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Guneral avers and maintain* all that the peo-
pUi of Canada understand by Responsible Go-
Ternment; tho past and present actions of'the
late Counsellors prove all that the Governor
General has alleged respecting them. If
they liave no other object in view tlian wliiit

they Iiavo above explained, they have no
cause (or war with the British Goviirnnient.
Their being at war with the liritisii Govern-
raent, proves that they have some ulterior ob-
ject in view.
A few words in reply to objections. It has

been objected that his Excellency had observ-
ed, shortly after his arrival in Canada, un
'• antagoni-sm" between him and his late ad-
visers on the principle UDon which the patro-
nage of the Crown should be di.slributed, nnd
thfit he never disclosed it until the interviews
which took place on Friday and Saturday ibe
Ji4th and 2'nh of November. This is most
honorable to his Excellency, and is one of tlie

circumstances of his public life that will en-
hance his reputation in the estimation of the
future historian. Few British monarclis
have been so considerate of the feelings and
influence of their adviser.^ as not to let it be
known when their feeling.s were hostile to

liie policy recommended bv those advisers.
Even " iiood Queen Anuo" did not hesitate
to let it be known tliat she re^^arded the advi
eers whom she disliked as her "enemies," nor
did the Georges, First, Second, Tliird, and
Fourth, conceal their " antagonism" with
certain advisers and ministries, to whom per-
sonally, or to whose policy they were oppos-
ed. It was notorious throughout ttie nation
that there was an " antagonism" between
William IV and his advisers, from 183"2 to

1837, that he availed himself of the opportu-
nity that presented itself, in 1834, to get rid

of them ; that though thev w»re restored, and
continued in office until iiis death, yet that
during the three first years of liis liie espe-
cially, his " antiigonism" witli tiieui was in-

veleir.'", and t!:e papers teemed with " public
ru'nours," an 1 even (examples of it, In Kng-
land, such as " antagonism" or even " public
rumours" of it, has never been considered a
Bufiicient ground of ministerial resignation,
(ir even of public ccuiplaint.

As long aa a minister's advice, aa to acts,
ij so far assented to by the Crown as to cna-
iile him to retain the confidence of Parlia-
ment, he continues in olTice and counsels the
ntfairB of tho nation, whatever may bo tha
|iersonal f.elings of the Sovereign, or the
" public rumours ' of his feelings. But did
yir Charles Meicalfe subject his late advisers
to such a disadvantage.' Suppose that he
had avowed this "antagonism" against con-
ducting the government upon party princi-
ple«, as to the distribution of patronage short-
ly after he had arrived in Canada, would it

not JK.ve given a great advantage to their op-
ponents ." Dia not the late Counsellors make
use of Ills I'-xcellency's nanip ir. everv fonp.
to strengthen themselves and vveoken their
adversaries.' When then did his Excellency
acknowledge and avow this " antagoniani .'"—
Only when the late Councillora, not content

with advising him on acts and measures, an-
nounced to him formally the principle of pnr-
ty government in the d.stribution of patron-
age, and demanded of him to enter into a sti-

pulation, or, as Mr. Hin^ks expresses it,

"come to an understanding on certain points,"
that he would not in future make " appoint-
ments prejudicial to their influence." Ilia

Excellency refused to come to such an under-
standing ; and then, and not till then, did he
express his " antagonism" to the principles of
party patronage, which he had observed go-
verning their recommendations to oflice from
his first arrivil in the Province, but to whicli
his formal assent was then for the first time
demanded, llillierto, without discussing or
alluding to the party principle which he°had
noticed influencing their advice as to patron-
age, he had considered each case on it* me-
riia, and sought to meet the wishes and sup-
port the influence of his advisers, ns far as
possible, both in abstaining from and in ma-
king appointments. But when the principle
—the newly avowed, the false and unchris-
tian principle— was broUi:)it before him for his

sanction, that tiie prerogative might be bound
to the car of party, he avowed liis "antagon-
ism" to the principle, and asserted, on behalf
of his Sovereign and her Canadian subjects,

the prerogative of justice and impartiality to

all classes and parties.

With what commanding dignity an author-
ity to the conscience and soul of uncorrupted
man, does this parental and divine -principle,
this principle avowed and contended for by
Reformers in Canada during the last twenty
years—contrast with the seifish, the ignoble
and ignobling principle laid down by Mr.
llincks as the fundamental principle of (his^

representative government, wlien in reference
to this very antagonis;n, he says in his third
letter to the London Morning Chronicle, " I

admit the good intentions ot the Governor,
but I am firmly persuaded that no representa-
tive government ciin be conducted unless on
party principles." Where tiie principles ol a
government are party, their parly must he the
first interest in the state, and where party is

the first intere.st in the state,' he Lord have mer-
cy upon all who are not otti.e dominant party,
and away with tho prerogative. This doc
trine is tlie very antipodes of conatitnliouai
monarchy—does not even attain to the virtue
of republicanism— and is the very essence
of oligarchy and democracy— the demo-
cracy of Athens when fw^racwm was in the
ascendant—the democracy of England when
Cromwell seized the crov.n—the oligarcliy of
Athens wlien the Thirty Tyrants ruled—the
oligarchy of England when the Earl of Lei-
cester and twenty-three others <rot the prero-
gative in (heir owrFhand3,by exacting a "sti-
jiulation" to that elfect f*om the feeble Henry
ill. It is the doctrine of" might gives right."
Butofthis government" on party principles,"
more in jimitlirr numlis-r.

It has also been objected, that his Excel-
lency did not act courteouslv towards his late

Councillors, and that he sougiUlo undermine
and destroy their influence. The last pail ot

this object!
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