chief justice, 
and the attorney general of Quebec to collect the 
required information, determine what was best to 
be done, formulate their conclusions into con
crete ordinances, then send them to England to be 
passed by Parliament. Shelbourne sent to assist 
the l,ocal officials, hî s confidential adviser in 
Canadian Affairs, Maurice Morgann. The report 
of his Agent was made long after Lord Shelbourne

Xwas forced to yield the-'guidance of Canadian af
fairs to the hands of another, and after he him
self had left the ministry, so that it cannot be 
known what his final plans for the civil govern
ment, the law and the law courts of the province 
would have been; but11 credit must be ascribed to 
him for initiating that careful investigation of

4

existing conditions, the results of which were 
studied by his successors. *

( 1

1. Shortt & Doughty, 0p_. cit., 201



Shelbourne was, on the whole, very tolerant 
in religious beliefs; he found the plan of the 
Grenville^Bedford ministry with their attempt to 
drive the Canadians out of the Roman Catholic 
Church, not wholly suited to his purpose of win» 
ning new subjects from their old allegiance to 
France. He sent the plan of his predecessors with 
suggestions for changes to the Archbishop of York, 
who returned it with alterations in conformity to 
his ideas. The changes were all of a character to 
remove the Canadaians' fear that their religion

ifcwould be molested and that efforts would be made 
to force them into the Church of England, Instead 
of proposing that the revenues from the sequester
ed property of the Jesuits and other orders be 
granted the Society’’for the Propagation of the 
Gospel for extending the Protestant religion and 
schools, this revenuq-was to be applied "to such 
public uses as shall be directed by his majesty." 
Under the Grenville-Bedford plan, all convents of 
women would have been abolished; under this plan

4.

the number would be limited. The full measure of 
equality with other religions or religious 1

1. Shortt & Doughty, 0p_. cit., 156 ff
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beliefs would not have been secured, had Shel- 
bourne's policy been inaugurated; but the appear
ance of toleration would have been supported from 
the payment of tithes by those who adhered to 
their faith, J‘

The necessity of solving the problem of the 
province of Quebec became, in the beginning of 
1768, the duty of Lord Hillsborough who had pre
sided at the Board of Trade when the blunder of 
abolishing French law*and introducing England
was made; but he was always unwilling to take on%
himself or his former colleague any responsibil-

Xity for the wrongs inflicted on the Canadians.
In one of his letters to Governor Carleton he 
wrote:

*>"It was most unfortunate for the colony 
of Quebec, that weak, ignorant, and 
interested men, were sent over to carry 
the proclamation into execution, who 
expounded it11 in the most absurd manner, 
oppressive and cruel to the last degree 
to the subjects, and entirely*contrary to the royal intentions." 2

Lord Hillsoborugh regarded the condition in '
* •• 4,

Quebec as very serious and with that self- 
confidence so characteristic of him tried to cor- 
rect them without waiting for the results of the 1 2

1. Privy Council (Colonial Acts.,) Vol. VI. 91 459
2. Shortt & Doughty, Op. cit., 208,

(Letters dated Dec. 24, 1767, and Apr. 12, 1768, 201, 208.)
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investigations which had been inaugurated by his 
predecessor. The occasion for definite action, 
howeyer, was the receipt of a petition from the 
merchants of Quebec praying that a legislative 
assembly be summoned and that some Roman Catho
lic subjects be admitted to the council. This 
petition was referred on September 28, 1768, to 
the Lords of Trade who made a report in the fol
lowing July."

. The report, which was kept most secret,
recommended the immediate calling of an assembly,

* h
the election to which should be so arranged that 
there should be at least fourteen Protestants to 
a possible minority of thirteen Catholics. Five 
Catholics should also be admitted to the Council.
With a government competent to pass laws it was' *
thought that the difficulties over the question 
of law would soom be removed. In regard to the
law courts and procedure, the Board of Trade

£
considered the additional instruction prepared 
under the Rockingham regime as most suitable 
to correct the other evils of the government.
That is, the execution and legislature would be

1.* Ibid., 263.



left as it had been constituted in 1763. A new 
civil code, based on general maxims and the 
French and English law, was devised. On the 
juries in criminal cases both the old and the new 
subjects were to sit. In case the trial concern
ed individuals of only one race, the jury was to 
be drawn from that race. French Catholics were 
to be admitted indiscriminately with the rest of 
the subjects, not only into the commissions of
the peace, but also to the execution of all such

1offices, functions, and duties.
kThe Privy council instructed Governor Murray,

$'in February 1765, to pass an ordinance admitting 
the Roman Catholics to full and equal participa
tion in the law courts. This was not done until 
July of that year'."' *

*
In ecclesiastical matters the Lords of Trade 

took their stand upon the plan that had been de
veloped under the Grenville-Bedford ministry and 
endorsed by the Rockinghams. Consequently, the 
Grenville-Bedford benevolent policy of Toleration 
with its dash of conversion was left to the

4 {■\

1. - ©anadian Archives, "Dartmouth MSS.,
1757-1772, I. 2

2. Shortt & Doughty, 0p_. ci t.. 172,173.



Old Viihigs who feared to bring the question of 
toleration for Roman Catholics to an issue, lest 
their followers would be alienated. But their 
sense of justice, in regard to the Canadians was 
really touched. Edmund Burke in particular, 
pleaded with the Marquis of Rockingham in behalf 
of the newly acquired subjects, and his appeal 
did not fall on deaf ears. As a result of his 
plea the Old Whigs inaugurated part of the plan
of their predecessors, although they kept their

*movement a profound secret. They appointed the
* *Reverend John Oliver Briand "Superintendent of
YClergy." Briand, who had been Vicar General of

the diocese during the vacancy of the See; had
urged the people through a letter to submit to

\%the King and those in authority under him.
it

He besought them to pray for their King, for 
their Governor, for^all by whom justice was ad
ministered. Moreover, he instructed.the people

4to keep up the prayers ordered by their late 
Bishop Briand for a speedy and durable pjeace. 1

4 {
\

1. Correspondence of George III. I., 
No. 2o., pp. 25-27



It was this zealous priest, who had labored 
as zealously for the welfare of his flock as had 
Father Felician in "Evangeline," that was permit
ted to go from Quebec to France where he was con
secrated Bishop of Quebec. Returning to Canada
in 1766, as "Superintendent of the Clergy," he

1was given a salary of 800 pounds. Thus we see 
the Old Whig Ministry took the first step towards 
religious toleration in Canada. If "coming 
events," as the proverb goes, "cast their shadows 
before," we might consider this as^the foreshadow
ing of the Quebec Act. ■ .

No results followed the report of the Board 
of Trade, because the influence of Lord Shel- 
bourne's investigation shortly afterwards started 
a movement which ended in the passage of the ,Que
bec Act. Maurice Morgann, upon arriving in Que- 
bee, began a painstaking study of conditions; but 
it was not until 1769, that he was prepared to lay 
before, the ministry the result of his and his col- 
laborators efforts. These were the chief justice
William Hay, and the attorney general Francis

{ ■
Maseres. They had received their appointment from 1

1. Maseres, Occasional Essays, 364 ff.



the Marquis of Rockingham, but their characters 
had justified their continuance in office by suc
cessive ministers.

Morgan was not long in discovering that the 
ideas of the lieutenant governor and the attorney 
general were diametrically opposed to one another. 
Carleton's sympathies went out to the large French 
Canadian population he governed. He was expected 
to win their loyalty to England by permitting them
to enjoy the forms of gpvernment, law and Church

>
to which they had long been accustomed. In partic- 
ular he looked to the seigneurs, though few in

X
number, to lead the populace to an acceptance of 
the new rule; to that end he chose them for his 
advisors in his difficult task. On the other hand 
the Huguenot, Maseres, was biased by his fervid 
Protestantism and by his admiration for British 
governmental machinery. He found his natural as
sociates among the few hundred English speaking sub

4

jects who were demanding English laws and an elec
tive assembly. They were also protesting against 
the dangers of Roman Catholicism.

1 Kingsford, ©p_. cit. , V. 191



Maseres was a man of very positive convic
tions. He was very sanguine of finding a panacea 
for the evils he was. He drew up a bill for estab
lishing the government of Quebec. His main purpose 
was to transform the French civilization of Can
ada in its social, economic, and religious aspects 
to the English as rapidly as possible. This, he 
knew could not be affected in a day, so he real
ized that, meanwhile, he must devise some form of 
toleration to Roman Catholicism. He did not app
prove of its introduction by the Old Whigs in a

*
sort of secret underhanded way.

YWhile the colonist,s were not ready for a
legislative assembly, he felt that the governor
and council must be empowered to make laws and

*>raise money by taxation. He, too, urged the 
administration•to bring the whole subject of the 
Canadian government" and religion before Parlia
ment in order that the necessary reforms be enact- 

1 *ed. . / 
Morgann and Maseres, in their interpretation

of the existing evils, in their conception, of the
4

remedy, typify the two contemporary!parties

1. Shortt & Doughty, Op.. cit., 174

42591
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in Canada. These differences in the statement of
facts are to he found in the histories of the pro-

1vince of Quebec from that day to this.
Morgann found that the orders of the adminis

tration had been anticipated. Governor Carleton 
had already instructed Francis Joseph Crignet, one 
of the most eminent French lawyers in Canada, to 
codify the law and practice as they had existed 
under the old regime. Five small volumes was the 
re^lt. These were ŝ ent to London in manuscript 
and were published in 1772, and 1773, for the use

J 2of the administration,
X

Hitherto, the lehrned jurists of Great Bri
tain had spun their speculations upon the subject 
with very little knowledge of French lav/ and with 
a total ignorance of Canadian practice.

Elaborate reports on the important phases of 
civil and ecclesiastical affairs were also pre
pared. In these, Maseres, on account of his dif- 
ference of opinion, was unable to cooperate.

The first draft of the main report on the 
government and law was written by Morgann, revised

iby Hey, and rewritten from both by [Carleton.

1. Shortt & Doughty, Ou. cit., 208, "Carleton's
letter to Sec. of State," Apr. 12, 1768. 2

2. Ibid., 258, footnote 1.



A report on the revenue and one on ecclesi
astical affairs were prepared at the same time. 
All these papers were carried to England by Mor- 
gann who travelled in company with Carleton, 
(1770). The ideas of these two men were to be of 
great influence on the final decision concerning 
Quebec.

Lord Hillsborough upon receiving these re
ports wrote to Carleton that the data would pave 
the^way for a speedy jlecision but the reverse was
the case. The very complete information with its*
conflicting recommendations petitions made the
problem of Quebec only the more perplexing.

William Knox, one of the under-secretaries
of the Colonial department said that the reports

*>of these learned gentlemen contained a great 
variety of propositions which clashed. Conse- 
quently, after all‘‘the pains which had been taken 
to procure the best and ablest advice, the minis-

4

ters were in a great measure left upon their own 
2judgment. * 1 2

1. Shortt & Doughty, 0p_. pit., 258.
2. The Justice and Policy of the Late Act

of Parliament, 19.
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Lord Dartmouth had now replaced Hillsborough,
and it fell to his lot to press the work on the
reform of the Canadian conditions. But the actual
leader in the movement was Lord Mansfield, one of
the ablest jurists who ever presided over a
British court. He said, "he would real all the
documents and do his utmost to procure a settle- 

1ment." This was fortunate for he was not only- 
liberal throughout his life, but he also exhib
ited the greatest liberality in matters of reli-
&ion. In a speech in the House of Lords he said:

*
"Conscience is not controllable by human 

law, not amenable¿to human tribunals...What 
bloodshed and confusion have been occasioned 
from the reign of Henry IV, when the first 
penal statutes were enacted, down to the 
revolution in this kingdom, by laws made to 
force conscience. There is certainly noth
ing more unreasonable, more inconsistent with 
rights of human nature, more contrary to the 
spirit and precepts of the Christian religion, 
more iniquitous and unjust, more impolitic 
than persecution. It is against natural re
ligion, and sabnd policy." 2

A few years later at the time ,of the Gordon
4riots, 1780, he wrote on toleration again:

"My desire to disturb‘no man for conscience s'ake 
is well known...I have no leaning to the Catho
lics...! have shown equal favor to dissenters 
from the established Church of all denominations 
..;I shall ever be of the opinion that they,
(the Roman Catholics), in common with the rest 
of his Majesty's subjects, would'-be allowed 
every possible indulgence consistent with the 
safety of the empire." 3

1. Ibid., 374.
2. Campbell, Lives of the Chief Justices, III.
3. Ibid., 435



It is not to be wondered that the Quebec Act 
should be tolerant when such a man influenced it. 
He gave no support to the effort to convert the 
Canadian people proposed by the Grenville-Bedford 
plan accepted by his former friends, the Old Whigs 
nor would he rest satisfied with the partial tol
eration considered by Shelbourne.

