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the earlier part of his speech, discusses (he
question as if Dn'g]ish precedents were in
point, but in the concluding portion he
aﬂ‘n'mr; that @it was contrary to the Actof
Confederation that such a power should be
vested in the Lieutenant-Governors of
Provinces.” Ile has not deemed it expe-
dient'to explain the meaning of the clause
in the British America Act which express-
ly empovwers the Lieutenant-Giovernor to
itppoint‘, “from time to time?” an execu-
tive council. - But indeed when Mr. Kerr
has arr 'wed at the conclusion that the
Leﬂlslature of Quebec “is niore in the na-
ture of & municipal council with extended
powers than a parliament,” it is almost
useless to discuss- the ' subject further.
We should like Iim to fuinish a prece-
dent fora mumcxpnl council with a respon-
blb]e mmlstl'y But further while Mr.
Kerr advances these positions he evident-
ly velies mainly on the fact that the non-
ezcx'cxse of the power of dismissal in Eng-
land in modern times affords proof of the
unconstitutionality of the Act. We may
state here that we accept Mr. Kerr's delfi-
nition of the term “unconstitutional,” and
a'dmit that a proceeding may be legal and
still may be what would be considered
unconstlt.umouwl ‘We deny, however, the
‘ apphcuhon of  the prmcxple. What ave
texmed ninisterial crises invariably arise
from a dlﬂerence between the mmlst;xy of

the day and the Cxown, or one of the two

Houses of Parlinment, or from a difference
among themse]ves The diflerences with
the Crown sometimes result in dismissal
qomeblmes in- resignation, and Mr. Kerr
only cites the cases of dismissal. Now,
let us cite him a precedent, and one ex-
actly in pomt In 1801 Mr. Pitt submitted
his advice to George I11. that a Catholic Re-
lief Bill should be introduced into Parlia-
ment. “The king refused lus consent, and
Mr. l’xtt vesigned. ~Can'any one huve the
lénst doubt that, if Mr. Pitt had.done what
no Enghqh Immster would - dream: of
doing, Viz.:. thut if 'he had introduced
such a - ‘bill, without the Royal sanction
he  would have been djsmissed? If My
DeBouchervxlle had submitted his bill in
accordance with what Mr. Todd defines,
and Mr Kerr must, know ta be consti-
tutional usage, the rvesult would - have
been l'esu,nn.tlon in consequence of the
i Lxeuten'mt Governor's refusal, or, after
full dlscussnon,altemtlons in the bill, such
ng are of every-day occurrence, or its total
abandonment - Dismissal: could not have
occurred, had the e\-mxmstexs acted con-
stitutionally. . In iact both as to the Rail-
way bill and the Tax bill, ‘the evxdence is
ovqrwhelmmg agningt. them, uud thieir.
supporters actua]ly' compldin, “of the
Lxeutenp.nt over v.;because they forced

him {o a dismissal by their own uncon-
stitutional act. We may observe here
with reference to another point, that it is,
comparatively speaking, of little import-
ance whether the proclamation was what
is termed the formnl one, proroguing Par-
liament, or the one for the despateh of
business. Ilow can any one tell that the
Lieutenant-Governor did.-not mean to
press an earlier meeting? The point that
must be kept in view is, that the Lieuten-
ant Govemor ought, as a rule, to be con-
sulted, *ahid more especmlly when his sig-
nuture or express authority is required.
Mr. Kerr states that the authorities in
the Jounxawn or ComMERCE, are not applica-
ble, and especially that the caseof Lord
Palmerston is not in point. We fear that
Mr. Kerr has failed to comprehend our
illustration. Everysingle quotation that
we made was in point, but the object of
referring to the Palmerston case was, as
clearly stated, to prove low rigidly ihe
Sovereign in England exacted submission
to hier of every despatch, and herapproval
of ‘it hefore action was taken. Mr, Kerr
dwells at considerable length on the ques-
tion of prerogative, which, after all, is not
mucl in point. No onehas argued that the
Governor-General is empowered to exer-
cise all the prerogatives of the Crown, or
that the Lieutenant Governor ean exercise
the prerogatives entrusted to the Gover-
nor-General. Tlie British Ameriea Act
defines the respective powers of each with
sufficient precision, and Lord Carnavon’s
despatch {o Lord Dufferin had special
reference to the pardon prerogative, on
which there had been adifference between
the Imperial Government and the Cana-
dian, = Let not Mr. Kerr forget that Sir
John Macdonald consented to that power
being placed in the hands of the Lieuten-
ant-Governor. Mr. Kerr's references to
George IIL’s arbitrary exercise of power
are not in point. The King exercised
that power because the ministers whom
he appointed, and who defended his acts,
had the support of the lHouse of Com-
mons_and the nation., For many years
prior tohis nccession to the throne, an oli-
garchy, composed of the heads of certain
aristoeratic families, had by Vorough and
other mﬂuences (gross corruption under
Walpole,) governed the. country,: and

