
for them to have decided in favour of the one

or the other upon such evidence, or rather

«uch absenoo of all evidence, was aa unpre-

cedented as it wai unjust, and wn» sucii a de-

cision ag no inferior Court in the hud would

have been disposed or dared tfc make.

It lta« been slated that one of the movers

of the resolution in question, Iins said, ihdihe

saw the House wavering, and that he pressed

it to a vote before the members had time to

draw back. It is not surprisintj; that a llror-

ough " party man"—a man who prefers par-

ty to justice—should pursue auch a course,

and exult in its succcas. Nor i< it surprismj^

that the House was"' wavering" under such

circumstances ; it would hav^i been surpris-

ing had it been otlierwi.-- '• As liic case was

a new one, and as the members of the Assem-

bly could not possibly have acquainted tliem-

selves with the min\ite of IJritisli Parliamen-

tary practice in such cases, it is not surpris-

ing that they were led on by pr.rty to adopt

such a course. But it will be burprising if,

hfler a calm review of the whtle all'iir, and a

minute investigation of nil llie facts of the

question .hey do not waver back to the posi-

tion of doing justice between man and man

—

cf doing to the Governor General as they

would be done by in similar cases—of acting

in harmony with the practice of British lles-

pon:.ible Government. It bus been said, " to

err is human, to forgive divine /'those mem-
bers of t!ie Assembly who have in this case

done what is " human," are not asked to do

what is " divine." No crime has been com-
mitted ; no forgiveness is sought or needed.

But they are asked—and 1 have no doubt but

a just and honest country will ultimately re-

quire it to be done— to retrace what is " hu-

man" so far back to what is " divine" as to

do justice to an upright, a generous, and aa
unjustly implicated man.

tope has said, for a man to acknowledge
his error is only to acknowledge that he ia

wiser to-day than he was yesterday. What
is true of individuals ia true of collections of

individuals; and I ana niuch mistaken if the

members of the llouae of Assembly—after

the lapse of so many days—will not bo wiser

neit session liian they wero tiie last. 1 am
also inclined to believe that several, if not all,

of the late Ccunsollors— alter their unexpect-

edly long retirement from the cares and per-

plexities of office— will bL> found more judi-

cious, more experienced, better (juaiifitd, aiid

more disposed to appreciate and adhere to the

British principles and practice of Responsible

Government, than they were last session.

But there is another iinomaly still in this

proceeding—another prima ficio evidence

that the late Counsellors have failed to cstab-.

lish the allegations which tlicy have maJit a-

gainst the Governor General. It is the per-

plexity—the futtle-fish muildincss— in which
they have iny ^ived the whole alFair. Who in

Canada, for weeks after their resignation,

could comprehend the'r real dilfereuces with
she Governor General' nnd Jirtt n few still

unable to define them. The " Toronto Re-
form: Association" has echoglcd ita pupils to_

Icrably well into the mystery—at least so far

aa ringing the changes on certain words and
jjhr.ises, and vociferous denunciations, evince

proficiency; butevcn with such a school of

public instruction on the siibjict, many are

unable to perceive anything more than coii-

fuajd and undeliiied images of East India na-

boLism and West India negroism— the staple

elequenco of the Association. Now such

obscurity—such confusion— is never witnes-

sed in any question of defined and proved

."j-cts. The inference, tl'.erefore, is inevitable,

that their iiicta were neither specific nor pro-

ved.

That such was the light in which they

were viewed, not only by unexperienced Ca-

nadian minds, but by the most acute and ex-

perienced statesmen, is obvious I'rom a recent

letter written by the honble. Josuph Howe, of

Nova Scotia, and publ'slied in several of the

Canadian papers. Mr. Howe was reported to

have said in one of his speeches in the Nova
bcotia House of Assembly, tliat " the difficul-

ties in Canada h;ui arisen from n. hunglinirail'

7ninislratiun." Mr. Howe, in a letter addres-

si'd to Mr. Hincks, and dated Hiilifnx, April

29, 161-1, explains as fullows: " The conflict-

ing statements put forth by the Governor
General and his ex-C^Jounsellors, rendered it

difficult for some time to judge what the real

points at issue were—the facts of the case,

upon which alone an opinion could be formed,

not being admitted on both sides. It was in

reference to this cor.trariely of statement that

I s^d in answer to some speaker who sought
to ,aow that the Canadian and Nova Scotia

cases were strictly analagous, that the matter

had been so " bungled" in Canada, that it was
difficult to say wliethfr such an inference

could be fairly drawn. This is all that was
said or intended ; and the observation was
only meant to apply to the then involved

state of the controversy, and used without any
desire to charge blame upon either of the par-

ties whose opposing statements rendered it

difficult at the moment to form a correct de-

cision, and most desirable to keep the simple

fact upon which the retirements were b(>3ed,

fre(.> from any theoretical dispute about gene
ral principles which it did not necessarily in

volve."

Now, if the acute mind and practised eye of

the father of ResjiOnsible Government in Bri

tish North America, could only discover in

the Canadian " case of lacts," " conilicling

Btatements,"—" opposing statements,"

—

»
" matter so bun^rled"—" theoretical disputes

about general principles," could even /le have

discovered any ^;ruo/'of the allegations against

his Excellency ? Yet u|)un this case of" con-

flicting statements," and a " matter so bung-

led," do the late Counsellors demand a ver-

dict of the country a;;ainst Sir Charles Met-

calfe as an enemy of Re.sponsible Govern-
ment ! Would the reader, as a juryman, con-

vict a known pickpocket ujion such "bung-
led" and " opposing statements.'" much less

the llrprfaetii.iiive nt' his BoToreigu against

his own declarations
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