Another tenet of Lord Mansfield's belief was 
thaii law and law practices of each country had by 
a long process of evolution become fitted to the 
genius and character of.its people. He thought it 
a dangerous and criminal procedure for a sovereign 
power to alter arbitrarily the customs of its 
colonies. When first learned of the Proclama
tion of 1763, and of Governor Murray•s Ordinance 
he wrote to Grenville and asked;

"Is it possible that we have abolished 
their laws, and customs and forms of judicature?.. .For God's sake l-earn the 
truth of the case, and think of a > 
speedy remedy." 2

This belief of Lord Mansfield extended to trial by 
jury. Fitted as it was to satisfy the social mind 
of the English, it was so distinctly, a product of 
its environment, so closely bound up with her 1 2

1. Shortt & Doughty., 0p_. cit_., 378 ff
2. Grenville Papers., Vol. II., 476.



customs that it would not be transplanted without 
inflicting an injury among people of alien charac
ter and customs. The imperialistic party turned 
for advice to men who were most familiar with con
ditions existing in Quebec, to Governor Carleton, 
to Chief Justice Hay, and Mr. Morgann who were 
all in London; all three as we observed before 
used their influence to extend every possible ad
vantage to the French population of Canada, Gener
al 43-age' s adyice on 1*he relation of the Old North-

1west to Canada was opportune. The final form of
the bill cannot, therefore, be ascribed to any one

X
individual; it was the product of many minds.

On August 4, 1773, work on the Quebec Bill 
was begun in earnest. The conflicts in the advice 
offered in the papers drawn up by so many learned 
men made the task difficult. Finally, says Will-

 ̂•* giam Knox, they found a recourse in precedent.
The conditions in Ireland and Minorca were care- 
fully studied. In the former, Roman Catholics 
were oppressed, in the latter granted full toler
ation. The Irish had not been reduced to docility

4 (
■\ 1 2

1. "Shortt & Doughty, Op. cit., 374-390
2. Ojd . cit. , 19 .
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after generations of oppression whereas the in
habitants of Minorca had become by the employment 
of an opposite policy most loyal citizens.

It was while the ministry was in a tolerant 
mood toward the colonies, before the news of the 
Boston Tea Party and of the acts of the other 
colonies in regard to the shipment of tea reach
ed England, that the ministry came to an agree
ment on the broad principles which should guide 
thejp in drafting the Quebec Bill. Although the 
details were still to be worked out, religious 
toleration, the establishment in part, of French

X
law, the endowment of‘the council with legisla
tive power, the extension of the boundaries so as
to include the Illinois country had been determin-

*>ed upon by the North ministry. The "Quebec Act" 
was in its essence, therefore, the product of im
perialistic thought and of kindly feeling toward 
the colonies.

. *
When summarized the various attempts of the

successive British ministries to solve the problem

« i\



of the West, show that there was little consisten
cy in their acts. With the changing administra
tions composed of warring factions, no agreement 
was possible. The constantly shifting conditions 
of the West found the British mind unprepared to 
make a rapid readjustment as the reports of events 
followed each other in rapid succession.'*'

The resulting decisions, therefore, were only 
compromises at best. The Granville-Bedford plan 
of -ìimperial control v»as brought to naught when they 
attempted to tax the colonies for the necessary
funds to carry it out. The Old Whigs were rein-

X
stated in the good grhces of the people by repeal
ing the Stamp Act, but as economy was then the 
watchword, they were unable to work out an effec- 
tive policy. The logical consequence was Lord 
Barrington's plan for the prohibition of western 
settlements. After careful study, Lord Shel- 
bourne's solution if adopted might have won the 
hearts of the colonists, jfhe debate in Parliament

1 . V an  T y n e , C a u s e s  o f  R e v . ,

( . ■\
4 0 3 -4 1 0  an d  p a s s i m .
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compromise and the Townsend taxes and Shelbourne1s
plan for imperial control were both approved.
Changes in the cabinet thwarted Shelbourne's plans,
but left the taxes in force. Hillsborough's plan
of 1768, another compromise, proved inadequate too,
and Lord North's bold measure, the Quebec Act, was
the last effort of British politicians to organize
the territory acquired by the Treaty of Paris.
It aimed to give imperial protection, at least in
the Northern part of the Mississippi Valley, w
where the Indian reservation had been- created.*

One fact, ho never, was, ever present in the 
minds of the various ministries— the necessity of 
some form of toleration. Each changing ministry 
focused its attention on the matter and watched 
its gradual evolution. They yielded an inch here, 
another there, until it became a whole step with 
the Old Whigs. The final outcome was a complete 
surrender under the North ministry. It 'did not

4

prove, however, the hoped for panacea. Seeds of 
trouble were sown that grew as rapidly as the

« (
\
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mustard seed and great perturbation resulted.
On account of the violence of the attack, of 

its identity with the offensive measures passed at 
the same time, the Quebec Act has been most fre
quently misunderstood. Its benign purposes have 
been completely perverted by successive historians 
who have drawn their inspiration from the sources 
of the Old Whig and American revolutionary thought.

-< #*
£
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CHAPTER III.
THE QUEBEC ACT IN PARLIAMENT.

The first and last question asked of ministri
es between the years of 1763 and 1774 was what was 
to be done with the West and Canada. Every min
istry realized that this was the most important of 
American problems, too intricate in fact for them 
to solve. It seemed that there could be no recon
ciliation between the various interests clamoring 
for consideration. Tile Indians' rights must be 
protected; the claims of various'colonies to the 
west must be considered; the influence of the

■i

great land companies of different colonies must not 
be neglected. Moreover, the fur traders opposed 
western colonization and they were supported by 
British and American speculators in Eastern Lands 
who feared the.effect of opening the West. Last of 
all, there was the imperial interests to be con
served. To these conditions lying in the very prob-

• / lem itself was added the chaotic state of the min-
istries composed as they were of groups or factions
subjected to influences according tp its personal
interests in colonial affairs.



The efforts of the successive ministries
whose work on this problem, culminating in the

' 1Quebec Act, have been traced.
The results of few legislative enactments 

have been more widely discussed, or more various
ly interpreted, than those which followed the 
promulgation of this Act in 1774. Its main pur
pose was to alleviate the wrongs of the French in
Canada; but it also promulgated a new western

, -i Ipolicy. >
By this Act the boundaries Canada were 

extended to include all*' the lands beyond the 
Alleghanies coveted and claimed by the ole Eng
lish Colonies. Executive and legislative powers 
were placed in th* hand£ of the Governor and a 
legislative council appointed by the crown; Eng
lish criminal law was retained but the civil law 
of France was reestablished, thus doing away with 
trial by jury and habeas corpus. The Catholics 
were granted the free exercise of their religion

M.

and the clergy were granted their dues and rights. 
The oath of allegiance was so altered as to allow

666 “

L. Cf_. ante. Chapter II.



Roman Catholics to sit on the Council— a condi-
1tion not paralleled in England until 1829.

The Quebec Act was the last effort of the 
British politicians to organize the territory 
acquired by the Treaty of Paris. They had hoped 
that by extending the boundaries of Quebec so as 
to include the Old Northwest they would be able 
to prevent the disorders of that region.

The news of William Murray's illegal pur
chase of land in the heart of the Indians' hunt
ing grounds reached England in the last days of 
November 1773. It seeftied only too typical .of
western life and was the last sign needed to prove

2the complete failure of the policy of 1768.
Law was not beirt$ maintained any more successfully 
in the far West than in the upper Ohio Valley.

With Murray's,act still in mind, it is not to 
be wondered that the ministers thought the Illinoi 
country problem could best be solved by-placing it 
under the government of Canada, especially èince

M.

they recalled the century of discord and war that 
had pre*ceded. They viewed in retrospect the four 1 2

1. Quebec Act, Appendix 1-16
2. "Letter of Haldimand to Gage." Oct. 5, 1773.



serious wars that had lighted their flames along 
the borders of their colonies leaving scarcely a 
village on the frontier of New Hampshire and Mass 
achusetts unscathed. And when to these recollec
tions both colonial and English writers added 
unfavorable descriptions of frontier society it 
was not strange that the British ministry should 
have been alarmed. The fact was stressed that 
members of the various rebellious organizations 
in^Ireland had taken,}refuge in the hinterland.
The fur traders were depicted as, men of unscrup-*
ulous character, who practiced the lowest and

Xmeanest tricks on thé' Indians. The frontiers
men in general were painted in the most lurid 
hues. They were called "banditti" and "murder- 
ers," and these epithets seemed justified by 
such actual occurences as the "Paxton Boys"1 

episode in western Pennsylvania and the.many 
other outrages in the backcountry of Virginia.

4

Yet from this same country.
M,

4 i
\

1. Smith, Justin, Our Struggle for.the
Fourteenth Colony.

Fiske, John, Essays Historical and 
Literary II., 118.



"sprang a group of men who for 
ability, character and purpose, out
shone and have no precise counterpart 
in any other company of illustrious 
characters appearing in like space of 
time, and similar extent of territory.
At almost the same point of time, 
historically speaking— within thirty 
years, to be exact— on the same spot, 
geographically speaking,— within a 
radius of a hundred miles— George Mason, 
James Madison, Patrick Henry, Thomas 
Jefferson, John Marshall, and George 
Washington were born. The life stories 
of these men largely make up the history 
of their country while they lived; and 
it was chiefly their words and works, 
their thoughts and purposes, that gave 

* form and directi&p, on American soil, 
to those political and social forces 
which are still working out ¿the destiny 
of the American people."

iIf their contemporaries had not taken cog
nizance of these men whom Beveridge so ably de
scribed and seemed only to have been impressed

• *with the presence of the gambler, the escaped
if

convict and the gunmen: if their contemporaries 
were so partisan, it"is not surprising that 
Parliament should have hesitated to promote a

4population so completely given over to lawless
ness. 1

1. Beveridge, Albert J. Life of John Marshall,!.
31, 32.

Houghton Mifflin Co., N. Y. 1916.
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"It is a curious fact that England 
immediately adopted toward her own 
colonies the policy of the very nation
ality she had ousted. From the date of 
the triumphant peace won by Wolfe's 
victory, the British Government became 
the most active foe of the spread of the 
English race in America...

In the Northwest she succeeded to 
the French policy as well as the French 
position. She wished the land to remain 
a wilderness, the home of the trapper 
and fur trader, of the Indian hunter and 
the French voyageur. She desired it to 
be kept as a barrier against the growth 
of the seaboard colonies toward the 
interior. She regarded the new lands 
across the Atlantic as being won and 

* settled, not fo4; the benefit of the men 
who won and settled them, but for the 
benefit of the merchants at home.

It was this that rendered the Revo
lution inevitably. The struggle was a 
revolt against the whole mental attitude 
of Britain in regard to America, rather 
than against any one special act or set of acts. "

England noting that̂  dissension was growing 
in the colonies, looked to lately conquered '
Canada and its Catholic inhabitants as a source and 
force of power against the Colonies in which the 
rebellious spirit was gaining the strength of an 
avalanche. • ' 1

1. Roosevelt, Winning of the Y/est-; I., 29-30.
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So, to conciliate the conquered Canadians, 
the King and Ministry determined to grant them 
religious, social and political concessions that 

would hold the clergy more firmly than obedience 
to authority might, and thereby gain the hearty 
support of the priests in controlling the people. 
Therefore England passed the Quebec Act by which 
she restored to the clergy the tithe right they
had formerly enjoyed under old French laws.

