
12 INDIA.
free from thofe important objeiflions which had

been fo fuccefsfully urged agiinit Mr. Fox's

Bill, as being dangerous to our conllitution at

home, 1 hat the new bill diiFered from Mr,

Fox's in that refpeft, was indeed admitted at the

time, even by thofe who argued moil againll

its alledged weaknefs and incfficacy. A con-

trary aflertion has lately been advanced, and an

attempt has been made to fupporc it by what

was called a Comparative Statement of the two

Bills. That pamphlet cannot however be

confidered as a ferious argument in defence of

a propofition fo palpably abfurd, but muft in
'

fairnefs rather be regarded as one of thofe pa-
'

radoxical difputations, which are fometimcs

maintained for the purpofe of difplaying inge-

nuity, by men who are difpofed to tliink very

highly of their own talents, and very meanly

of the underltanding of the reft of mankind.

Mr. Fox's Bill was objected againfl: as a

violent and unjuftifiable breach of the Charter

of the Eaft India Company, becaufe it depriv-

ed them, without their confent, of the rights

of which they were legally poficlTcd, and this

without even a pretence of neceffity ; as it

took from them* not only every fpecies of inter-

ference in the political or territorial govern-

ment of India, but alfo all fhare in the direc-
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