
fore, thai not onlj ii ths procwdin* of the
late Counsollori anoiiialoui—at I hav« here-
tofore iihown it was unconstitutional—but
that upon every principle and h-ga! and equi-
table practice, they have failed to eatablish
their allegations nijaintt Sir Charles Metcalfe.
So much for tlieir charjfes in general. Let

Ui now e.Tamine them in detail. This is ra-
ther difficult, as they are so " bunylid" to-

gether. I will, liowever, attempt to separate
tw'i or three from the mass. Tlif firsL nppenra
to bo—as slated by Mr. Baldwin in his expla-
natory speech—" that his Excellency enter-
tained a widely different view of the posilion,
duties and responsibilities of the Ex^ciitiv*
Council, from that under which they Accept-
ed office"— that is the view expressed in the
Resolutions of September, Ib41.
Such is the first ciiarge. Let us now ex-

amine its import, and tne principle asmiined
and involved in the mode of its presentition.
Mr. Baldwin does not condescend to inform
the high court of Parliament to what extent
Sir Charle's " view" is difiVrenl from that of
the late Council: nor wliat meaning he at-

taches to the rr.lalice terms '• widely d.ff'er-

ent" as orthodoxy iind heresy. And who is

assured that Mr. Baldwin's " views" of mora
than one question is not so squared and nice-
ly adjusted that a hair's breadth deviation
from it is " widely different"— so " widely
different" as to prevent co-operation ai all .'

There are as many idfaa attached to the
terms " widely ditT'rent" as there are differ-

ent intellectual constitutions, Some reliijion-

istfl now-a-days regard a difference in the loriii

of ecclesiastical polity to involve a "view"
and a fact as " widely different" as that
which exists between a church and /locliurcii

;

and who is is certain that Mr. Baldwin does
not hold that the least deviation irom his o-

pinion constiutcs the " wide difference" be-
tween Responsible Government and no Res-
ponsible Government ? Then again, Wr.
Baldwin does not inform the court in wknt re-

spects Sir Charl 's is lieretioal in his view of
the " position, duties and responsibiliii»s uf
the Executivo Council." Suppose that the

reader were arraigned before the ass zcs for

holding a treasonable " view" of the doctrine

of a subject's allegiance, and in consi'ijuence

inculcating treasonable doctrines and practi-

ces, and that Mr. Baldwin were Attorney Ge-
neral or Queen's Counsel in the case; and
that Mr. B. had slated in the ftr:>i count of the
indictment that the reader " enlertained a

widely different view of the posilion, duties

and responsibilities" of a subject's duly, lro;n

that which was involved in the oath of alle-

giance and required by the laws of the land;
and suppose the Judge or the Jury, or both,

were to ask the counsel for the C'rown to wliut

extent the prisoner at the bar had held and
taught a view of civil duty different irom tliat

enjoined by the laws of the land? and that

Mr. B. should reply, " My Lord and gen
tlemen, his view is icidtly different"—and the

court were to rejoin, in wliat respects is it dif-

ferent? And the Crown Counsel were toie-
ply again, " Kiddy different^ my Lord and

Qenllemen"- what would be thought offueh
an indictment ? And what would be thought
of such a Counsel for the Crown ? And wuat
would bo thought of a verdict of oujltv on
Buch a charge ? Yet such is the charge oa
which the verdict of the Province is demand-
ed against the Rfprenentaiive uf the Sover-
eign—a verdict wliich involves (to use the
words of Captain Irving, for which he receiv-
ed the ' loud cheers ' of the Toronto Atsooi-
alien, to whom he addressed them) " hi* £x»
cellency's retirement in dear old f]ngland
icitert tyrants have no power. (Loud cheers.)
But what is the principle assumed and in-

volved in this charge ? It assumes and im-
plies, that any view which Mr. Baldwin may
ple«se in ijeneral terms to declare " widely
dilFijrent" from his viewof the " posilion, du-
ties, a'.d responsibilities of the Executive
Courcil," is to be adjudged heretical and un-
constitutional. Allliouith the real or full im-
port of his prescriptive declaration may, like
the secret doctrines of the Greek philosophera
or Egyptian priests, be confined to his own
b^som, or cunnnuiiicated to none but the in-

itialed, 1 think the Canadian people are hard-
ly prepared for such political vussalage as this,

and that Mr. Baldwin is loo modest a man to

assume the prorogntive of political Pope of
Canada; and thai after the due cnniiideraiion,

therelore, he will abandon his mode of dealing
with the character and rights of the Repre-
sentative of his Sovereign.
Hud Mr. Baldwin confined himself to/ae/J,

" free (as Mr. Howe says) from any theoreti-

cal di<pute about general principles," ho
would have avoided this burlesque upon all

coi^stitulional legislation, and this great in-

justice against Sir Charles Metcalfe.
A SEro.Nu charge is, that " that differenca

of opinion has led not merely to appoinlmenta
to otKce against their advice, but to appoint-
ments, and proposals fo make appointments,
of wliicli t!iey vvere not informed in any man-
ner, until all opportunity of offering advice
respecting them iiad passt d by." This charge,
like tlie former, bo it reiiiember'd, is only the
assertiui) of one party, and denied in all its

essentials by the olht-r. In the first place,

how could the hue Councillors know, and
therefore with justice or reasiin slate, that an
alleged opinion of iSir Cliarle.s Mjtcali'e on
the abstract theory of Responsible Govern-
ment led him to make appointments against

their advice? Mr. Baldwin Bays tiiat "he
had never asserted or held that the Governor
General had not the right to appoint whom ha
pleased againi^l that advice, and he appealed
to the past for the correctness of what he now
asserted." Miirhl not this adiritted and un-

doubted right have been exercised by his Ex-
cellency Irom a simple judgment of the case

involved, and not f.om any heretical opinion

on the system of Responsible Government ?

They couUl not know it unless the Governor
General had informed them. He denies the

opinion attributed to him ; he could not there-

fore have infornud liiein of the facteinbodied

in their charge. Mr. Baldwin in his Toronto
dinner speech, jiupposed liiat the Governor

ml