■4 ♦It was, of coursé, not justice but policy
which led the government to pass*the Act; Lord
Littleton, writing Lord Chatham, avowed the pur-
pose to be: "to conciliate the affections of the
Canadians and thereby induce them to assist the
Administration td coerce America." The Imperial

2 "interest must be conserved.
The Old Whigs^and the few faithful Pittites 

were bitterly opposed to the Quebec! Act, but they 
were not alone. At no time during the American 
disputes did any single measure have such pre-

4

ponderance of opposing sentiment (as did the Que
bec Act*.) An abstract of the proposed bill ap
peared in the "London Chronicle," May''7, 1774, 
but not until the publication of another abstract 1 2

1. American Archives, 4-1, 1105.
2. Cf_. ante . , 34.
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did newspaper discussion of it become prominent,
The paragraphers called it 'infamous and despot
ic' the Tbboldest stride to despotism.. .made by 
any set of men since the restoration'... The 
three most common objections to the bill were 
embodied in ''The humb'l Petition of the Lord 
Mayor, Aldermen and Commons of the City of London 
in Common Council assembled," printed in "The 
Universal Magazine of Knowledge and Pleasure."
The" first objection advanced was that the Quebec 
Bill substituted French for English law in all 
civil cases, and took ft way trial by jury.

i
Second, they objected because by it the Roman 
Catholic religion would be the only established 
religion; and thî rd, because it established ar
bitrary power in that, all legislators were' app
pointed at the pleasure of the crown, and other-

%
wise totally subverted the constitution.

Lord Mahon told the electors he would work 
to obtain the repeal of the Quebec Act by which '

4;"popery, arbitrary power, and French Laws" were 
established in so great a part of the empire. 1 

A Popish army, it was reported, was'to be raised
. pm  Quebec, and this step was denounced as illegal.

1. The Kentish Gazette. (Canterbury), Sept. 21, 1774.
2. The London Chronicle, Sept. 10, 1774.



Some objected "because Quebec was so greatly- 
enlarged "as to almost surround"^the other colo
nies; and it was said that Quebec as constituted 
by it was larger than all the other colonies 
combined.

This was done intentionally, said one article,
for as Canada covered New England on the north and
west, the Popish subjects in it were well fitted
to form a "corps de Reserve" to reduce the Boston- 

h 2 $ians. Many in England believed Quebec was held 
as a cudgel over the Americans, that the avowed 
purpose of the act was «¡to use Roman Catholics "to
awe, if not imbrue their hands in the blood of

3British Protestant subjects."
The progress^ of thf bill through Parliament

was, however, steady though the King writes to
Lord North. "I had^ thought the opposers to it%
(The Quebec bill) would not have been so absurd 
as to have debated again on the report, but I 
cannot think on the third reading that they can 
possibly give further trouble."4

It-should seem that the agitators in New 
England and their allies the Whigs in-.England 
had made up their minds that George the Third was

1. Ibid., July 16, 1774.
2. British Evening Post, Nov. S, 1774. passim.
3. London Chronicle, Feb. 11, 1775;

London Packet, Dec. 23, 1774.
4. Correspondence of Kins George the Third.



another James the Second, and that the encourage
ment of "popery" was a part of his machinery Cf 
enslavement. The paralell would hold the more 
strongly in Boston since James had, with ample 
justification, cancelled the charter of Massachu
setts by legal process, as George was now cancel
ling it by Act of Parliament. James' action how
ever, had been dictated by a project for uniting 
the American colonies under one government, so 
tha't they might effectively defend themselves 
against the menace of the French*in Canada and
that project had been promptly dropped by the

V
Whigs after the Revolution of 1688. It seems not
to have occurred to the Whigs that the denial of
religious toleration to Canada would have necessit
tated the maintenance of a much stronger garrison
in the country and therefore of an increase to the

%
standing army.

Though the overwhelming bulk of the arguments 
were against the Quebec Bill, many could be found'

4to fight for it on the broad grounds that, circum
stances, being different in Canada, especially as



to religion, nationality and customs, the bill 
which would have been unjust in England was emi
nently just there."- The new regulations were not 
only just, as they fitted the inhabitants who 
were used to French laws, but also entirely con
sistent with the articles of capitulation made 
between Lord Townshend and Count Ramtzey, in
1759, and were thus carrying out the sacred

2faith of national treaties."
-% "The Public Advertiser" of London said those 

who thought the bill was armed against the Boston
ians were wrong, for it had been in agitation for 
years and actually had been framed many months 
prior to the time when the Boston Port Bill could 
possibly have been heard of. In spite of this, 
the people insisted that it was designed to- get
the aid of the Canadians against the other Colon-
. . 3 ''ists.

Impartial students admitted that in the main 
the bill was just. A favorite theme for letter , 
writers during the whole pre-revolutionary period 
was alarm at the "progress of Popery."i\ 1 2 3

1. . .Kentish Gaz., June 25, 1774.
2. London Chronicle, Jan. 3, 1775.
3. Ibid., Jan. 9, 1775.
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In short the Quebec Act touched the English 
people on an easily aroused set of prejudices, 
their religious prejudices, and called into play 
one of their fiercest passions. The other meas
ures had perhaps violated their constitution, but, 
if so the violations were at a distance of three 
thousand miles. The Quebec Act, however, had 
certainly granted favors to Catholics, and though 
those Catholics were beyond the seas, Englishment
wefie keenly aware offCatholics at home, of whose 
power and position they were constantly suspicious. 
Many bitter struggles had England had over religion 
and many slumbering animosities survived. The 
Quebec Bill gave occasion for the enemies of Cath
olicism in England to fan these to a fiery heat.
The pro-American sentiment over the Quebec.,Act was
rather intolerant and illiberal toward Roman Cath-

%olicisra than friendly or liberal toward America.
Lecky, however, remarks that the government 

in this instance represented the liberal, and the, 
Opposition the intolerant side. The Qiiebec Act 
of 1774, establishing Catholicism in Canada would

4 {
\
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a generation earlier have been impossible, and it 
was justly considered a remarkable sign of the 
altered condition of opinion that such a law should 
be enacted by a British Parliament, and should 
have created no serious disturbances.1

There were, however, fanatics in 1774, just 
as there are today, and the war cry among the 
colonists seems to have been: "The Protestant Re
ligion is in danger!"

They feared tha£ the King would organize the
Catholic Canadians into an army and coming down*
upon the "Protestant" Colonies would overawe the 
people, exercise arbitrary powers and impose 
"Popery" upon all.

Here then was a general— a universal "wrong"* %
*which aroused the Colonists unitedly and over

shadowed, where it did not entirely destroy of 
suppress, all local causes of opposition. It in 
fact brought a second, a religious■clause into

4
the revolution.

This assertion seems to conflict with
2Roosevelt's statement, previously quoted.

4 (A 1 2

1. "Lecky, Eng., in loth cent., III., 545 .
2. Cf. ante., 40.
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Such, however, is not its purport. It is general
ly conceded that public sentiment has ever played 
and continues to play an important role in the 
great movements and the American Revolution was no 
exception. The war cry of the fanatics aroused 
the dissenting ministers and they launched out 
sermon after sermon in defiance of this impious 
and insolent Act of the King and Ministry.

The guns were burnished up--the powder "kept 
dr%" and off our Patriots marched, and suffered 
great distress and misery, to capture, or hold as
neutral, the country they had but a few years be-

X
fore aided England in‘‘conquering from France-- 
Canada.

Military reasons were assigned for this in- 
vasion of Canada by a people resisting wrong done 
them in their colonies, but hostility to Catholic
ity moved the hearts of many of those we now 
delight to honor as "Patriots"--they would not

4

let Canada be the recruiting ground for England to
• /

organize a hostile force against them and force
Popery on them. They would get there quickly and«
hold it themselves. a
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And, strange to relate, tiiese invaders were 
..elcomed by the Canadians; they had been preceded 
by Addresses— the one of October 26, 1774, adopt
ed by Congress, unctiously declared:

"We are ^°° weH  acquainted with the liberality of sentiment distinguishing 
your nation to imagine that difference of 
religion will prejudice you against a 
hearty amity with us. You know that the 
transcendent nature of freedom elevates 
those who unite in her cause above all 
such low-minded infirmities." 1
Yet Congress in its "Address to the People of 

England*'" declared the religion of these same Cana
dians, *

"...one fraught wi thlimpiety, bloodshed, 
rapine, murder and rebellion in every 
part of the world and which had deluged England with blood." 2

So they implored the King "for the honor of
Almighty God whose pure religion our enemies arg
undermining," to repeal the Quebec Act which gave
these Canadians the rights the Church had under
the French.

Thus we see that the bold measure of the North 
ministry was hydra-headed. It took away the control
lately exercised by Virginia, Massachusetts and

(\

Congress!on Journal. I., 117. 
2. Ibid., 119 »
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Connecticut to the western regions which they 
claimed by their charters. It blighted the hopes 
of George Washington and of all the other land 
speculators who had claims in the Ohio country.
The Ohio Land Companies, and every other Company 
that had claims in the.Ohio or Illinois Country 
were dispossessed. The fur traders saw their re
sources deflated. The Indians' rights were en
croached upon, while even the efforts to concili-
ate^-the Catholic Canadians had not the desired

>
effect, in fact, it sowed the seed for more trouble.&

Thus, the climax of failure was reached at the 
same time in the East 'and West, and the enraged 
colonists were ready to take upon themselves the

Psolution of the imperial problems affecting America.
The Quebec Act, however, proved most signifi

cant for it had introduced an era of growing 
toleration in England and had evidenced the broad 
statesmanship which many concede has1 attached Can-

4

ada to the Empire. It was a secondary religious 
cause of the American Revolution, making' ardent 
Puritans to a man supporters of the patriotic cause.

4

It satisfied the French habitants and- clergy, who,*
if anything, magnified American intolerance.

1. £f. post., Chap. V.
• Little, Geo. Wash. 65,66,67. Alvord, Miss 
Valley in British Politics. II., 249-5-:
Van Tyne, Causes of Arner. Rev., 407.
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CHAPTER IV.
AMERICAN DISSATISFACTION: THE QUEBEC ACT 

INTERFERED WITH THEIR LAND SCHEMES.

Fierce as was the storm of antagonism stirred 
up in England because of the clause granting re
ligious toleration to the Roman Catholics, it was 
as a gentle zephyr, as compared to the hurricane 
that swept over the "Thirteen Colonies." This 
agitation was not due solely to the toleration 
clause but because tl̂ e Act extended the boundaries
of Quebec so as to include much of their land.*

Following as it did the Proclamation of 1763,
S'it seemed an attempt ¿to maintain indefinitely in

the heart of the continent, the policy of monopoly
and restriction, against which the colonists on

*>the coast chafed so sorely. By the middle of the
*

18th, century all the particularly desirable lands
in many of the old«“’colonies had been engrossed.
The new comers were forced to cross, the Appalach-

1ian divide in search of farms.
• /

In the unbroken wilderness across ,the mountain 
the speculators were in advance of the actual home- 
maker. The historic muse has always delighted in 1

1. Turner, The Old West, 184.
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singing of the daring* deeds of the explorer wander
ing through the dark forest or paddling his canoe 
on the unknown rivers; even the homesteader, with 
family goods packed in his prairie schooner, has 
had his exploits chanted in majestic measures; hut 
few have noted the fact that both explorer and 
homesteader were frequently only the advance agents 
of the speculator who dreamed of large enterprises 
in land exploitation— that the Daniel Boones of

V •.the*;wilderness were ojaly the pawns of some Richard
Henderson. From that distant date when Joliet and
La Salle found their- way into the heart of thes
great West, up to the ‘present day "big business" 
has been engaged in western speculation. The Miss
issippi and Ohio Valleys have been explored, clear-

•>
ed, and settled in a large measure through the 
enterprise and financial boldness of moneyed men 
who have staked fortunes in opening up the success
ive lines of the American frontier. '

4

Dold speculation was one of the characteris- , 
tics of the eighteenth century. Many cdlonists
allied themselves with British moneyed classes in

«
{
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business operations which were limited by condi
tions and colonial laws to the sale of merchandise 
and land speculation.

