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it in a manner likely to eauno »uoh a |irojudiiii U^ Mpread an noon a.s I

mi^'ltt bw^me well enough known to make it worth any ouo'h wiflto

of wordn to accuMe me. Tho hoHtilo criticinni at QueW, alluded to In

former ehapterH, proved that the apprehennion w.'ix not unfoundini.

1 am told by private friendw who iiave wim the reference to that criti-

cicni since the earlier chaptern of thiH volume w< r»> printed off, " that I

will bring tins whole newxpapur preH» of Canada on my head for attack'

ing one of their number m I have done."

I do not l)elieve it, thmigh I adndt that my rei'erenoo to him ia a

blemish to thih book. Tlie reference U.) \m work on the '* Position of

the BritiHli Inhabitants of Lower Canada " may be thought wholly iuipor-

tinent. 1 negleoti'd to nay in tho pa>por plaee why 1 was aff»yte<l by

that work. iMr, Q. T. Cary, respouMible editor and publisher of tho

newspaper in <|ueHtion, had kindly given mo a oopy to be uned iu a eorre-

spondence which I ww< ab< ufc to open with «ome Kn^lit^h newspapers.

I extracted and s«'nt to Kngland portions of that work, relying on thoir

aeourucy, solely beeauho they had first appeansd om " leading articles " in

the nowapajier whieh pnifesaetl to bo the organ of the English Church and

high oonservative party at Quebec. The Italian War fille<l the English

journals, and delayed the publioation of my letters. When I found

that tbi [Hsrrton on whose assumed aceuraey I depended for statementu

affecting Canada, was capable otr— 1 fihall not .say of an " inexact " infer-

ence about Lord John Russell and General Sir Charles Napier, but of

leaving his readers to believe tliat I had said—in the eorresptmdenco

which he did not publish—that those eminent persons were in guilty

complicity for revolutionary objects in 1832, when f had said not a word

nor anything which could bear such a conMtruotion,—not having referred

to Lord John RuHScU at all, nor to 1832 in connection witti GenonJ

Napier, but only to the General as having had command of the midland

district of England during the Chartist crisis of 1831), when I circulated

" IHsxuoMve Woming$ to the People oil Street Warfare,'^ which pibli-

cations General Napier had seen and ajiprovofl ;—finding my Qnobeo

critic BO " inexact" as to add that to other insinuations about me, Btill

more " inexact," nil written while his editor and publisher daily apolo-

gised for their appearance in his paj)cr, I wrote by the next mail to

England, recalling my oorresjwndence from the party who had it in

charge.

With sucli prcten.sious as I have put forth in the volume, I must lay

my account to be sharply criticised. At home, a former accusation—

-

false in any of its jmrts, false in its whole—may possibly ho reproducccl

:

that I, one of the most frugnl of men, um poor because of my exjicnsivo
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