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THE GLEANER.

TO THE HON. DENIS BENJAMIN VIGER.

Sir,—I have but just now been favoured with a perusal of
your letter, as published in the J#ontreal Gazette of the 23rd
of January ult. to Viscount Goderich, bearing date the 9th of
last March, and take the liberty publicly to notice it throagh
the same channel.

This letter, falsely representing the' circumstances that gave
vise to and attended the first vacation of my seat in the Asssm-
bly, you have addressed, uncalled for I :ppr,ehel.ld, to his Lord-
ship, on receiving, it seems by his Lordship’s directions, copy
of the despatch to

the Gevernor in Chief of the 15th February,
1833, relating exclusively to the uncoustitational - renewals of
that measure, yrithent the assignment of any new causo, and
the eccentric resolves of the Assembly. of the 30th November,
1832, in reference to the Message on the subject, which, by
His Majesty’s desire, had previously been sent to the House.

You are not :to be disregarded, Sir, as a common slanderer.
As the acknowledged Agent of the Assembly of Lower Cuna-
da, you are in direct cormmunication with His Majesty’s Colo-
nial Minister,.and the wilful untruths you advance in. that quality.
derive importance from this circumstance, and might, if uncon-
tradicted after publication under the sanction of your nams, in
the public journals of the Province, pass for facts with those
who of themselves know not to the contrary, or have not at
hand the advartage of better sources of information.

His Lordship, in this as in his previous communication, has
abstaiced {rom entering upen the causes, real or pretended, of
the otiginal expulsion by the late Assembly, ** unwilling to
assume,”’ however undeniable the proposition is, *¢ that the
House had adopted so strong a measure without sufficient
grounds,’’ and confining his observations altogether to the illegal
renewals of it by the present Assembly. s

Instead of meeting his Lordship’s objeetions, which, 1 be-
lieve, are ununswgrable, and diseussing them on constitutional
grounds, the sole pretext which at that late siage i at all could
afferd a colour of excuse for your interferencs, you have unne-
cessarily recurred to the measure in its -origin, entering upon
the grounds assigned for it by tho Assembly. proffering them as
a justification of the repeated excesses of that body. at the
same time falsely representing the case, as I shall presently
ghow from authentic facts recorded on the Journals of the As-
sembly, and of which you could not be ignorant, being at the
time 2lladed to a Member of it, participating-in and actively
promoting the meuasure. 5 "

I need not conceal my satisfaction that .hlﬂ Lordship, who,
from the extraordinary natare of the facts disclosed, deemad the
statement erroneous, which, through me, my constitaents had
transmitted him on the subject, and on which he first took up
the question, has, notwithstanding the charge of falsity. and
malice imputed to it by the Resclutions of the Assembly of
the 30th November, 1832, and the studied obscurity of terms
in which these were couched, ** now learned’’ through these
same Resolutions, ** that the Assembly distinctly asserts its
right to expel one of'its Members, on no vther ground than that
on which he was expelled by a former Assembly,”” and of
which his Lordship previously had some doubts.

Though remonstrances, even from the King to the Assembly,
in favour of a sabject or portion of his subjects aggrievad by
it, prove wnavailing, and the wrongs they inflict remain centin.
ued and unredressed, it is, nevertheless, gratifymng that the
grievance has been acknowiedged and attended to at home by
the highest authority of the state, and that the weight of its
disapproval is made te bear upon this body. It is some miti-
gation of it, to be at length convinced that there is an eyo there
wide awake and vigilant of the career of the Assembly, and
that notes its excesses. Lord Goderich has now twice distinct-
ly expressed himself on the subject, and Mir. Stanley’s sense of
it cannot be mistaken.

You state in reference to me. in your letter to his Lordship,
that' ¢ gervant of the Assembly, of which he was ouve of the

_firat officers, Representative elect, basides the head of the Ma-

gjstrucy in Quebec, in quality of President of the Quarter Ses-
sions, he successfully made use of the credit and inflaence at-
tached to these important offices, to cause his confreres, who
were at the time Members of the Assembly, to be deprived of
their commissions as Justices of the Peace, on account of their
opinivns in the House;’’—and again, ¢ such was the descrip-
tion of facis with which the accused was charged. There was
nothing complicated in them. They were simple, clear, pre-
vise, as was also the proof which supported them. It was never
attempted to deny them, nor even to explain them, in order to
diniinish their gravity. These were the motives for the first
€Xpwsion of Mr. Christie, after he had been fully heard..’

. These are directly opposed 1o the facts and to truth, and you,
SIf, must know them to be go. They are, however, the mis-
Statement which your party, and that portion of the press in this

tovince devoted to it, agree in upholding, in order to palliate

those disgraceful proceedings of the Assembly, unworthy of a
Legislative body, and compared with which the iniquities that
have entailed infamy on the Spanish Inquisition are justice
itself.

