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¢hat 2 treatise on the Yiberty of the press, and the trial by jury,
Thad been, written and published io the Bindostanee language, by
a pative of Bengal, 1 Calcutta. - Here we' 'see tegions where
the dawkest despotism, and parrowest prejudices prévai\ed' for
ages, brighteniog beneath the rays of ficedom' and liberality
‘which the fostexiog protection, aod inspiring example of Eog-
1and, aud her jnvaluable laws aud institutions, have 'generated.
And must 2t be satd that the same spurit is abased ‘and humbled
5n Canada, that those 1ays struggle yet for mastery with feeble
Tight, agaibst the dark clouds of “arbitrary and procousular

.t

ower? Baot that this is too true, inmy owp jnstsace, I aver,
and will ptocecd to prove. . ' )

fo the observations that have lately been made, both io the
Capadian Times, and the Montreal Gazette, on thegccasion of
the 1esolution of the House of Assembly, which déclared 2 par-
agraph 10 the former paper, 10 contain a false and scandalous
Jibel on the House,” 2 good deal has been sad on the Liberly
of the presss which though rather supereregatory, with re-
spect to the matter in question, has so pointed a heariog towards
the grievance of which L have had to complain, and which I
conceive to be one that is much more of a public than a pri-
vate nature, that 1 will avail of them, This[the rather do,as,
writing on this occasion in my own cause, and deeply feeliog
the iojury and oppression I have sustaiped, I prefer to make
use of the sentiments and laoguage of others, which are to be
supposed less ligble to prejudice and passion than my owD

Jo Nos. 2 sod 7 of the Free Press, will be found some de-
sultory and historical remarks, on the law of libel, and the hber-
ty of the press, which became firmly establishied io England, by
the expiration, in 1694, in the reign of William aud Mary, of
the resictive 1aws beforein existence, and by which a heepse
was required for every book before ifs pubhcation. Forthe
fiberty of the press (as the writer of the article in the Grazette,

*J¢t was for havng asserted that the majoritie$ in both hous-
¢s mere completely Anti-British. Now, to salve the sores on all
sules, I recommend the editors of the Times, 0 publish an erra-
tum, and say, for Anti-British, read, Anti-Scotch; whach is
Juact both the true, and the ntended, meantng ; for every body
Knows that theword British, in Canada, alnays means Seotch,
in contradistinction o Epglish; and as w15 quile ampassible for
any person in his senses to_attribute Anti-Enghsh principles to
the House of Assembly.’ who in all thar proceedngs, even in
thar very faults, are cssentially Bogheb; and as essentially Av-
fi.6cotch, that must have been the meaning of the unlucky par-
agraph, and Iam quile sure the Assembly weuld consider it
aée m;l eulogium, instead of o hbel, to Be talked of a3 Aot
cotch
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