The earliest attempts to form settlements in 
the West were due entirely to this speculative 
enterprise. Since Virginia had extensive charter 
claims in the region under consideration, natural
ly the first undertakings were conceived in that 
colony. Since these enterprises aimed to secure 
lançjr in the Ohio valley, it would seem that a
specific instance would suffice to show why the*
colonists so opposed the Quebec Act. Washington

Xwas a Virginian and onè of the foremost revolu
tionists. In fact, Calvin Coolidge said:

"Washington was the directing spirit 
without which»,*, he re would have been no 
independence, no Uuion, no Constitution 
and no Republic. His ways were the ways 
of truth. His influence grows. In wisdom 
of action, in purity of character he stands 
alone. We canndl yet estimate him. We can 
only indicate our reverence for him and t 
thank the Divine Providence which sent him 
to serve and inspire his fellow men.". 1

This same man was undoubtedly the largest as well '
as the best known individual speculator. 1

1. Coolidge, Calvin, White House Address,
Feb. 22, 1927 »



He was all the more interested because the claims
of the officers and soldiers were jeopardized.
He said in a letter to Botecourt, that he felt he 
was:

"the representative of the officers and 
soldiers who claimed the land under a 
solemn act of government, adopted at a 
very important and critical period." 1

While Washington was not one of the rabid colon
ists who opposed the Quebec Act solely because 
it granted toleration to the Roman Catholics of 
Quebec, neither could*it be said that he was 
wholly unbiased. In fact, the A*ct had received 
so much attention that*'he was tempted, he said 
to attend service at the "Romish Church" to see 
what, in addition to the loss of the Ohio coun»-
try, it was all'About.* John Adams, "led by

*curiosity and good company," he wrote his wife, 
was present that afternoon too, and he thought 
the "entertainment was most awful and affecting; 
the poor wretches fingering their beads; chant
ing Latin not a word of which they understood."2

J.
But in his ardent antipathy to Catholicism, he 
did not forget the more congruous ipsue of colo- 
nial rights— especially the Ohio country.

1. Washington, Works. (Jared Sparks Ed.) II, 358
2. Ibid., Letter to Mrs. Martha Washington.



Upon the eve of the Revolutionary War the va(st 
stretch of country northwest of the Ohio--later di
vided into the States of Ohio', Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan and Wisconsin--was a part of the British 
Province of Quebec acquired by the treaty of 1763. 
Like the French, the British ministry designed 
keeping the region as an enormous hunting ground 
for the benefit of the Indians and fur traders. 

Efforts were being made to establish a new
colony back of Virginia. The Ohio Company" had

>
been founded as early as 1748, by.Thomas Lee,*
Lawrence Washington,... and others, for the coloni-

V  !zation of the western Country. A grant had been 
obtained, from the crown, of five hundred thous
and acres of land in the region of the Ohio, and 
the efforts of this company to open up a road 
into the western valleys precipitatied the French 
and Indian war. Prbbably the proclamation of 1763 
was partly designed to pacify the Indians by re-

4

serving for their use, under the sovereign protec- 
tion of England, the land back of the Al-leghanies
and beyond the Ohio, but schemes for a new govern-«
ment in that region were being discussed in Eng-

' Oland as well as in America. 1 2

1. Washington, Works, (Sparks ed.), II., 479.
2. Ibid.. 483.



In 1766, Benjamin Franklin- was laying plans 
for a great land company, which was finally organ
ized and called the Vandalia or Walpole Company.
It was composed of thirty-two Americans and two 
Londoners. Franklin was really the moving spirit 
in the enterprise, but he persuaded Thomas Walpole, 
a London banker of eminence, to serve as the 
figurehead. The company petitioned, in 1769, for 
a grant of two and a half million acres of western
land lying between the thirty-eighth and forty- 

* *>second parallels of latitude and to the east of
kthe river Scioto. It was urged that the company

$'offered more for this grant than the whole region 
back of the mountains had cost the British Govern
ment, at the treaty of Fort Stanwix with the

1,%Indians, in 1768. The claims of the Ohio Company✓
were also merged in this new scheme, but the re
port on it was delayed through the influence of

1»Lord Hillsborough, A new colony back of Virginia"
4

was much talked of, however, about the year 1770.* /
From a letter of George Washington to Lord Bote
tourt, and from subsequent correspondence between 
Washington and Lord Dunmore, Botetourt's successor 1

1. Ibid., 480.



of Virginia, it is perfectly clear that a new and 
independent colony was in prospect back of the 
Alleghenies. 1

Indeed, a rival scheme, under the name of the 
Mississippi Company, seems to have been organized 
by Virginians, among whom Francis Lightfoot Lee, 
Richard Henry Lee, and George Washington were con
spicuous. Walpole's petition, however, after a 
delay of three years, was, through the influence
of ..¿Lord Hillsborough j| unfavorably reported. He*
called the attention of the board to the fact*
that his Majesty had approved its decision imrne-

X
diately after the trekty of Paris to confine the 
western extent of settlements to such a distance 
from the seacoast, that they would be within 
reach of the British trade and commerce. ft was 
hoped that by thus keeping the Colonies in sub
ordination to and ’dependent upon the mother coun
try, they would extend their commerce, and manu-

4

factures on the continent of North America. More7 

over, they felt that the extension of the fur trade 
was dependent on the Indians being undisturbed in

4 (their hunting grounds. Franklin immediately pre- 
pared an answer, which is said to be "one of the 1 2

1. Ibid.. 356, 360, II.,
2. Franklin, Works. IV., 250,
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ablest tracts he ever penned,^ and in which he so 
utterly refuted the arguments of Lord Hillsbor
ough that Walpole's petition was finally granted 
by the Crown, August 14, 1772.

Evidently, King George's Proclamation of 
1763, could no keep American frontiersmen from 
crossing the Alleghanies and taking possession of 
the fertile valleys and plains drained by the 
West-flowing waters, than could the sun be turned 
frojja its course in thjp heavens.

In the Washington-Crawford correspondence,
i t

from 1772 to 1774, there are several allusions to
1 2 the prospect of a new‘government on the Ohio.

Washington in a letter dated September 25, 1773,
desires to secure ten thousand acres of land as

*>near as possible to the western bounds of the
* t f3new colony, that is just beyond the Scioto.

Lord Dunmore, in the summer of 1773, promised 
Washington to grant certain patents-on the Ohio

4

in case the new government did not take place, 
and he wrote to Washington in the most positive
terms: "I do not mean to grant any patents on the♦
western waters, as I do not think Isan at present, f' •»' %
empowered to do so." 1 2 3 4

1. ‘Washington, Works, II., 485.
2. Ibid., passim., 369-407 v
3. Ibid., 375.
4. Ibid., 379%



The Governor of Virginia had no jurisdic
tion outside of his own province, but he had the 
right to grant from the King's domain two hundred 
thousand acres, in bounty lands, to officers and 
soldiers who had served in the French and Indian 
war, and who should personally apply to him for 
land warrants; To every field officer, five 
thousand acres; to every captain, three thousand; 
and to every private soldier, fifty acres. These

i ■
grafts could be made in Canada or Florida, or in
the "Crown lands," (the lands baqk of the Alle-
ghanies and beyond the^Ohio.)

Private surveys in the above region had begun
long before the time of Walpole's Grant, and the
claims of the officers and soldiers had, to some**
extent, been brought up by speculators. „
Washington and his land agent, William Crawford,

%had been particularly active in seeking out good 
tracts of land in the western country. As a 
field-officer, Washington was entitled, under the , 
proclamation, to five thousand acres of'bounty
land. He had secured surveys for over sixty-thous-

(and acres, in the names of officers/and soldiers,'5*
while he himself was the owner of, at least thirty- 
two thousand acres.



Apparently, the royal proclamation was as
completely ignored by the colonists and officials
of Virginia and Pennsylvania as though it had
never been penned. Washington regarded the treaty

1as a "temporary expedient." He felt it endangered
so little, his share of the two hundred thousand
acre tract granted colonial soldiers in 1754, that
he immediately began to buy up the claims of less
optimistic soldiers and officers at ridiculously
low prices. Ignoring |,he order which forbade the
settlement of those rich lands beyond the Alle-*
ghanies, he wrote to .a surveyor, William Crawford

X
to select about 2000 acres of the richest lands to
be had there. He asked him, however, "to keep thi

2whole matter secret" for more than one reason.
It was he knew, quite definitely against the law, 
and then, too, if the scheme were known it might 
induce others to do‘‘the same and their interests 
might clash. As a result the whole affair might 
come to naught. There is -a charming frankness in 
Washington's statement to William Crawford:

Washington, Works. (Jared Sparkq ed.)
2. Ibid., 349.



"By this time it may be easy for 
you to discover that my plan is to secure 
a good deal of land. You will consequently 
come in for a very handsome quantity; and 
as you will obtain it without any cost or 
expense, I hope you will be encouraged to 
begin your search in time. I would choose, 
if it were practicable, to get large tracts 
as near your settlement of Fort Pitt as 
they can be obtained of good quality, but 
not to neglect others at a greater distance,
if fine bodies of it lie in one place....
I will inquire particularly about the Ohio 
Company, that we may know what to apprehend 
from them. For my part, I should have no 
objection to a grant of land upon the Ohio, 
a good way below Pittsburg, but would first 
willingly secure some valuable tracts near 
at hand.

I recommend that you keep this 
whole matter a. secret, or trust it only to 
those, in whome you can confide, and who can 
assist you in bringing it to bear by their 
discoveries of laijd. This advice proceeds 
from several very' good reasons, and, in the 
first place, because I might be censured 
for the opinion I have given in respect to 
the King's proclamation, and then, if the 
scheme I am now proposing to you were known, 
it might gi.v*p the alarm to others, and they 
might adopt the satne plans before we could 
lay a proper foundation for success our
selves, thus set the different interests 
clashing, and, probably, in the end, over
turn the whole". All this may be avoided by 
a silent management, and the operation carri
ed on by you under the guise of hunting game, 
which you may, I presume, effectively do, at 
the same time you are in pursuit of land.
When this is fully discovered, advise me of ' 
it, and if there appears but a possibility of 
succeeding at any time hence, I will have the 
lands immediately surveyed, to keep others 
off, and leave the rest to time and assiduity." 1 . 1

1. Ibid.. 348, 349, 350.
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In the light of these happenings, his offer 
on August 1, 1774 at a Fairfax County meeting, to 
equip 1000 men and send them to the aid of the 
inhabitants of Boston, was not entirely altruis
tic. It was a spectacular announcement, and, the 
convention showed its appreciation by electing 
him one of the seven delegates to attend the First 
Continental Congress at Philadelphia in September. 
What part the Massachusetts Bay Acts played in his 
decision and what paj-t the Quebec Act, thwarting 
as it did all his plans for a vast property can

i t

only be inferred. He had always deeply resented
Xanything that he considered injustice, and it is 

impossible to believe that he would give up, with
out a tremendous struggle, a land dream he had 

*>held for over twenty,years. In fact, a letter to 
his friend Bryan Fairfax seems to give color to 
this argument. F6r although, he would not discuss 
with him the justice or injustice of the Massa-

4

chusetts Bay Acts, there was one subject on which 
he felt that he and Fairfax, as great -landowners, 
could agree: "pray," said he, "what do you think 
of the Canada Bill?" V. 1

1• Ibid., 399 .
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There was nothing discreditable to Washing- 
ton in his land speculations. Rather, that far
sighted wisdom which so early discerned the im
portance of the western country, and that practic
al sagacity which was as great in affairs of pri
vate enterprise as it was afterwards in the 
affairs of state, is to be commended. It is cer
tain, moreover, that in his business and under
takings, Washington contemplated "an extensive

t  ipublic benefit as well as private advantage,"
for he had begun a correspondentes relative to 
the importation of Germans from the Palatinate 
to colonize his lands.^ Washington is the pro
totype of that public spirit and personal achieve
ment which are*.feo characteristic of Americans, 
and which constitute the life-principle of the 
American Republic.,

These facts concerning the vast extent of 
Washington's landed interests reveal the prac
tical and intensely American spirit of the

M .

Father of our Country. It does not detract from 
his true greatness for the world to know this 
material side of his character. Ón-the contrary 1 2

1. Ibid., Letter to Crawford.
2. Ibid.. 332-7.
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it only exalts that heroic spirit which, in dis
aster, never faltered, and which, in success, 
would have no reward. To be sure it brings Wash
ington nearer the level of humanity to know that 
he was endowed with the passions of humanity, and 
that he was as diligent in business as he was 
fervent in his devotion to his country. While it 
may seem less ideal to view Washington as a man 
than as a hero or statesman, it is necessary to 
remember that man lives for himself, as well as 
in and for the state, and it is necessary to dis
tinguish his individual from his patriotic motives.

The line of Washington's individual conduct 
and the thread of his personal motive having been 
traced, it is looped that the question of land 
claims, which is so interwoven with land grants 
and land speculation, both public and private, 
have been sufficiently elucidated.