Contrary to your assertion, I maintain thut the accusations,
in so far as they comprehended any material allegation of fact,
thax could imply a supposed infringement, or culpable intent of
the kind, by me, of the privileges of the Assembly, were point
edly denied—that I never was heard by that' body in my ' de-
fence against those accasations, but was absolately refosed a
hearing, although petitioning for it—and, that there is in fact
no just orlegal proof in support of them, nor eredible matter,
taking all circumstances to acconnt, that any unbigssed man, on
his cath or bis honor, would rely upon s evidence, to be found
on the Journals of the Assembly or gisewhere. 1 proceed to
substantiate my averments, by thefacts as they stand. recorded
on those same journals My petition, to be found on the prin-
ted Journals of the iouse for 1828-9, and to which, as.authen-
tic records, open to public inspection, any one my refer for
full information on the subject, explicitly states the Report—
i. e, the accnsation of the Speciai Commiitee—to be * vexa-
tious-and.unfounded,’” and ¢ ofa tendency, if adopted, to do
great injustice to the petitioner'——and, ‘ humbly and dutifally
calis upon the House 1o atiord him the advantage of an ample,
open and public enquiry and examination at the bar of the
House, of the witnesses’—witness who, withont his know-
ledge, had previously been privately examined before the Spe-
cial Committee eonsisting of five Membera, and of sach others

if he think it necessary, or cited to attend for the purpose, and
failing to do so, he must take upon himself the consequence.

The ¢ proof’ you are pleased to term *simple, clear, pre-
cise,’ let any unp.ejudiced man look into, examine the spirit
that pervades it, observe whence it comes, and then say . whe-
ther he can really and conscientieusly think it pure and above
suspicion, and such as to justify the excessas in which, under
pretext of it, the Assembly has indulged. « You, as a: profes~
sional nan, are aware of the extreme cautior. with which: the
rights-of His Majesty’s subjects are gnarded by the proceedings
ohserved in Courts of Law, and the scrupulousness with which
testimony on oath is there looked into, before the very least of
those rights can be touched.

Yet in my case all those precautions have been dispensed
with and laid aside, and the most important and valued rights
of a British subject retrenched, on ex parte pretended evidence
the mere idle tales, and garbled reperts of casual conversation,
by informants, in some instances, it wonld seem voluntanly of-
fered to the Committee by those thinking themseives aggrieved,
or from other motives which it is unnecessary here to analyse;
the whole te coloer a predetermined purpose, privately collected
under a mock enquiry, and never, not even notice of it, in any
shape or stage of the proceedings, commanicated to me.

As well, Sir, might the reports of some of the insensate de-
bates published in the newspapers, as haying taken place: in
the Assembly of the Province of which you are the Agent, be
taken in England as: evidence of a: treasonable intent on ' the
people of Lower Canada, immediately to appeal to' arms, and

as he should think proper to adduce ¢ in refutation’ of the evi-
dence, and ¢ generally’ of the matters contained in the said.
Report. ;

If this were not a denial of the accnsations or an ¢ attempt |
to deny them,’ I am at a loss to conceive terms in which to!
elfect either.—And what was the result of this denial of the |
accusations, and reasonablé request to be heard in defence openly |
and publicly at the bar of the Assembly?

The Report (ihe accusations) being referred to a Committee
of the whole 1lovse, without reference to me for explanation of
the pretended evidence, such as it was, or for iy defence,
which, however, as & Mewber, it would have been but rea-
sonable to expect, it was, in the first place, moved by the then
Soheitor, now Attorney General of ;the Province, who; with
‘chartcteristic fortitude, stood forward for a public enquiry and
hearing at the bar ¢fthe Assembly, previous to a decision, that
the petition be taken into consideration. An animited debate
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shake off their allegiance to the British Crown, and yourself be
secured as an hostage on the s'rength of them, as those matters
be deemed proof which you have termed ¢ simple; clear, pre-
cise,” and on which, unheard, the Assembly has condemned
me,

I do not mean to be understood, from any thing said above,
as admitting, even if the matters imputed to me by the Assem-
bly to the fullest extent were true, and wrefragably proven,
that they would amount to any offence defined by or known to
the laws. This offence is of a novel nature, created by =and
resting solely upon a vote of the Assembly, of itself constita-
tionally incapable of creating such by resolve, and as alien to
the laws, as the whole mass of absurd matters brought forward
in proof of it, as to' the true character of evidence.

i It is with unfeigned concern that T have found myself obliged
to resume again thia subject before the public, which I am sen-
i wible must be tired of it, but T cannot in silence submit to the

on tl}e nmlion_enauecf, in whicl! you, SirZ Y“f’k a prominent| accumulated injury and injustice, renewed in ihe false sta.e-
part in opposition to it, and which, on a division, as you can-| ments of the Agent in London of the Assembly of Lower Ca-
not certainly have forgotten, was negatived, and a hearing and | nada, nshered into notice through the medinm of the public

defence, the Committee riging without reporting on the peti-
| tion, thereby wholly precluded and refused The Commitiee,
hawever, reported a series of Resolutions it had adopted on the
subject immediately after the rejection of the petition, and the
House concurring in them, while still under the excitement oc-
casioned by the debates, a vote of expulsion was falminated at
the same sitting.

