428 THE JOURNAL OF COMMERCE—FINANGE AND INSURANCE REVIEW.

H. SUGDEN EVANS & CO.

_ (Late EVANS, MERCER & Co.)

WHOLESALE DRUGGISTS
; MANUFACTURING
Pharmaceutical Chemists,
41 o 43 ST. JEAN BAPTISTE ST.,
MONTREAL.

Evans, Lesoner & Kvansg,

Evans, Sons & Co.,
London, Eng,

Liverpool, Kng.

WILLIAM DARLING & CO0.,

IMPORTERS OF

Metals, Hardware, Glass, Mirror Plates
Hair Seating, Carriago
Makers® Lrimmings and Curled Mair,

Agents for Messrs, Chas. Ebbinghaus & Sons, Manu-
facturers of Window Cornices:

Ko, 30 St. Sulpice, & No. 379 St, Paul Streets,
MONTREAL.

SORTING UP STOCKS.

By WEEKLY SIIIPMENTS received we have kept
OUR STOCK COMPLETELY ASSORTED

in every department.

Orders to our. representatives; or direct by letter, will
‘have prompt. aitention,

T, FJAMES CLAXTON & CO.
ST.JOSEPH STREET, MONTREAL

The Jownmal of Commerce

. FIRance AND ]NSURLN‘CE ReviEW.

MONTREAL, NOVEMBER 22, 1878,

A DANGEROUS PRECEDENT.

We can draw no other inference from
the recent articles in the Montreal Guzelle
and in Le Candadicn of Quebee than thab
the supporters of the Dominion Govern-
ment are determined to -press for the
removal of the Licutenant-Governor of
the Province of Quebec; and we presume
that “ the cause " which, in accordance
with the provisions of the British America
Act, it is necessary o assign incase of the
yemoval of a Lieutenant-Governor within
five years from the date of his appoint-
ment, should be, in their opinion, that by
dismissing his ministers in March last His
Honor was guilty of “a violation of the
Constitution.” We cannot compliment
eithier our English-or French contempo-
rary on having discussed the subject in a
judicial spirit. On the contrary, their arti-

- cles breathe a desire for vengeanee which

is deeply to belumented, althoughwe have
reason to fear that it is very extensively
felt by the adherents of the Ex-Ministers
in the Province of Quebec, who have
brought all the pressure possible on the
Administration in support of their views.
Our opinion as to the merits of the unfor-
tunate dispute between the Lieutenant-

Governor and the Ex-Ministers has been
repeatedly expressed, and has been sup-
ported by authorities of the greatest
weight ; but on the new question whichis
looming up we should be quite willing to
admit, for the sake of argument, that the
Lieutenant-Governor was as wrong as we
believe him to have been right, and we
should, even on' that assumption, protest
against so gross o violation of the Consti-
tulion as that which is advocated by our
contemyporaries. Moreover, we give our
solemn warning to those who have been
most prominent in wrging the perpetra-
tion of this act of vengeance that they are
sanctioning a precedent that mightin the
future be invoked to desiroy the auto-
nomy of the Province of Quebee. 1f there
be any class of the population of the
Dominion which ought to be more zealous
than anothier in protecting that autonomy,

“it is the one which adopts as its motto—

“ nos instilutions, notre langue el nos lois.”’
The great principle of our constitutional
system] is that, in regard to those local
aflairs which are confided to its Govern-
ment, each Province of the Confederation
is independent, the administration of its
aflnirs being entrusted to a Lieutenant-
Governor representing the Crown to the
limited ‘extent authorized by law, and
advised by a ministry, responsible 1o the
Legislature, consisting of two branches,
the Consiitution being in short ¢ the very
image and transeript of thal of Greal Bri:
tain.” The removal of the Lieutenant.
Governor is strictly analogous {o 2 change
of dynasty in the Mother Country. The
theory of our Constitution. is that the
Sovereign, the Governor-General, and the
Licutenant-Governor are each irresponsi-
Lle, and that for every acl performed, no
matter how -improper, their respective
ministers must be held responsible. In
the} case under consideration Mr. Joly
assumed the responsibility for every act
of the Licutenant-Governor, and appealed

to the people, precisely as. Sir Robert.

Peel, although at the time travelling in
Ttaly, assumed the responsibility for. the
dismissal of Lord Melbourne in 1834, and
appealed to the people of the United
Kingdom. We maintain that outside in-
terference, whether on the part of the
Tmperial Government with that: of tle
Dowminion, or of the Dominion Government,
with that of the Provineial, is clearly un-
constitutional. 1t is for the purpose of
our present argument wholly immaterial
whethier Mr. Joly has the support of a
majority of 10 or 20, or the bare casting
vote of the speaker. Let Mr. Joly be
displaced by legitimate means, and not
by the removal of the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor, gnd the appointment of one who,

no matter how impartial he may be, will
be generally believed to have been de-
puted by the Dominion Government to
bring aboulb a change of Government in
the Drovince of Quebee.
PERSONAL RELATIONS BETWEEN CROWN AND
CABINET.

1t is, of course, most unfortunale that
personal animosities should be deemed
to have :myk\\'cight in the soluiion of a
grave constitutional question. It is due
to the Lieutenant-Governor to point out
that he has raised no difliculty of this
kind. The partizans of the Ex-Ministers
declare that no Conservative could accept
oflice under My, Letellier, and this not
because he is a Liberal, which would be no
objection, but because he is a spy, a
Jraitor and a master inbriguer. In the
interest of Constitutional Government we
should think it fortunate that an oppor-
tunity were aflorded Mr. Letellier of hav-
ing to act with ministers holding political
opinions at variance with his own. Asan
illustration  of what British Ministers
have hiad Lo put up with in our own time,
we shall give an extract or two from
Greville's Journals showing the relations
between XKing William = IV. and the
Melbourne Ministry after their return to
power, stubsequent to their dismissal in
1834, In March, 1837, some three months
before his death we find the following
passage; ‘“The king, who is a thorough
¢party man, will be overjoyed at any
“ change; he never loses an opportunity
% of showing his antipathy to his confiden-
“tial servants .t 0 T 1836 : % To-day we
“had o Council, the first sincée Parliament
“was provogued, when his most Gracious
“Majesty behaved most ungraciously to
“his confidential servants, whom he cer-
“tainly does not delight to ‘honor.” In
1835: #The king cannot bridle his temper,
“and lets slipfno opportunity of showing
“his dislike, impotent as it is, of the
“people who surround him. e admits
“none but Tories into his private society;
“wherever he goes Torvies accompany him ;
“at Windsor Tories only are his guests.”
One more extract from the diary of 15
July, 1835: “The king's present behavior
ftonly makes matters worse. When he
# found himself compelled to take these
“people back, and to surrender himself a
“prisoner into their hands, he should
“have swallowed the bitter: pill and

- # digested ity and not kept rolling it in his

“mouth. and  making wry faces. Ile

. “should have made a very bad business
-4 a5 tolerable ashe could by yielding him-

“gell with a-good grace; and, had he
“{reated them with-that sort of courtesy
“which one gentleman may and ought to
“ghow to all those with whom he is un-