All of the colonists who had property in
volved protested vigorously through their dele- 
gates at the Continental Congress, held September 
5, 1774. Mr. John Sullivan, 1a. member of the

1. Journal of Continental Congress, I., 8 8.
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Sub-Committee in his report said, in part, that
they were united "in order that .... religion,
laws, and liberties might not be subverted;" 1

that they were entitled to such English laws as
existed at the time of their colonization, also
to all the immunities and privileges granted by

2their charters; that they were seriously con
sidering the best means of asserting and vindi-

3eating their rights and liberties; that their 
property had been taken from them without their 
consent.

Reference is no tioubt made here to Articlei'5V of the Quebec Act. But of all grievances 
suffered by the Americans the Quebec Act was the 
least valid. I.fc was framed independently of the 
British policy dealihg with English built colon
ies. It expressed the honest efforts of British 
statesmen to solve the difficult problem of gov
erning the settled country taken from the French. 
However, the already excited New Englanders look-

— 4.

ed upon it as the fifth Intolerable Act, although 
it waS adopted without reference t(o the repression 1 2 3 4 5

1. Ibid., 67.
2. Ibid., 69.
3. Ibid., 67.
4. Ibid., 119.
5. Cf_. , Appendix, 6.
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of the people of Massachusetts and it was alto
gether independent of the troubles which had led 
to the passage of the other four.

Fiske says:
"By the fifth Act, known as the 

Quebec Act, the free exercise of the 
Catholic religion was sanctioned through
out Canada,— a very judicious measure of 
religious toleration, which concerned 
the other colonies but little however it 
might in some cases offend their preju
dices. ,'-L

"In some cases offend their prejudices," "aye,-*• #
there's the rub." In number ten of the Suffolk

bresolves which were read in Congress on September
17, 1774, this prejudice was voiced:

"The late act of parliament for 
establishing the Roman Catholic religion 
and the French laws in that extensive 
country, »î ow called Canada, is dangerous 
in an extreme degree to the Protestant 
religion and to the civil rights and liberties of all America; and, therefore, 
as men and Protestant Christians, we are 
obliged to “take all proper measures for 
our security." 1 2

This and other expressions of like nature were 
seized upon and made capi'tal of by Samuel Adams,' 
John Jay, and the other "Heflins" of the Revolu
tion to stir up hatred and bigotry against the 
Catholic Church. r %

1. Fiske, American Rev., I., 97.
2. Journal of Congress. I., 34-35.



6 7 .

The Catholic Church in this country had 
begun her history long before the colonies were 
formed and men had looked to their temporary well
being. Her priests had been among the explorers 
of the coast, they had been pioneers of the vast 
interior, yet these men seemed to have lost 
sight of Marquette and La Salle. Parkman has 
written:

"America owes him (La Salle) an 
enduring memory;- for in his masculine 
figure she sees ^he pioneer who guided 
her to the possession of her richest
heritage." 1 jjf

None of the Northwest missionary explor
ers ever gained the fame of Marquette, who with 
the fur-trader Louis Joliet crossed from Green 
Bay on Lake Miqhigan and reached the upper Miss- 
issippi. They explored together in a minute way
the lands about the great river and bordering

•>’ . 2Lake Michigan and Lake Superior in 1673. No one
.perhaps has paid Father Marquette a higher trib

ute than ex-President Cdolidge in his address / 
given in Chicago in 1924, on the 250th anniversary 
of its founding: 1 2

1. Parkman, Op.cit.
2. The Jesuit Relations (edited Reuben G.

Thwaites 73 vols.);
Kenton, Edna (compiler) The Jesuit Relations 

and Allied Documents, 1610-1791 ;



" I like to feel that this great city 
owes its beginnings to the master explorer 
who was first a devout missionary of relig
ion...I am glad...to add my little part to 
the tributes which the city is today paying 
to the memory of Marquette. Of the men who 
laid the foundation of our country he 
deserves his place among the foremost.
His published articles and letters give, I 
believe, the earliest prophecies of the 
destiny that awaited this central valley of 
the vast lakes and rivers." 1

Yet these were explorers of the very region 
that was in question and they were Catholics. No

èmore^fitting conclusion could be added to this 
chapter than the words of Thomas Jefferson, a turn
ing as it were, of the enemies' guns against them-

X
selves :

"Say nothing of my religion: it is 
known to God and myself alone; its evi
dence before the world is to be sought in 
my life; if55 that has been honest and 
dutiful to society, the Religion which has 
been regulating it cannot be a bad one." 2 1

1. Coolidge, Address on Anniversary of
Founding Chicago. 1924.« (2. Jefferson, Works, (ed P. h. Ford 12 Vols.)

G. P. Putnam'• s Sons, N. Y.", 1905. p.49 
of Vol. XII.
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CHAPTER V.
COLONISTS OPPOSE ACT BECAUSE OF ANTIPATHY 
AND FEAR OF ANY EPISCOPAL SYSTEM; BUT 

ESPECIALLY^THE CATHOLIC RELIGION.

John Adams seems to imply when the British
government forced the Dissenters to leave England
and flee to America, it not only postponed for a
century and a half, but it also removed to another
scene the final struggle between the established
Church and her opponents. This is intimated in a -% t
letter to Jefferson, where he says he felt the

i
Revolution began with the first plantation of the

j‘country, that independence of Church and Parlia
ment was a fixed principle of the Puritans in 1620, 
just as it was of Samuel Adams and John Jay in 1776.
In fact, when the Massachusetts Bay Company moved

✓
their government to New England and John Winthrop,

2a Suffolk gentleman, was elected governor, they 
made an important contribution to American politi
cal life. It not only carried the officers of the

* /
Company so far from the king's jurisdiction that 
they could not be easily reached by royal writ, but 
it also identified the Company with the colony—  
thus taking one of the first definite steps, uncon
scious though it may have been toward American Inde
pendence . 1

1. Adams, John, Works, X, 313.
2. Osgood, The Am. Colonies in 17th Cent., I, 142.
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Be that as it may, the Pilgrims and Puritans, 
imbued as they were with the philosophy of the 
seventeenth century, did not bring with them the 
conservative views of the divine right of kings, 
of monarchy, or of ecclesiastical tradition.'“
During the whole colonial period, controversies of 
a religious character had kept the colonists sus
picious of encroachment by the Anglican Church.
In other words, if the question of the establish
ment of bishops did r$ot contribute a lion's share

■)
in causing enmity to the mother country, it was 
involved in the struggle and deserves to be re-

X
garded as an important part of it. It was, at
least, one of the causes tending to the alienation.

Whenever the flame was enkindled it was fann
ied and kept aglow by the English clergy of the

eighteenth century, who occupied a position of
peculiar influence“ and power in the life of their

2communities and of the several colonies.
4

In colonial days, of few newspapers, fewer
books and little travel, the ministers,* who were
graduates of Harvard or of Yale had as classmates

--------------------
1. Andrews, Colonial Period, 36-39.
2. Sabine, Royalists in the American Rev.,

Adams, J . T.,
The Founding of New England, 450-451.
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aany young lawyers and merchants who were promi
nent in governmental affairs, whose friendship 
they afterwards assiduously cultivated. They were 
also a means of contact between their parishioners 
and the outside world. In truth, the dissenting 
clergy, especially the Puritans of New England, 
were among the chief agitators of the Revolution, 
and after it began they were among the most zeal
ous and successful in keeping it alive.
'* They preached n^t only on Sunday but on many

special occasions, prescribed by the churches of
ordered by the colonial assemblies, such as days
of fasting and prayer, and days of thanksgiving.
If special news arrived, such as the death of the
king, a defeat .of victory in war, the minister
was likely to make the most of it, and to his
country audience a sermon on such a theme must

%
have been especially welcome. Here was a fine 
opportunity to impress upon the community his own 
political views. General * Gage refused the assem-' 
bly when it requested him to appoint a fast day 
because he knew it would only afford an opportun-

A iity for sedition to flow from the p'uipit. 1

1. Baldwin, The New England Clergy and the
Revolution.
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Not only were religion and political sermons 
heard, hut hits of important letters, decisions of 
ecclesiastical councils, proclamations, news of 
the army and so on were discussed from the pulpit. 
While the topics for their religious sermons were 
selected or suggested by the Old and New Testa
ment, they drew on the writers of classical and 
late Roman days for some of their political ideas. 
Cicero and Aristotle were perhaps most frequently 
referred to, as wer#>the philosophers and writers 
of the seventeenth century. *’

John Mayhew of Boston, for example, had read 
Locke's treatises on government, Milton's Eilono- 
klastes, and Sydney's discussion on government. 1 

Mayhew, moreover, who was a bold and passionate 
advocate of civil and religious liberty, played
an important role in the trouble over an American

%
Episcopate. He was also instrumental in having 
many books on government sent to Harvard and 
Dartmouth by his friend Thomas Hollis of London.? 
Andrew Eliot, the successor of Mayhew, was also 
in the confidence and affection of Hollis. Thus 
by a constant interchange of books qnd pamphlets 
the Americans learned of English sentiment and 
sympathizers in England were kept in touch with
America. ____________

1 . Tudor, Life of James Otis., 145; Adams, John
Works, I, 61, 63.2. Franklin Works, IX, 104.
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Hollis was vehement and persistent in advising 
first Mayhew and then Eliot to get control of the 
press as far as possible. It was through his 
advice that Eliot and others made arrangements for 
the regular receipt in London of American news and 
articles.̂

Another minister who was among the first to
oppose the English acts and whose influence was
unusually great was Dr. Samuel Cooper, the friend
arid correspondent nd^ only of Franklin, Samuel
Adams, and other American statesmen, but of Europe- 

,, 2ans as well. ^

All this is pertinent since these ministers
were disciples of Locke, Sydney and Milton, all of
whom were decidedly anti-Catholic. Milton was on
the whole most tolerant. He, however, made an
exception of the Roman Catholics. Nurtured as they

%
were with much principles, is it any wonder that 
the colonists had their suspicions repeatedly 
aroused, when an effort was made to subject all '

dmcorporate and proprietary governments to the direct
control of the crown? The Anglican Church support-

{ ■\ed this plan with great zeal, as did, the Society 
for the Propagation of the Gospel, which was an

1. Cf_. Ante . , 44.
2. Franklin, Works, VI, 57-59.
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agency founded to do for the Church of England 
./hat missionary orders and associations were 
doing for Catholicism. In one respect, however, 
the activity of the Society, instead of helping, 
reacted against the popularity of the Anglican 
Church, The ministers sent over were educated 
wholly in England. With the English point of 
view, they preached respect for and obedience to 
the mother country, thus alienating the people 
who were pro-colonial in sympathy. All devout 
Episcopalians saw in this, theijr opportunity to 
overthrow in New England the power of the Puri
tans, and in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, that 
of the Quakers. It is not unnoticed that in 
England the Tories supported this plan while the-l
Whigs opposed it. '

Again and again the dissenting sects in
America took alarm as they noted the influence
of the Bishop of London in getting political
offices for those who gave promise of being use-,

2ful allies of the Anglican Church in America. The
bishop always seemed to understand that a profitable{
religion never wants proselytes. .'This same watchful 
shepherd of the Episcopalian flock was consulted

1. Andrews, Op., cit. , 143.
2. Dexter, Literary Diary of Ezra Stiles.



repeatedly as to laws affecting the interests of 
Anglican churchmen in America. Under his influ
ence many laws, fathered "by the Dissenters, were
disallowed to their bitter disappointment and 

1disgust. In some cases of interference of this 
kind even the Anglican churchmen in the colonies 
were offended. This was true when the Board of 
Trade recommended the disallowance of certain
colonial legislation, providing for the disposal

%
of1* Episcopalian parish property and again when
Parliament passed laws encroaching on the general

2freedom of worship” in̂ .the colonies, an interfer- 
ence resented mor or less by all sects.

For nearly one hundred years before the Rev
olution royal governors were instructed to see>* *
that the Book of Common Prayer was read each Sun
day and Holy day, and the Blessed Sacrament ad- 
ministered according to the rules of the Church 
of England.

Religious fervor in Mew England presented a/ 
vivid image of an England which had long passed
away. Their democratic church government, accofd-

{
ing to which each congregation elected its own 
minister, the ihtensely Protestant type of their

1. Dickerson, Opu cit.
2. Ibid, 231.



belief, had all conspired to strengthen the Pur
itan spirit, and in the absence of- most forms of 
intellectual life, the pulpit had acquired an 
almost unparalleled ascendency. 1

From 1640 until after the turn of the nine
teenth century the population of New England 
increased solely fpom its own people. In both 
the Southern and New England colonies the con
trolling stock was Nordic and Protestant. In 
tMe middle Atlantic#colonies— New York, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Pennsylvania--although the
colonists were of mixed nationalities, theiri
religious prejudices tended mainly toward
Protestantism. Excepting Maryland, the Atlantic
seaboard was settled by people whose religious *>
convictions were far removed as possible from 
the influence of Rome.

