
flutnco; we must hold your Excellency to

your word." He would tbui have no diBcre-

tion, but must either be tdeir " tool, " or vio

late the honor of hii word. It is thus that

thoir required " understanding" or "stipula-

tion"—the condition on which they suspend-
ed their continuance in oflice—Hid imply the

upremacy of the Council and the nullity of
the Crown. How true then is the statement
of the Governor General in his reply to the

address of the Gore District Council, that
" the resignation of those gentlemen proceed-
ed from my refusing to agree to certain stipu-

lations which it was unconstitutional for them
lo demand, and a compliance with which was
iqipossible on my part, as, in my judgement,
it rvould have involved a surrender of the pa-

tronage to them for party purposes,—an act

to which 1 would never agree. In no other
respect was the question of Responsible Go-
Ternment involved in their resignation."

But under the constitutional operation of
Responsible Government, the advisers could
ay to the Crown, in case of any proposed ap-

pointment, " we are not prepared tojustify it :

it is with the Crowp to exercise its rights and
do its pleasure : but in view of it, wc must
tender our resignation ; and leave others to
assume the responsibility of it." It would
then be with the crown to consider not mere-
ly whether it desired to make such an appoint-
ment, but whether it was more anxious to
make it than to retain its present .idvisers

;

and whether, if other advisers were called to

its assistance, they would be sustained by par-
liament. Thus the Crown would be free :

and yet the parliament would liave a cli«ck

.
upon its acts. This is the constitutional check
of Responsible Government. The former was
an unconstitutional demand of the late Coun-
cillors. This leaves the prerogative invio-
late : the former makes it a " nullity." This
Sir Charles Metcalfe acknowledsrea : the for-

mer he resists. Ought lie not then to be sup-
ported .'

1 have still another witness, although I do
not need his testimony. I will give it for the
edification of the reader, and as an illustra-
tion of my argument. Mr. George Brown,
Editor of the Glolic, and organ of the Toronto
Association, thus delivered kimsef in a speech
on the aoth of March :—" The Cabinet Min-
ister of England is no hireling—he is not the
head clerk of a public office, whose advice is

asked when wanted, to be unheeded when gi-
ven,—he is not the plastic non-enity conde-
scendingly to bo consulted on matters of
"adequate importance:" (laud cheers:) but
he is the life, the moving power of esrery
wheel in the whole machinery ofgovernment
—he is the very Government itself. Still the
minister does not one single act in his own
name, or for his own benefit— all ia in the
name of the Sovereign. The Cabinet Coun-
cil as a party or as a power in the state, is

perfectly unknown— it is the Executive of the'
Crown—the mouth-piece of the Sovereign.

—

Tuougli the ministers aione aic ies])onBit.iie,

they appear in no shape as a party. The So-

vereign and the Cabinet together form one
power in the Slate—Royalty is practically
embodied in the British Constitution."—
(Cheers.)

Ii appears then that the British woik has
been sadly astray in sayincr, " King, Lords
and Commons." Mr. George Bro.'n will
teach them better. They should Hay, '• King
and Cabinet to^etAer, Lords and Commons."
In this partnership ofpower between the " So-
vereign and the Cabinet," Mr. George Brown
will teach them how little is permitted to the
former, and how much ia the property of the
latter. The Cabinet Minister is not only the
"mouthpiece" of the Executive,*but the mo-
ving power," the " life," " the very Govern-
ment itself," and :he Sovereign is less than
"a tool"— a mere name to be used by the Ca-
binet Minister to endorse and give prompt to
his acts. Sr.ch is the " loud cheers" doctrine
of the Toronto Associationists. And no won-
der, thei, that Mr. George Brown's newly
imported patriotic ire burst forth against Sir
C. Metcalfe, for " trying to strike a deadly
blow at the poioer and ifficiencij of the Provin-
cial Executive Council," because he resisted
their pretensions to be not only the " mouth-
piece," but the "life," the " moving power "

the " very government itself," a»d himself to
be a name in form, and a nullity in practice.
The words of Junius—oddly enough quoted
by one of the Toronto Association''or;Uor8—
were never so appropriate in the Cabinet en-
croaching days in which they were written
as on the present occasion :—" VVe havQ no-
thing to fear from prerogative, but every thins
from undue influence."

Before the completion of this discussion I
trust the people of Canada will more fully ap-
preciate the sentiments oi Junius, and the
conduct of Sir Charles Metcai.fk, as the
equal-justice protector of their constitutional
rights and public liberties.

NUMBEK V.

Dr. Paley'a refutation of Hume's celebrated
sophism against miracles is the shortest argu-
ment in that most admirable work— TAc evi-
dences of Christianity. Dr. Paloy '» exposition
of It does not occupy three pages ; and his
mathematical demonstration of its falsity oc-
cupies less than one pige. The most impor-
tant argument, therefore, in that unrivalled
work IS the shortest. So, if my argument in
this paper should be much shorter than that
which 1 have advanced in each of the pre-
ceding papers, its importance will not be in
proportion to its length, but in proportion to
its brevity.

The fourth proposition which I propose to
demonstrate is—" That the question at issue
Oelween the late Councillors and Sir Charlib
Mbtcalfe, according to the statement of cer-
tain vftkemstlves and others of their own par-
ty, on different occasions is not that which Mr
Baldwin stated to the House of ..qstembln and
on which, the vot& of the .Isstmiibj waspredUa-
led.
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