
•tamed from referring appointments on their
opponents, as furnishing proofs of the consi-
deration which he had evinced towards theCouncil in the distribution of the Crown "_
Here the Governor General states several'im-
portanl facts. Messrs. Baldwin and HiXadmit his statements oifacts. Yet not one ofthese facts IS even alluded to in their "expla-
nation No -such facts were rather incon-
venient as weU as stubborn things, in thttr
explanation. They did not therefo e, consi^der them (to use Mr. Hincks' words) » neces-sary for their complete jurtiiication." From
these facts It appears :-lst. That the princi-
ple on which the patronage of the Crownought to be distribu'ied, waf a promLntTo
IZ lA aT"°" '"T^" "'^ Excellency and

\^}a^
Advisers

; whether it should be con-
fined to one party, (the old exclusive council-
ors

) or whether, as Mr. Howe, of Nova Sco-
t^a, declares good, without reference to party."But this vitally important question-ihe veryessence ofthe first "antagonism" between the

St KM ?^"":?' ^""^ ^''^ ''^"'' Councillors,

r^L^^''\^^'^^^'''. P''"^" °"' "-^ tl'eir ownmou hs-this question, on which they nowdwel with the strongest emphasis-tliqueT
tion so argely debated between the GovernorGeneral and them-they did not even .nen-t.on .t in the.r explanation-they kept i en-tirely ou _,t was not necessary for their com-
pletejustification"-it might have causTdScomple . condemnation. 2d. It also anpea Ifrom His Excellency's statement, that he had

^Vu^f «^>f
utmost regard to thei;reco„ mendat.ons of the council in making, and in abstaining from making appointments

"
thems ances in which his own' judgment 'com!pelled h.m to d.ssent from their advice an-

yet all this did not satisfy the demands ofpartyambition, so long as a Mordecai. not pSthe desired homage, could now and theVfi^dadmittance to some subordinate clerkship-
the whole hated race of opponents and rivalsrnust be e:ccor,ated from all hope of a morselat the hands ofthe Executive, not only by theconstilut.onal checks of advice and VLnl
of L°a"!hroL'^- ''\l

""institutional ToXg"of the throne, in the form of a " stipulation''
or understandmg, that the inflnence of o„e

rrifuK?"' P"'>.^«i"g judge) should betK» rule ot Royal action,-thus pulling fromIS head the crown of its own free ngenfy an^then told that it might exercise a discretfon
^v.thin, ofcourse, the limits of its ow^ e„sla

*

v.ng engagement to the contrary. .3 1 ,- iiihereafter demonstrate. But these facts nobeing necessary for the complete ustmcacation of the late Councillors, aUhSh es"

omi ted by them in their explanation. 3rd 1Lastly, ,t ,s clear from His Excellency's ,Hmuted statement of/ac,,, that tifj e were twomethod, of making appointments to office-hat those two methods were pursued withthe concurrence of the late councillors I oone " on occasions nf «r).n,,,. " " /°"' "'.'^

iO' the reeo,umendat,on~;;?-;ie ::^:^!!^:^^the other, not "on occasions of adeiiuau u„.

H?' 1 ' u'*^
"'* '•econ^nendation of i„dividual members of the council, in their deo«

'

mental capacity :" a distinction which Ts."made by Sir Charles Metcalfe in h^i r.„l !
the addrsss of the Gore DisTri t C u"^ L'"distinction which has ever since been t".e 70position watchword of the Toronto A, odation party-yet a distinction on whicl thelate Councillors themselves acted.

h/ I T ^ .* *'"^^ ^"'"e time objected ashe always had done, to the exclusive distrib"

tlin./r""°"*^^ T'^^ P"'^' »iews, and maintained the principle, that office ought, in eve
^ '"f"".

to be given to the ma? best quaified to render efficient services to the Stateand where there was no such pre-eimnpnn»'
asserted his right to exercise hirdiretfo„^?

Me srs-^Xl^ "
'«"?«-.''«T'^

"« admi£ byMessrs Baldwin and Hindis. Let the read

thai" ti" '^V' •'"'Pr'- T''«y P'-^inly i" ;?;that " the exclusive distribution of patronage

liis Lxcellency " objected" to it-which he

Tnd "°0 r h""**' Y f'^^^^
•'eerio £mantl. Of this demand, also, the late Advi

fn^^^^attn^
"P'-at.o s, ga^e thJ H^oule 'n'jiniormation. This statement, likewise anone already quoted, clearly showsThat'the

principle on which the patronage of the Cro vnshould be distributed, wasalefding.Tfnot thelending topic of discussion between the Governor-Generaland his late Counc"l ors I o„"which they observed a death-like
i J^ '^

tlu'ir explanation, speaking only oftheir rLlu

in aiiterent terms, but alwava aiminif ot ihB

SeS"S h'"",;
'" '- opinion,"!a^ccom!

Mr^£kr;s;^^';L'Sr;^^^^;-s
tl'is paragraph, and fou'ndson it ihe following
"'"8"'", conclusion

: " Nothing c_. Ireclearly show that the ministers were not^erj

Sns ''"'T
*"' "'°P.^"" oftheirown Inl

Mr II I
.

appears from these words ofMr. llincks, that the late advisers Jiad the a-maz-ng liberality to propose three distinct proposi ions, and even in different terms, provi-

pose S^nh.""'^
accomplish the self-same^ pu -

pose of obtaining " a virtual surrender into

Z tt«° '''^ ^^--ilof thepr/rogltrif

I next solicit the readers attention to theJ«ci* contained in the following paragraph ofthe Governor General'^ answer to hi,i iatoCouncilor, :"J„ „ie .ourse of theconversl?.ons which both on Friday and Saturday fol

garding the palroiiaim of »ii» n^ .u.. j

some'o& "'""f
°" "'^ co„sT;uctio'n'"rut"by

Zn M ^ gentlemen on the meaninrr of Re-
spoasible Oo vernment, diflerent opinions were
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