And their conviction found voice. With one 
or two exceptions, the Colonies were established 
for the purpose of affording freedom of relig- , 
ious belief, a purpose that in a short while came
to mean freedom only for such as held.the belief

(
of those in power. Among the religions that fell 
under this ban was the Roman Catholic.

1. Baldwin, The New England Clergy and the
Revolution. 120, 121.
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From the beginning and for many years the enact
ments against it were pronounced. 1

The New Haven and Connecticut settlements 
forbade Catholic entrance. Despite this many did 
come to New England. Because he considered the 
red Crossed bars of the English Flag to be a
Papal symbol, in 1634 John Endicott ordered it 

2cut out. Thirteen years later Massachusetts put 
up the bars on Jesuits, and so strict was their 
ruling that a second., of fense carried the death 
penalty. The chief and almost ¿only popular cel
ebration in Massachusetts before the struggle of 
the Revolution was that of the fifth of November,

3or Guy Fawkes Day.
The passag^ of the Quebec Bill, granting

freedom of religious observance to the Canadian
Roman Catholics, struck terror into the hearts of*
most New Englanders. They were, as was previously 
stated, opposed to any established religion— but 
the Roman Catholic was held in abhorrence. /

The variations of Catholic favor and disfavor, 
as expressed in the laws of Cromwell's- regime andi
the reign of Charles II, James 11,-apd William and

1. Thwaites, Reuben Gold, The Colonies, 1492-1750.
2 .
3 .

Ibid.. 133, Longmans, Green & Co., N.Y. 1901. 
Sparks, Life of Washington. 144.



Mary were reflected in the enactments of the col
onies. In 1642 Virginia passed its law banishing 
priests and in 1756 forbade Roman Catholics to 
have arms. The Carolinas and Georgia considered 
it safest for their welfare if they excluded 
Papists. In the colony of New York any priest 
found after November 1, 1700, was subject to life 
imprisonment, and Catholics were excluded from 
office and the exercise of the franchise.
^ Pennsylvania was the only colony where free-

dom of religious belief was extended to the Cath-
1 * olics, (Even in Pennsylvania it had been restrict-

X
ed for a time.) Rhode Island founded, by radicals
and heretics gave religious toleration to all
Protestants at least. For this Roger Williams 

*>stands out in bold relief. There was no establish
ed church, no compulsory attendance at worship, and 
no tithes for religious support. William's success
ors were not so liberal; for the Catholics were

2disfranchised by lav/ in 1719. /
The situation might be clearer if' the varying 

fortunes of one of the colonies were traced. Altho
4 (James I and Charles I were in way partial to Cathol 

icism, they had many Catholics among their agents

1. Thwaites, 0p_. cit. , 230.
2. Ibid., 149.
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and advisers. Among them was a convert, George
Calvert, who had been knighted for his assistance
to Cecil, trusted adviser of Elizabeth and James I.
Calvert was a member of the Virginia Company and

1interested in colonization. From Charles, Calvert
obtained a grant of land extending from the south-

oern bank of the Potomac liver to the line of 40 
north latitude, with a charter as lord proprietor, 
which gave him viceregal powers. He might make 
iaws not repugnantfto those of England with the 
advice and consent of the freemien of their repre- 
sentatives. He coul$ nominate clergymen and pro
tect the Church, which of course meant the Angli- 
can Church'. Apparently this was left ambiguous,
for Charles must have been aware of Baltimore's * \■ *project of a Catholic colony.

Baltimore was naturally as tolerant as he was 
religious, contradictory as this might seem in the 
seventeenth century. He extended- his protection

i
to Anglicans who were restricted in their relig
ious freedom by the Puritans in New England, and to 
the Puritans who were persecuted in England. In

4 {fact, Toleration was the order, Whether or not the 1 * 3

1. Ibid.. 77.
Ibid.. 97.

3. MacDonald, Select Charters.
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motives were a mixture of liberality and worldly wisdom.
Though Maryland had been founded largely as a 

refuge for the persecuted English Catholics, the Catho
lic Church was never established there. Maryland was 
the first colony in America to enjoy religious freedom. 
Baltimore's first instructions established religious 
liberty on a more generous scale than that of subse
quent Toleration Act. The proprietor sent over a pro
posed body of laws in 1638. Using rights granted in 
the charter, the Assembly refused to indorse the en
tire code, though they were willing*to pass some of it. 
Thus the Toleration Act ŵ ,s finally enacted by the 
Assembly in 1649 and ratified by the Proprietor.

Knowing the nature of anti-Catholic bigotry, Bal
timore inserted a clause forbidding reproachful words 
concerning the Blessed Virgin. When an agent of Vir
ginia objected before a committee of the Long Parlia-
ment and gave it as one reason why the Proprietor's

1right should be voided, one of the committee stood up 
and said that he wondered why-such objection should / 
be taken against his Lordship, ''for doth not Scripture 
say that all generations shall call her blessed?"i 1

1. Johnson, Mary, Pioneers of the Old South.
(Chronicles), 116-147.
Thwaites, Op. pit., 81-89.



Indeed, Baltimore's toleration resulted in
directly in much trouble for himself and suffering 
for the colony. For a large number of Puritans 
came from Virginia into Maryland, and settled 
along the upper Chesapeake on land given them by 
the Proprietor. Their numbers growing, they were 
able to turn against the government that had 
given them refuge. Once in power, the Puritans 
cast aside toleration, persecuting the people who

V

had afforded them a#refuge from the hard laws of 
Virginia. ^

William Claiborne, a powerful Puritan in Vir
ginia, was Leonard Calvert's inveterate enemy.
He now seized the opportunity to strike at Mary
land by inciting the Puritans to revolt against 
their Catholic Royalist governor. Puritan suprem
acy was short lived. Cromwell refused to annul

*
the charter, as he rather favored Baltimore. 
Strangely enough, Oliver was no vicioup persecu
tor of English Catholics,, despite his cruelties / 
in Ireland.'" In 1657 Baltimore was again in power.
But William Claiborne was still active against the

{
---- - - -  - - - \ 1

1. These facts are merely for historical back
ground; hence no definite reference. Cf_. She
The Catholic Church in the U.S., I,

Colonial Days.



colony. A commission was appointed to look into 
the affairs of the province. The Proprietor was 
dispossessed; the Catholics were persecuted. 
Eventually the Proprietor regained his rights, 
but the Catholics continued in a position ©f in
feriority. Towards the end of the century the 
Church of England was made the state church of 
Maryland, under William and Mary.

The expulsion of James II and his flight to 
France caused an an%?i-Catholic wave, an extrava
gant fear of France in all the -colonies, but in 
none more than in‘Maryland. William nullified 
Baltimore's charter and sent a royal governor to 
rule. The Church of England was established and 
supported by a,foil tax, much to the dissatis
faction of dissenters and the poor, who pdid the
same tax as their richer neighbors. Catholic*
immigration was prohibited; Catholics were denied 
the suffrage and right of holding office, though 
dissenting Protestants were soon given this privi
lege. The English penal code was enforced. The 
penalty for exercising the priestly office was life 
imprisonment. A reward of a hundred,, pounds was 
posted for information leading to the conviction of 
a priest. _____

1. Jeffery Reginald W., The Thirteen Colonies
in N.A. 54-62; Dickerson, 0p_. cit., 125.



Any person sending his child abroad to he educated 
as a Catholic was liable to a fine of a hundred 
pounds. Impossible oaths were offered to every 
Catholic on reaching his majority. On his refusal 
to take the oaths he was declared incapable of 
succession, and his patrimony might fall to the 
nearest heir. Catholic property was doubly taxed. 1 

Such was a Catholic's life in the "land of Toler
ation" during the reign of William and Mary and 
of̂ .Anna. The enforcement grew less rigorous under 
the Hanoverians. Maryland continued under herit
Anglican proprietors until the Revolution.

XIn several sections of Colonial America, Hew
England and the Carolina especially, a popular
expression of anti-Catholic feeling was Pope Day,
an annual festival on the fifth of November—
the local interpretation of Guy Fawkes Day.
Effigies of the Pbpe and the devil were carried
in rowdy procession to the Common and burned amid
the explosion of fire works and the huzzas of the. /
citizens. During the Revolution Washington forbade 
the celebration of "Pope Day" when the Americans were

4. {__________ __________ \
*'fc

1. Catholic Builders of the Nation. I, 13-30 
Hart, A.B. Contemporaries. I, 247-871.
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invading Canada, lest it should irritate the 
Canadian Catholics.1

During the last years of agitation 1773 to 
1775, the activity of the Puritan ministry became 
more and more marked. Rev. Charles Turner in his 
election sermon affirmed that ministers should 
meddle in politics. He felt it was their duty to 
interfere where their liberties were assailed. 
Religious liberty was so blended with civil, that 
if one fell, it was not to be expected that the 
other would continue. The fir sit provincial con
gress of Massachusetts acknowledged with profoundl'
gratitude the public obligation to the ministry, 
as friends of civil and religious liberty, asking
their aid to enforce the resolutions of the Con-

2 ",tinental Congress. Many of the sermons and pious
exhortations of the critical period have come down%
to us. It was held that the people have the right 
from the sacred and inalienable Character of 
Almighty God to alter the' government under which/

4
they live if this was for the general good. The 
nature and design of government was discussed and 
it was affirmed that there were no laws, where

1. Sparks, Op. cit.. 144.
2. Morison, Op., cit. , 111.
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there were no representatives of the people for 
whom they were made.'*'

Here they were using a two edged sword.
They were saying in other words, "no taxation 
without representation," and making at the same 
time a jibe at the Quebec Act, John Adams was 
pleased when a preacher, Dr. Duffield, "ran a 
parallel between the case of Israel and that of 
America and between the conduct of Pharoah and 
tliat of King GeorgehjII. " ^

The necessity of obedience to the Continen
tal Congress was a common theme in the sermons

I*of '75 and '76, lest disunion should result.
Great Britain, it was said, was severing this

3branch, America^, from her own vine.
Not only were the dissenting clergy making 

every effort to fan the flames of rebellion, but 
some of the more astute Whig leaders were using 
religious sectarian forces in a more or less con
scious way to the same end. No one can study the

4.works of Samuel Adams without realizing how far he
himself was actuated by religious prejudices, and(\the extent to which he worked upoh the religious
passions of others. ___ _______

1. Thornton, Pulpit of the Rev. 303.
2. Adams, John, Familiar Letters of, 173.
3. Tyler, Lit. History of Amer Rev. II, 287.
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A stern Calvinist, observer of religious cer
emonies, he had all the Puritan hatred of the 
Anglican episcopacy and the Roman papacy. His 
natural affiliations were with the Puritan clergy, 
and he used them to the utmost for political 
purposes. He used the Quebec Act as a goad to 
inflame the dying embers of fanaticism. Holy Water 
and papal bulls, were special objects of Puritan
hatred, and Adams induced his fellow-religionists

' 1to fear that they wtore in danger of both. The
Calvinists were ready to believe any yarn of the
deceit and cunning- of. the Catholics.

