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de, that they will employ capable persons? In short, the plan
that has been adopted; is perfectly ougatory, deceptive, and de:
siructive of 1ts professed object. * I am anxious to see a better
plan pursued by the House of Asiembly of Lower Canada ;. on
which accouat it 1,&in order that they may be upon their guard
against the insidious subterfuges, which the enemies of political
information god discussion have recourse to, that I have been
wove detailed on this subject, than otherwise its' importance
might seem to require. I can oot, however, quitit, without .
giving the following cxtract fiom the reply made by Mr, Wl '
son, the eriginal proposer, to Mr. Nichol,as eviaciog the sound-
est priociples of freedom, with the most judicious application of b
them, to the case in question. W
» “Ina free country, every subject has a share in the govera- 4
ment, and, therefore, every subject has not only-a right, but is P
in duty bound, to enguire into the maoner inwhich justice is
administered, and into the public:measures proposed or "pursu-
ed; because, by such enquiry, he may discover that some of
the judgments pronounced, or the measures followed, tend to-
wards the overturoing of the liberties of hisicountry.; and, by _
making such 'a discovery is time, and acting strenuously, ac-
cording o his station, against them, their effects may be disap-
ointed.” , - . "
d On the subject also of the want of precedent 'being urged a-
gainst his motion, he shrewdly observed thaty “gentlemen talk-
ed very loudly of precedents, and brought forward the alledged
rules of the British parliament’ to defeat his motion; but he
would:ask those gentlemen, if the. precedents st home, and the
rules of the British parlizment had guided them io their decis-
ions upon other cases? They well koew that they did not; and

Lo
he was sure they would not ‘on future occasions, where it might %
be convenient to overlook them. Where, he would ask, iy
would those gentlemen who assumed so- much parliament- g;ﬁ
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ary koowledge on the present occasion, and who appeared to
talk more about precedents than any other individuals, find a
precedent for paying a sheriff for doiog his duty ? No where
at home. 1t was contrary to all precedent to pay a sheriff any
thing for bis services; yet those honoursble membeys who op-
posed the present motion, did pot think it uoprecédented or un-
parliamentary, to vote aooual salaries to those officers, although
it was, furthermore, well knowu to the House aud to the coun-
try, that the emoluments of (heir offices were amply' sufficieat- !
to compensate them. They had also district-schools for the
education of young men who were bred up to the Iaw, aud whea
such iostitutions were supported by the House, contrary to the
precedents of England, he did not expect that; ‘in arguing the
present question, there would be any mention of precedents.”

Is not this also equally and forcibly applicable to Lower Cag-
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