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A TRICKS OF NEWSPAPER WRITERS—GROSS MISREPRE. TO THE EDITOR OF THE ¢ECONOMIST.
' SENTATION ! Townsnte op Izix_r;w. Cotnty op Suerrorp, C.E.,
—— Gth February, 1846.

We have on several occasions had to complain of the unscru-
pulous’cenrduct of the Government organ in its statements respecting
the Fconomist, but could not have believed it possible that the
cditor of that paper would have had the hardilicod to atlempt the
duception which appears in his Yast number. On referring to that
paper, the reader will find an editorial account of the debates which
took place in the two Houses of Parliament on the Address in
answer to the Queen’s Speech, from which the following is an
extract :— :

* With respect to the Corn Duties,—Mr. Labouchere, who may be
understood to speak the sentiments of the Government, said that he
woald not oppose the repeal of the 43, duty on foreign corn, though he
did not believe it would be any relief to the consumer, but only a loss of
tevenue, and an addution to the profits of the holders.  We may expect,
therefore, to sec the trade in corn shortly entirely free, probably for
everl.

 With respect to the Navigauon Laws, the same gentleman said, that
he would nut refuse a iewsporary relazaion, but he would oppose ail per-
manent abrogation. If sbipping were whnted in the Amenican ports, the
employment of eight ships of the line, alone, would supply transit for
80,000 quarters of corn by one voyoge each.” i

The public will, of course, judge from this, that the Government,
whose sentiments, as the Gazelte says, Mr. Labouchere may be
understeod to speak, are not of opinion that any good is to accrue
from a free trade in corn, and that they are totally opposed to a
permanent abrogation of tho Navigation Laws, from winch the
country in general expects so much. Strange opinions these, in-
deed, to come from a Whig Ministry, and little consistent with
the declaration which the eminent leader of that party has made
on more occasions than one. So we thought when we read the
Gazette, and so doubtless have thought many others, to whom
that article has been shown. But what will those partics think,
when we tell them, as we now do, that Mr. LABOUCHERE NEVER
UTTEKRED A WORD oF THE xIND! Such, we gssert, is actually the
case. We defy the editor of the Gazelle to produce the copy of
8 London paper in which any such language is put into the hon,
gentleman’s mouth j—there is no such report to be found—no
such sontiments were ever uttered by Mr, Labouchere, or any
other members of the Cabinet ! .-

How then did the editor of the Gazelle get his report? Did he
fabricate it? Did he, for his own particular purposes, invent it ?
Did he dream. it? Did he and does he believe it ?

1t is for the editor of the Gazelleto explan his own conduct;
but we will state one fact, which will not, we fear, improve the
matter.  Although Mr. Labouchere never uttered, and could not
have uttered, such a declaration agamst Free Trado, Lord Geo.
Benlinck, the leader of the Protectionist party in the House of Com-
mons, did, and the editor of the Gazelte has absolutely taken the
speech of this nobleman and published it as that of a member of
the Cabinet!!!

Now did the editor of the Gazetfe do this willfully, or through
ignorance ? We leave him, as we said before, to explain; but in
either case, it is bad cnough. If it was by design, he has been
guilly of a gross act of dishonesty ; if by ignorance, he has shown
himself to be a very incompetent editor of a newspaper. To mis-
take the sentiments of the Protectionist leader for those of a Liberal
Minister, is such a blunder as would go far to destroy the character
of a public man in most communities, and must have its effect in
this. It exhibits an ignorance of the opinions of English statesmen,
such as is tofally inexcusable in a newspaper writer.

What renders the conduct of the editor of the Gazelte still more
suspicious is, that he must have known that the organ of the Min-
istry—the Morning Chromcle—(rather a different kind of organ to

the Montreal one) had, just previous to the meeting of Parliament,
and in anticipation of that event, came out strongly on the subject
of Free Trade, and thereby prepared the public mind for the mea-
sures which tt is now known the Covernment ate actually about to
1ecommend.