There were a few prominent leaders, who were
of a different character. Otis lamented bitterly
that the profession of piety was in New England
the best means of obtaining political power.^
Franklin was intensely secular in the character of

%his mind, while Jefferson sympathised with the 
freethinkers of France, but such ways of thinking 
were not common in Americ„a, and the fervid Puritan
ism of New England had a very important bearing 
upon the character of the struggle. It is not to 
be marvelled at then that all the )old animosities

It

1. Adams, Samuel, Works, III, 182.
2. Tudor, Life of Otis, 446-447.
3. Lecky, American Rev., 171.



against the Catholics were stirred up, and the 
people reminded of the fact that in 1745 the 
Puritans had led a crusade against Louisburg.
On their flag was the motto; "Nil desperandum, 
Christo duce." The old stories wer retold of 
how on this march one of the chaplains carried 
a hatchet to destroy the images in Catholic 
Churches, and of how one old deacon wrote, "Oh, 
that I could be with you and dear Parson Moodyt ■
irt that Church to destroy the images."  ̂
Livingston stoutly affirmed that the French per
suaded the Indians tĥ -t the Virgin Mary was born
in Paris, and that our Saviour; was crucified at

2London by the English. Samuel Adams also pro
fessed to believe, in 1768, that more was to be ■ *
dreaded from the growth of Popery in America than 
from the Stamp Act, or any other act destroying 
man's civil rights. He said one should be very 
cautious in talking about Popery before youth, 
lest unwittingly he should use the language of > 
the Beast. 4

Samuel Adams, John Jay, and others taking
(

the cue from them, so aroused the latent Puritan 
bigotry that pre-Revolutionary literature is so

1. Van Tyne, Causes of Rev.. 401-407.
2. Adams, Samuel, dorks, II, 5.
3. Ibid., I, §01-203,4. Ibid., I, 209-210 .



filled with denunciations of the wise act for
the Province of Quebec! Even in an address to
the Mohawk Indians, Adams appealed to their
religious passions.

"Brothers, — 'they have made a law to 
establish the religion of the Pope 
in Canada, which lies so near to you.
We fear some of your children may be 
induced, instead of worshipping the 
only true God, to pay his dues to 
images made with their hands." 2

Again and again the Americans were asked whether
. 3tfrey would "submit fto Popery and slavery" and the

Continental Congress even used^these terms in
their petition to the King.i'

Religious bigotry, sectarian antipathy, and 
the influence of the Calvini&tie Clergy played 
therefore an important role in the Revolution and 
especially in arousing most opportunely the tra
ditional fear and hatred of the Roman Catholic 
Church in 1774. ’But as is too often the case they 
overstepped their bounds, Canada's refusal to "join 
forces with the Colonists is due in no small meas
ure to the address to the English people written
by John Jay, who hated everything Catholic, nor> * (

' y 1

1. Journal of Congress. I, 25, 27, 30, 117, 119,
and passim.

2. Adams, Samuel, Works, III, 213.
3. Journal of Congress, I, 117.
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did he hesitate to make public his sentiments.
He wrote such coarse charges about the religion 
of the French Canadians that he destroyed what 
good effect might have come from Dickerson's 
address.

The following are excerpts from the address 
to the British people:

"By another Act, (Quebec Act), the dominion 
of Canada is to be so extended, modelled, 
and governed, as that by being disunited 
from us, detached from our interests, by 

* civil as well*p.s religious prejudices, that 
by their numbers daily swelling with Cath
olics emigrants from Europe, and by their 
devotion to Administration, so friendly to 
their religion,,- they might become formid
able to us, and on occasion, be fit instru
ments in the hands of power, to reduce the 
ancient free Protestant Colonies to the 
same state of slavery with themselves... 
...Nor can we suppress our astonishment, 
that a Bp^tish Parliament should ever 
consent t’o establish in that country a 
religion that has deluged your island in 
blood, and dispersed impiety, bigotry, 
persecution, murder and rebellion through 
every part -.of the world.
This being a true state of facts, let us 
beseech you to consider to what end they lead. f

Admit that the Ministry, by the powers 
of Britain, and the- aid of our Roman >
Catholic neighbors, should be aljle to carry 
the point of taxation, and reduce us to a 
state of perfect humiliation and slavery."

*
(



"May not a Ministry with the same 
armies inslave you— It may be said, 
you will cease to pay them--but 
remember the taxes from America, 
the wealth, and we may add, the 
men, and particularly the Roman 
Catholics of this vast continent 
will then be' in the power of your 
enemies— nor will you have any 
reason to expect, that after making 
slaves of us, many among us should 
refuse to assist in reducing you 
to the same abject state." 1

No comment is necessary. The lines are a
worthy progeny of such a father. It seems unfortu-#
nate that one of his talent should like to dip his

itpen in gall, and indite such sweeping assertions,
i'without a decent tribute to the greatest institu

tion of the world. The blame is not all his as
the address could not have been sent without the 

* \approbation of Congress.
tt

While France was Catholic, the Church and the 
missions in the territory she controlled in 
America were not supported by a government plan.

iThe zeal and piety of the individual contributed
• /

far more than the monarch to maintain and carry on 
the work. The French Canadians had willingly paid 
their tithes and had aided to support the religious 
bodies which had been active agents in bringing in 1

1. Journal of Congress, I, 87, 8 8.



settlers, and clearing the land for cultivation.
The condition in the French Colonies was a 

striking contrast to the conditions in the Eng
lish Colonies where except for two brief seasons, 
Catholics were oppressed by laws copied from the 
penal code of England. The Church was proscrib
ed and every form of degradation, insult, and 
extortion heaped upon her.

The liberalizing influence of the Révolu- 
-tionary period, thfe French Alliance, and the 
fact that many American Catholics embraced the 
cause, brought about, a more tolerant attitude. 
This is evidenced Tey the clauses inserted in 
the Constitutions of the several states. Prior 
to the Revolution only one colony, Pennsylvania, 
(even here it was restricted for a time) 5 grant
ed toleration to Catholics; at the end only five

%states withheld it.
The Catholics, however, owe the enjoyment of 

civil and political rights to £a££>y circumstances 
and not to the generosity of the Fédéral Consti
tution. The Constitution, as adopted in 1787,

i
merely, provides that no religious' test shall be&
required from any officer of the Federal Govern-
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ment. The first amendment, ratified in 1791, 
stipulates that no law shall he passed, estab
lishing a religion, or prohibiting any form of 
religious belief.

The delegates at the Second Continental Con
gress were instructed to draw up Constitutions 
for the several states and eight of the thirteen 
granted full toleration. The Massachusetts Con
stitution, (1779-1780)^restricted the phrase,

i ■
liberty of conscierfçe, by stipulating that the 
legislature might levy a tax tp support the Prot
estant worship, if ijt were not given voluntarily. 
Office holders, moreover, must abjure under oath 
all obedience to a foreign ecclesiastical power.
(Rome.) This.Qath was modified in 1821.* *

The ineligibility of Catholics, which had
been established by Royal Charter in New Hamp-

2shire, was still the force of law in 1776.'' While
3the Constitution of New York, (1777),.granted 

liberty of conscience, it required that foreign*- 
ers must abjure foreign alliances, both temporal
and spiritual, before they could be naturalized.

{
A test oath was passed and remained^ in Force until
1805. ______________

1. De Courcy, The Catholic Church in the U.S.
trans. Shea, pp. 45-46, N.Y. Quoted in 
Dilhet, Jean, trans by Patrick Browne. 

Beginnings of the Catholic Church in the U.S. 
Salve Regina Press, Washington D.C. 1922, 

pp. 163-164.
2. Ibid., 45-46.>-4<



In New Jersey, (1776; provision was made for
liberty of conscience. The new constitution in 
1844 suppressed the clause stating that no Protes
tant be deprived of his civil and political rights. 
North Carolina was more specific than the other 
four. She excluded from office not only those who 
denied the truths of the Protestant religion, but 
also atheists; together with those who did not 
recognize the authority of the Old or New Testa
ment. The Constitution in 1835, however, substi-

5 2tuted Christian for Protestant.
i t

Today, when the practice of religion sits 
S'but lightly on the -Average American, it is hard 

to understand the prominent place religious pre
judice held in colonial life. Members of the 
different religious systems did not look upon one 
another with any too great Christian charity. Two 
religious system's, the Anglican and the Catholic, 
were held in special dislike by the great mass of

4

the people. Even if anti-Anglicanism and anti-
• /

Catholicism were not prime causes of -the Revolu
tion, they contributed powerfully to estrange many

4

colonists from the mother country'^ It is, however, 
generally conceded that it was anti-Catholicism

1. Ibid., 45-46.
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that caused the Quebec Act to he numbered among 
the "Intolerable" acts. Verifying what the 
Master had said of His Church nearly two thousand 
years ago, "The world shall persecute you as it
has persecuted Me."

The Catholic Church is the oldest organiza
tion in the United States. Her history is inter
woven in the whole fabric of the country’s
annals. She left her stamp in the names given 
~i fto the natural features of the land. She an- 
nounced Christ to almost every*native tribe from 
the shores of one ocfean to those of the other.
Her ministry edified by blameless lives and often 
by heroic deaths, the early settlers, the convert
ed Indians, arid even .those hostile to her.

Archbishop Ireland's address, although given 
a century later,^„ably epitomized the situation.
He gives also the attitude the Church has ever 
held toward the state. It is an excellent resume 
of the entire field:
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" "The American people have had their 
false prophets who sought to créât pre
judices against the Catholic Church.
Again and again, from sectarian pulpit 
and popular platform, the accusation has 
feone forth that the Church is the enemy 
of civil liberty, and that loyalty to 
her implies disloyalty to the institu
tions of the country.

"There is no conflict between the 
Catholic Church and America. I speak 
as an American citizen no less than as 
a Catholic Bishop. The Church is the 
mother of my faith, the guardian of my 
hopes for eternity; America is my country, 
the protectress of my liberty and of my 
fortunes on earth. I could not utter one 

-i syllable thatfwould belie, however, 
remotely, either the Church or the 
Republic, and when I assent, as I now 
solemnly do, that the principles of the 
Church are in thorough harmony with the 
interests of tbfe Republic, I know in 
the depths of my soul that I speak the 
truth." 1

» %
*

1. Ireland, Archbishop, Address,
Given at Baltimore, November 19, 1884.
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An act for making more effectual Provision for the 
Government of the Province of Quebec in Eorth 
America *

Whereas his Majesty, by his Royal Proclamation, 
bearing the date the seventh day of October, in the 
third fear of his Reign, thought fit to declare the 
Provisions which had been made in respect to certain 
Countries, Territories and Islands in America, ceded 
to his Majesty by the definitive Treaty of Peace,
concluded at Paris on the tenth Day of February, one
-4
thousand seven hundred and sixty-three; And whereas,

Aby the arrangements made by the said Royal Proclama
tion, a very large Extent of Country, within which 
there were several Colonies and Settlements of the 
Subjeots of France, who claimed to remain therein 
under the Faith’’of the said Treaty, was left without 
any Provision being made for the Administration of 
Civil Government „therein; and certain Parts of the 
Territory of Canada, where sedentary fisheries had
been established and carried on by the Subjects of

• ?* . /France, Inhabitants of the said Province of Canada,

1 14 Geo. Ill*, Cap. 83. In full from British
Statutes at Large (London, 1776), xii., pp. 184-187. /'

1
THE QUEBEC ACT , 1774.
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under Grants and 0oneessIons from the Government 
thereof, were annexed to the Government of Newfound
land, and thereby subjected to regulations inconsist
ent with the Nature of such ¿fisheries: May it there
fore please your most Excellent Majesty that it may 
be enacted; and be it enacted by the King’s most Ex
cellent Majesty, by and with the Advice and Consent 
of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, in 
this present Parliament assembled, and by the Author
ity of the same, That all the Territories, Islands 
and Countries in north America, belonging to the crown 
of Great Britain, bounded on the South by a line from 
the Bay of Chaleurs, along the nigh Lands which divide 
the Kivers that^empty themselves into the River Saint 
Lawrence from those which fall into the Sea, to a p 
point in forty-five ©agrees of northern Latitude, on 
the Eastern bank of the ttiver Connecticut, keeping the 
same Latitude directly West, through Lake Champlain, 
until it meets the River Saint Lawrence; from thence 
up the Eastern Bank of the said ttiver to the Lake 
Ontario; thence through Lake Ontario, and the River

. .  . .  f\
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commonly called Niagara; and thence along by the 
Eastern and the South-eastern Bank of Lake Erie, 
following the said Bank, until the same shall be 
intersected by the Northern Boundary, granted by 
the Charter of the Province of Pennsylvania, in 
case the same shall be so intersected; and from 
thence along the said Northern and Western Boun
daries of the said Province, until the said West
ern Boundary strike ,the Ohio: But in case the 
8aid Bank of the said Lake shall not be found tos
be so intersected, then following the said Bank

i‘until it shall arrive at that Point of the said 
Bank which shall be nearest to the North-western 
Angle of the said Province of Pennsylvania, and 
thence by a right line, to the said North-western 
Angle of the said Province; and thence along the 
Western Boundary of the said Province, until it 
strike the River Ohio; and along the Bank of the
Eaid River Westward, to the Banks of the Miesiss-* /
ippi, and Northward to the Southern Boundary of 
the Territory granted to the Merchants Adventurers
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of England, trading to Hudson's Hay; and also suoh 
Territories, Islands, and Countries, which have, 
since the tenth of February, one thousand seven hun
dred and sixty-three, been made Part of the Govern
ment of Newfoundland, be, and they are hereby, dur
ing hie Majesty's Pleasure, annexed to, and made 
Part and Parcel of, the Province of Quebec, as crea
ted and established by the said Royal Proclamation 
oî  the seventh of October, one thousand seven hundred 
and sixty-three.

h
II. Provided always, That nothing herein contained,

i'
relative to the Boundary of the Province of Quebec, 
shall in anywise affect the Boundaries of any other 
colony.

