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to reserre a bill brought in and carried as a

Ministerial measure. Hut it did not specil'y

the obnoxious appointments nor tlie reserva-

tion of the bill as the cause of the resiijnation,

as acts that they could not on principle del'eiul,

and which therefore forced them to leave of-

fice. They were cited as the evidence of the

mischievous tendency of certain alleged per-

sonal 0[)inion3 about llesponsil)lo fiovernment.

To prove that he entertained the opinions as-

cribed to him, expressions made use of by him

in the course of the lon^ discussion which

the subject underwent in Council were freely

Earaphrased ; with what dectree of fairness in

is opinion, his reply clearly shows. Public

rumour, even, was dra;;;!5cd in to complete the

chain of proof on the two points. It was upon

them, in short, that the resii^nation is distinct-

ly declared to have taken place. Mr. Lafon-

taine and his resi^'ninfj' colleairues, says the

letter, " have recently understood that his Kx-

cellency took a widely diflerent view of the

position, duties, and responsibilities of the Ex-

ecutive Coi^ncil, from that under which they

accepted office, and through which they have

been enabled to conduct the Parliamentary

business of the Government, sustained by a

large majority of the popular branch of tlie Le-

gislature." "This ditierence of opinion had led

to appointments to olRce arainst and without

their advice, and to the reservation of the Se-

cret Societies Bill. His Excellency, when
they remonstrated against these .acts, frankly

told them there was " an antagonism between

him and them on the subject." The public

had even become aware of the fact, and mag-

nified it to their cost. To be sure, the Go-

vernor said he did not me:in to change the sys-

tem he found established, but " he did not dis-

guise his opinion " that another system would

work better. As a mere matter of theory they

might not have cared much about thi^ opinion
;

« but when on Saturday last they discovered

that it was the real ground of all their differ-

ences with his Excellency, and of the want of

confidence and cordiality between his Excel-

lency and the Council since his arrival, they

felt it impossible to continue to serve her Ma-
jesty as Executive Councillors," &c., " IF his

Excellency should see fit to act upon his opi-

nion of their functions and responsibilies ".

Now, in the whole course of f3ritish history

Regal attribute. And they of all men to af-

fect surprise and indignation, that he should

have defended himself against a cliargo thus

inonstiously iinpruccdenttul and u,iconslitu-

tional, in what they are pleaded (facetiously,

one miirhl suspect, were they notgiave public

men) to call an unprecedented and uncoiislitu-

tional manner

!

What was the Governor General to have

done, wlieu Mr. Lafontaine's note apprised

him of the course which these sticklers for

British observances were aiiout to take ? Was
he to have peremptorily refused them permis-

sion to explain ? In England, unquestionably,

were it possible a minister could there be sup-

posed to intend such a course, permission would

I e withheld. While there withheld, the li|)S

of an ex-Minister are sealed. His friends

may defend him, but his own voice is un-

heard, no matter what the temptation, till such

time as the permission shall be accorded ; and

whatever the limitations imposed when the

permission may bo given, the inexorable com-

mon law of Parliament compels him to observe

them. Rut the system is here new. Mr.

Viu'er's keen sense of right, and intimate

familiarity with constitutional usage, did in-

deed lead him to remonstrate strongly against

the ofiering of explanations without full and

express permission, and to ask Mr. Baldwin

whether or not he had that permission from

His Excellency, with reference to the state-

ments he was then making. And what was
the ex-Minister's reply ? "I have ; and if I

had been refused it, 1 would have come down
to tliis House, would have stated at once the

fact, and would have fearlessly called upon

the House to believe of myself and my col-

leagues every thing good and nothing evil."

British precedent again

!

To my judgment the Governor's letter ought

to have been read by those to whom it was

addressed, as a condilional rcfutal of the per-

mission to explain. It ends with an energetic

and formal " protest " against the explanation

they were about to make. That it embodied a

counter explanation is nothing to the point.

Of course I have no idea but that it was in-

tended it should bo read in the House by Mr.

Daly, ill case the explanation it protested

against should nevertheless be made. It is

quite evident that the Governor General

from the Revolution to the present day, was thought it would be necessary, jf the^ ex-

there ever an explanation like this offered to

an English House of Commons ? Did ever ex-

Minlsters of the Crown of Great Britain pro-

pose in their place in Parliament to attempt to

prove the personal opinions of the Sovereign

unconstitutional, and the Sovereign himself, by

necessary inference, uufit to reign ; assert that

these opinions were the cause of a want of cor-

diality between him and them ; and tell Par-

liament they had resigned because they felt

thev could not consistently remain in office )/

he should see fit to act iipon such opinions I

Yet this is what our ex-Ministers have just

been doing, with reference to the high func-

tionary whom they profess to clothe with every

Ministers grounded their resignation on what

they asserted to be his personal opinions, to

meet that assertion with his own personal

denial. But how ought they to have acted

with this written protest in their hands ? Iix

England, the permission to explain is asked in

writing ; and the answer to the request, of

course also in writing, is made by a responsi-

ble minister. In the case of the explanations

of 1839 already quoted. Sir Robert Peel look

the precaution of reading in kis place Lord

Melbourne's note to him, to the efTect (hat his

Lordship had taken the Queen's pleasure upon

the subject and was authorised to signify to,

him " Her Majesty's full permission to ex-
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