On the whole, we repeat, the conduct of the Gazetfe in this
affair is most suspicious, and places the editor on the homsof a
dilemma, from which we now invite him to cscape, by explaining to
his duped readers whelher he really meant to cheat them, or does
not know better than to take the opinions of Mr. Labouchere, the
Whig Free-Trade leader, for those of Lord Gtorge Bentinck, the

, greathero of Protection

Str,—The most superficial ebserver of the signs of the times cannot
fail to perceive the rapid progress which the principles of Free Trade
are making towards adoption by the civilized world. They are cer-
tainly tho most natural, liberal, and enlightened principles upon
which natione can conduct their intercourse. In the promation and
practical application of these principles, as weli as in every thingelse
which has for its object the benefit of the world and the ameliora~
tion of the condition of mankind, Great Britain has taken the lead ;
and as her example in commercial affairs is generally followed by
the rest of the world, we may expect soon to see the principles not
only adopted by the Colonies (hy virtue of the power lately granted
them), butby all commercial nations of any tmportance. The na.
tural effect of the universal adoption of Free-Trace principles
would be, to make the prosperity and advancement of each natien
or country entirely dependent upon its own natura! and internal re-
sources, and the industry, enterprise, and enlightenment of its own
people ; rather than upon the unnatural and artificial sysiem of mo-
nopolies, high protections, and prohibitory duties,~a system which
is utterly incompatible with sound legislation and the genius
of this enlightened age. The greatest impediment to the success-
ful and beneficial operation of the Free-Trade system in Lower
Canada, is the existence of the Feudal Tenure, as by its most
barbarous and oppressive enactments, the ver¥I natural resourceg
upon which we shall be entirely dependent when the protection
which we have hitherto enjoyed in the British markets is with.
drawn, are under the control of, and are completely monopolized by,
the Seigniors or Feudal Lords ; and as long as these resources are
suffered to remain in the hands of a few individuals, who will nat
or do not develope them, and the advantages to be derived from
them remain inaccessible to the body of the people and public
enterprise, our past history furnishes sufficient proof that they
never will be a source of wealth or benefit to the colony, and
that Lower Canada never will make any progress as a manufac-
turing or an agricultural country.  Lower Canada possesses the
greatest natural facilities for manufacturing—an abundance of
cheap labour, and an infinite number of the finest and most
powerful water privileges in the world, and yet on acccunt of
the existence of the abominadle Feudal Tenure, which places
them all in the hands of the Seignior,they are of no advantage
whatever fo the country. The people ate allowed to occupy the
seigniorial lands only upon conditions which are the most de-
testable and degrading to British freemen. They must acknow-.
ledge the Seignior to be the ¢ lord and proprictor »* of the soil,
must pay an annual rent, and upon the sale of any of their
lands, the purchaser must }:ay'asugn equal to one twelfth of the
purchase money into the hands of the Seiguior, who, in_the
deeds he gives, always reserves fo himself all the water privil-
eges, and other great and important advantages, to the great
detriment of the unfortunate tenants. The Scignior, on his part, al-
lows the people the enviable privilege of acknowledging themselves
to be his * vassals and tenants® and of doing him * feally and
homage,” for the lands and “tenements he allows them to oc-
cupy [ "Under these circumstauces, and labouring under the great
disadvantages of this haneful and pemicious system, the countrv
cannot make any advancement in manufactures or agriculture,—
those two great branches of industry, and the foundation of all
prosperity. It is thus that we are prevented from turning our
own great industrial resources to profitable account, and thousands
of our poor are deprived of the means of obtaining the necessaries
and comforts of life. If,under these disadvantages, Free Trade sub-
jects us to the competition of forcign countriesin the British markets,
then the withdrawal of ous profection by Great Britain, and the
establishment of Free Trade, will, most assuredly, be followed by
consequences the most disastrous to the welfare and prosperity of
this province. However, I think that by the abolition of the
Feudal Tenuze on an equitable basis, with a due regard to the-
existing rights of all pamies interested, which would give us the ’
free use of our own resources, most, of not all, of the disastrous?
consequences which, underan opposite state of things, we may anti-
cipate as the result of Free Trade to this province, may be campletely .
averted, I would respectfully call the attention of Free-Traders e,
{h1s question and urge upon them the imperative necessity of immedi-_
ately endeavouring by all constitutional means to rid the country'
of the barbarous Feudal Tenure. From the very nawure of their
principles, which are opposed to monopolies in cvery shape, they
are the panty best calculated 10 effect this desirable object.—
[ hope to sce the leading gentlemen of that pany lose no time
in sctting on foot a well-orgamized agitation on the subject. Itis.
emphatically a cause of the people: and. their cordial support and
sympathy might thercfore with the more confidence be depended
upon. That yportion of the press, too, which advocates free
trade and no monopoly,” should not remain inactive, but enter
the field and win a share of that honow which a grateful people
will always bestow upon their benefactors.

Hoping' that the above hint may not be without effect,

I remain, Sir, yours truiy,
Friexp oF Canapa,

ve memmevee en