» %  4 *' *III. Provided always, and be it enacted, That 
nothing in this Act contained shall extend, or be 
construed to exteftd, to make void, or to vary or al
ter any Right, Title, or Possession, derived under

$
any Grant, Conveyance, or otherwise howsoever, of or• /

to any Lands within the said Province, or the Prov
ince, or the Provinces thereto adjoining; but that 
same shall remain and be in Force and have Effect, 
as if this Act had never been made.
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IV. And whereas the Provisions, made by the said 
Proclamation, in respect to the Civil Government of 
the said Province of Quebec, and the Powers and 
Authorities given to the Governor and other Civil 
Officers of the said Province by the Grants and Com
missions issued in consequence thereof, have been 
found, upon Experience, to be inapplicable to the 
State and circumstances of the said Province, the 
Inhabitants whereof ̂ mounted, at the Conquest, to 
above sixty-five thousand Persons professing the
neligion of the Church of home, and enjoying an

X
established form of Constitution and System of Laws, 
by which their Persons and Property had been protect
ed, governed and ordered, for a long Series of fears, 
from tho first Establishment of the said Province of 
Canada} be it therefore further enacted by the author
ity aforesaid, That the said Proclamation, so far as 
same relates, to the said Province of Quebec, and the 
Commission under the Authority whereof the Govern
ment of the eMd Province is at present administered,
and all and every the Ordinance and Ordinances made

(■\f” ,%
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void, from and after the first day of May, one 
thousand seven hundred and seventy five.
V. And, for the more perfect security and lease of 
the Minds of the inhabitants of the said Province, 
it is hereby declared, That his majesty's Subjects, 
professing the Keligion 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
of Rome, subjeot to the King's Supremacy, declared

*and established by Act, made in the first year of 
the Reign of >4ueen Elizabeth, over all the Dominions 
and Countries which then did, or thereafter should 
belong, to the Imperial Crown of this Realm; and that 
the Clergy of the said Church may hold, receive, and
enjoy, their accustomed Dues and Rights, with respect

* %- *to such Persons only as shall profess the said Relig
ion.
VI. Provided nevertheless, That it shall be lawful
for his Majesty, his Heirs or Successors, to make such*
Provision out of the rest of the said accustomed Dues 
and Rights, for the Encouragement of the Protestant 
Keligion, and for the Maintenanoe and Support of a

fProtestant Clergy within the said province as he or 
they shall, from Time to Time, think necessary and 
expedient.

#
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VII. Provided always, and be it enacted, That no 
Person, professing the Religion of the Church of 
Rome, and residing in the said Province, shall be 
obliged to take the Oath required by the said 
Statute passed in the first Year of the Reign of 
<«iueen Elizabeth, or any other Oaths substituted 
by any other Act in the place thereof; but that
every such person who, by the said Statute, is re-) '
qujlred to take the Q̂ ath thorein mentioned, shall
be obliged, and is hereby required, to take and

? *

subscribe the following Oath, before the Governor,V
or such other Person in such Court of Record as 
his Majesty shall appoint, who are hereby author
ized to administer the same; videlicet:
I A. B. do sincerely promise and swear, That 1 
will be faithful, and bear true Allegiance to 
his Majesty king George, and him will defend to 
the utmost of ray Power, against all traitorous 
conspiracies, and Attempts whatsoever, which 
shall be made agains his Hereon, Crown, and 
Dignity: and I will do my utmost Endeavor to 
disclose and make known to his Majesty, his 
Heirs and Successors, all Treasons, and Traitor
ous Conspiracies, and Attempts, which 1 shall ' 
know to be against him, or any of them; and all 
this I do swear without any equivocation, mental 
Evasion, or secret Reservation, and renouncing 
all Pardons and Dispensations frpm any Power or 
Person whomsoever to the contrary.

So'help me God.
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And every such person, who shall neglect or refuse 
to take the said Oath before mentioned, shall incur 
and be liable to the same Penalty, Forfeitures, 
Disabilities, and Incapacities, as he would have in
curred and been liable to for neglecting or refusing 
to take the Oath required by the said Statute passed 
in the first Year of the Reign of '4ueen Elisabeth,
VIII. And be it further enacted by the Authority 
aforesaid, That all* his liajesty *s Canadian Subjects 
within the Province of Quebec, the Religious Orders
and Communities only excepted, may also hold and en-

X
Joy their Property and Possessions, together with all 
Customs and Usages relative thereto, and all other
their Civil Rights, in as large, ample, and beneficial

*>Manner, as if the said Proclamation, Commissions, 
Ordinances, and other dots and Instruments, had not 
been made, and afe may consist with their Allegiance
to his Majesty, and Subjection to the Crown and

*
Parliament of Great Britain; and that in all Matters• 1
of Controversy, relative to Property and Civil Rights,

f

\  
f  '
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Resort shall be had to the Laws of Canada, as the 
Rule for the Decision of the same; and ail Causes 
that shall hereafter be instituted in any of the 
Courts of Justice, to be appointed within and for 
the said Province by his Majesty, his heirs and 
Successors, shall, with respect to such Property 
and Eights, be determined agreeably to the said 
Laws and Customs of Canada, until they shall be 
varied or altered bji any Ordinances that shall, 
from Time to Time, be passed in the said Province 
by the Governor, Lieutenant Governor, or Commander 
in Chief, for the tin« being, by and with the Advice 
and Consent of the Legislative Couneel of the same, 
to be appointed in Manner herein-after mentioned,
IX, Provided always, That nothing in thin Act con
tained shall extend, or be construed to extend, to 
any Lands that have been granted by his Majesty, or 
shall hereafter be granted by his Majesty, his Heirs 
and Successors, to be holden in free and common boo- 
cage.

9
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X. Provided also, That it shall and may be lawful 
to and for every Person that is owner of any Lands, 
Goods, or Credits, in the said Province, and that 
has a right to alienate the said Lands, Goods, or 
Credits, in his or her Lifetime, by Deed of Sale, 
Gift, or otherwise, to devise or bequeath the same 
at hie or her Death, by his or her last Will and
Testament; any Law, Usage or Custom, heretofore or

*
now prevailing in the Province, to the contrary 
hereof in any-wiee notwithstanding; such will be ex
ecuted either according to the Laws of Canada, or 
according to the forms prescribed by the Laws of 
England.
XI. And whereas the Certainty and Lenity of the 
Criminal Law of England, and the Benefits and Advan
tages resulting from the Use of it, have been sen
sibly felt by the Inhabitants from and Experience
of more than nine years, during which it has been 
uniformly administered;.be it therefore further 
enacted by the Authority aforesaid, that the eaiae



to be administered, and shall be observed as Law in 
the Province of Quebec, as well in the Description 
and duality of the Offence as in the Method of 
Prosecution and Trial; and the Punishments and For
feiture thereby Inflicted to the exclusion of every 
other nule of Criminal law, or Mode of Proceeding 
thereon, which did or might prevail in the said 
Province before the fear of our Lord one thousand 
seven hundred and sixty four; any Thing in this 
act to the contrary thereof in any respect notwith
standing; subject nevertheless to such Alterations,S
and Amendments as the Governor, Lieutenant-governor, 
or Commander-in-Chief for the Time being, by and
with the Advice and‘Concent of the legislative Coun-» % *r* ♦
sel of the said Province, hereafter to be appointed, 
shall from Titae to Time, cause to be made therein, 
in Manner herein-after directed.
XII. And whereas it may be necessary to ordain many 
Regulations for the future Welfare and good Govern
ment of the Province of Quebec, the Occasions of 
which oanx*ot now be foreseen, noy, without much

THE QUEBEC ACT. (Cont.)
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Delay and. Inconvenience, be provided for, without 
intrusting that Authority, for a certain time, and 
under proper restrictions, to Persons resident there;
And whereas it is at present inexpedient to call an 
assembly; be it therefore enacted by the Authority 
aforesaid, that it shall and may be lawful for his 
Majesty, his Heirs and Successors, by Warrant under 
his or their Signet or Sign Manual, and with the 
Advice of the Privy Council, to constitute and ap
point a Council fort the Affairs of the Province of 
¿uebeo, to consist of such Persons resident there, 
not exceeding twenty-throe, nor less than seventeen, 
as his Majesty, Kis Heirs and Successors, shall be 
pleased to appoint; and, upon the Death, Removal, or 
Absence of any of the Members of said Council, in 
like Manner to constitute and appoint such and so 
many Person or Persons as shall be necessary to sup- 
ply the Vacancy or Vacancies; which Council, so ap
pointed and nominated, or the Major Part thereof, 
shall have Power and Authority to make Ordinances 
for the Peace, Welfare, and good Government, of the
said Province, with the Consent of his Majesty’s

{Governor, or, in his Absence, of the Lieut-Governor,' *
or Commander-In-Chief for the time being.

*
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X I I I.Provided always, Shat nothing in this act con
tained shall extend to authorize or empower the 
said legislative Council to lay any Taxes or Duties 
within the said Province, such hates and Taxes only 
excepted as the Inhabitants of any Soma or District 
within the said Province nay be authorised by the 
said Council to assess, levy, and appoint, within 
the said Town or District, for the purpose of mak
ing i<oads, erecting aiii repairing the looai Con
venience find Oeconony of such Town or District.

%
XIV. Provided also, npd be it onacted by the

i t *

Authority aforesaid, That every ordinance so to be 
mace, shall, within six months, be transmitted by 
the Governor, or * J.n his ubcence by the lieutenant 
Governor, or Commandor-in-Uhief for tno time being, 
and raid before his uajosty for his Koyai approba- 
tion; and if hie Majsety shall think fit to dis
allow thereof, the same shall cease and qe void from 
Time that his Kresty's Order in council thereupon/ 
shall bo promulgated at ,uebec.

* :‘K’; £. ; $4k * - (
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XV. Provided also, that no Ordinance shall be 
passed and that no Ordinance touohing religion, 
or by whleh any Punishment may be inflicted 
greater than Fine or Imprisonment for Three 
Months, shall be of any Force or Effect, until 
the same shall have received the Approbation of 
his Majesty.
XVI. Provided also. That no Ordinance shall be 
passed at any Meeting of the Council where less
than a Majority of the whole Council is present,*
or at any Time except between the first day of 
January and the first day of May, unless upon 
some urgent Occasion, and in such case* every Mem
ber thereof resident at Quebec, or within fifty

* ̂miles thereof, shall he' personally summoned by thef ^

Governor, or, in his absence, by the Lieutenant- 
Governor, or Commaslder-in-Chief for the Time being 
to attend to the same.

AXlfll. And be it further enacted by the authority• /
aforesaid, That nothing herein contained shall ex
tend, to prevent or hinder his Majesty, his Heirs,

{
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or Successors, by hie or their Letters Patent 
under the Great Seal of Great Britain, from erect
ing, constituting, and appointing, such Courts of 
Criminal, Civil and iSocleeiaetioal Jurisdiction 
within and for the said Province of Quebec, and ap
pointing, from Time to Tim§, the Judges and Officers 
thereof, as his Majesty, his Heirs and Successors, 
shall think necessary and proper for the Clrcum- 
stances of the said Province.
XViil. Provided always, and it is hereby enacted, 
that nothing in this afet contained shall extend, or 
be construed to extend, to repeal or muxe void, with
in the said Province of ;uebec, any act or .aote of
the Parliament of Groat Britain heretofore made, for

*
prohibiting, restraining, or regulating, the Trade 
or Commerce of hia,,-Majesty*s Colonies and Plantations 
in America; but that all and every the said acts, and 
also all acts of Parliament heretofore made concern-

• iing or respecting the said Colonies and Plantations, 
shall be, and are hereby declared to be, in Force, 
within the said Province of ¿ucbecand every p*rt
thereof
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