The Jouarnals of the Assembly attest the fidelity of this state-
ment. Yet, Sir, regardless of the recorded matter of fact, you
have not serupled untruly to assert, in a comnmnication as
Agent for the Assembly of Lower Canada, to His Majesty’s
Colonial Minister, that * it was never attempted to deny the ac-
cusations or even to explain them’ — and that——* These (such as
you have given them) were the motives for the first expulsion of
Mr. Christie after he had been duly heard.” More palpable
untraths than those conveyed in the fermer quotation, and in
the conclusion of the latter, and more complete proaf that they
are so, than the Joarnals of ths Assembly afford, cannot be, as
they who thiak it worth while to refer to them for the purpose,
may easily satisfly themselves ofl '

T was indeed heard in support of my petition, on presenting
it from my place in the Assembly—I was nlso subsequently
heard (taking & part in the debites) in sapport of the Solicitor
General’s motion, that it should, be takenr into consideration,
for it is not to be supposed that I could remain silent on the oc-
casion.. Every argument that occurred to me was urged, in
support of my right to be heard in defence of the whola maerits
or demerits of the cass. But a hearing in my place, in sup-
port of my petition to be admitted to  defence at the bar of
the house against the accusations, was ene thing, and to ba
heard atthe bar in that defence, another. On the former, I
was, a3 I could not be prevented, heard—on the'lgttar, never,
it being refused by the manner in which the petition was dis-
posed of. You, Sir, whatever others less informed might
plead, cannot pretend inabllity to discriminate between those
very distinet things—the application, and the object of it.

I have said above, that there ia no just nor legal proof ner
even credible matter, taking “all circumstances to account, in
support of the accusations, to bs found on the Journals of the
Assembly. Evidence properly so called, to be entitled to full
eredit, ought to beon oath and above suspicion, openly and
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| newspapers in the Provinee. | have in conclusion only to ex-
: press my hope, that in common justice such papers, especially
| in the other Provinces, as mi_sled by the iuisrepresentation of
your party and its press in this, have twien wp wnd given eur-
rency to erroneons notions on this sut ject, will, by way of cen-
tributing to remove them, as readilv eivc < hculation to this
letter. I am, Sir, your most obedient servant,
RoprrT CHRISTIE.
Restigouche, Gaspe, 15th Feb. 1834.

PROVINCE OF NEW-BRUNSWICK.
An Acr to continue and amend the Act for raising a Reve-
nue, and for the increase of the Revenue of the. Province.
Passed 22nd March, 1834.
WuerEas it is deemed expediént to continue and amend the

Act for raising a Revenue, and to iucrease the Provincial Re-

venue by a small additional duty on British Manufactures:’

1. And be it enacted by the Lieutenant Governor, Coaneil
and Assembly, that an Act made aond passed in the third year
of His Majesty’s Reign, intituled, ¢ An" Act for rawing a Re-
venue,” be and the same is heveby continued. and 1ogether with
this Act declared to be in full force until the first duy of April,
which will be m the year 1835, excepting so much of the sanie
as is hereby repealed. altered and amended.

I1. And be it enacted, That in addition to the rates and
duties imposed in and by the herein beforerecited act, in'ituled,
< Anact for raising n Revenne.’ there be and are hereby grant-
ed to the King’s most Excellent Majesty, His Heirg and Sue-
cessors, for the use of this Proviace, and towards the support
of the Government thereof, the following rates and duties;
(that is to say,) upen all articles of British Manufucture im-
ported into the Province, for every hundred pounds of the real
value thereof, the sum of two pounds ten shillings, excepting,
nevertheless, Mineral and other Sait. Coals, Fishtng Nets,
Hooks, Linesand 'I'wines, Steel, Bolt, Square, Flat, Pig and
Sheet Tron, Spikes and Sheating Nails, Bolt and Sheet Copper,
and Copper Spikes and Nails, Bar and Sheet Lead, Canvass,
Cordage, Anchors, and all Tackle and- Apparel for Ships or
Vessels, Steam and Mill Muchinery of all kinds, Zine, and all
articles imported expressly for the Whale and deep sea Fisher-

publiely given by disinterested and unprejudiced witnesses, the
party accused present, confronting and cross-examining them,

ies, and LoafSugar, which is otherwise charged with a duty
of one penny a pound, by the act to which this act is an amend-