George = III. succeeded . in breaking it
down.' The dismissal of 1834 was an at

tempt of the King to overthrow a minis-
try to which in the last two or three years
of ‘his reign he was bitterly hostile. He
misjudged the state. of “public opinion,
but, if we are not mistalken, Sir Robert

Pee\ obtained a small majority in En gland, -

and was benten by Scotch and Irish votes.

) Had some twenty or tlm-ty constxtuencxes

gone differently, the dismissal would have
been justified by the result. With regard
to our own crisis, be the result what it
may, we believe that no future Ministry
will treat n Lieutenant-Governor as
Lieutenant-Governor Letellier was treat-
ed. Although we think it very unfortu-
nate that any explanations beyond those
expressly authorized have been made, yet
we see nothing in any of the statements
to lead us to doubt that if' the ex-minis-
ters had submitied their measuresto the
Lientenant-Governor and discussed them _
frankly with him, the crisis might have
been avoided.

~—There were twenty-nine failures in this
cily in Mareh, with liabilities of about $700,000.
As compared with the preceding wonth there
is & marked improvement,

—~The debt of Montreal is §11,8231,786. The
treasurer's report for 1877 shows a surplus of
$65,000, every committee having spent less
than its appropriation,

— The British America Insurance Company
of Toronto has extended its maritime business
to Nouva Scotia,

— A first and final dividend of 14 cents on
the dollar has been declared in the estate of W.
J. Neelin, dealer in gents’ furnishings, Otlawa.

— The Halifux Gas Company has decided 1o
reduce the price of gas from $3 to $2.80. per

" thousand feet.

~— The Quebec and Gulf Pmls Stemmship
Company bave purchased another steamer for
their line in New York, paying therefor $22,000.

~ The Bank of New Branswick has declared
a dividend of 4 per cent. for the current half
yenr, . .

— Mr. Trow’s bill to declare Life [nsurauce
policies non-forfeitable has been withdrawn.

— J. Mussen & Co,, druggists, Quebee, have
obtained n composition nt 46 cents on the dotlar,

BUSINESS CHANGUS,

Among the business changes which have re-
cently occurred, we note the following :— .
Dissornumions.—Dignan & Smith, - general
store; Brighton, continned by W. . 8. Dignan;
Fingland & Draper, dry goods, Ottawna, con-
tinued by Benjamin Draper; Leavens, Pavsons
& Ghevrier, oils lamps, ctc, Ottawn, by retire-
ment of Jos. A. Chevrier, continued by D. I.
Leavens and G. E. Pursons; Phanenf & Mar-
cotie, general store, St. Cesaire, continued by
Mr. Phaneuf; Shuttleworth & Bro., Brantford,
continned by J. R. Shuttleworth ; Maxwell &
Graliam, general store, Chesley, continued by C.
Maxwell ; Short & Co., hardware, Woodstock,
continued by John G. short, under style of J,
G. Short & Co.; R. Finlay & Co,, general store,
Meatord, R. Finlay retives and Chas. Sheppard
continues ; Detlor & Scott, drugs, Napance,
continued by Mr. Detlor; Thompson & Free-
born, general store, West Corners, continued by
Thos. Freeborn ; 8. & J. B. Dickson, lumber,.
Pembroke, continued by J. B. Dickson ; Jack-
sou & McTavish, grocers, Lindsay ; and Mun

Scott & Annand, merchants, Halifax.
M. G. Mountain, grocer, Qucbeg, offers to com-
promise at 40 cents on the dollat. Frs. Morrow,




