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always believed that the remliness witli which

leading RofortncrHCuiiMcnted to join the Coali-

tion fully attests the fact that their vote was

not of the very fcri(jua character attributed

to it by Mr. Penny. As for the statement at

foot of page 5, tliat Confederation was

" invented" at that time to rally juirties round

the same Hag, it \» well known, and the author

evenmlmits, that it was brcaclieil by Mr. (Salt

and his colleagues years before, and if it

became a matter of joint policy in IHfil, we

may fairly consider it due, as we stated before,

in a great measure to the deliberations of the

Brown Constitutional Committee.

It is by no means an established fact that

" England hates coalitions." And we can

scarcely see why ours should in any case be

called ar " immoral combination." States-

}nen in all countries have, from time to time,

coalesced for moral objects, and we fail to

observe anything seriously immoral in the

preparation of an ehiborate form of Federal

Union for these Provinces. Ministers have

announced and explained the'r reasons for

declining to suijuiit the scheme to a popular

vote, and, on the whole, their arguments have

convinced us that, had the jilan been te.-ited

liv a popular vote, while it would umloubtedly

liave been carried, therebv saving much
of the present opposition to the scheme; still,

the difficulties of settling orameTiding details

at the hustings would have retardeel a Onion

at a critical juncture in our political condi-

tion. Tlic dangers of a phhiscititm in the

preparation of a constitution, wei'e amply, and

we think satisfactorily exposed, by Hon. Mr.

McGee at the Cartier banquet witiiin a few

jiionths.

That the Coalition was " a personal bar-

gain to give some colour of public spirit to

Confederation," and that it was "invented'^

to seal this pretended "personal bargain,"

we fairly and squarely deny; and the conduct

of the Reformers in the Cabinet during last

session, and of their large 'najority of sup-

porters, even under the pressure of Mr.

Brown's attacks, furnishes a guarantee that

they acted in perfect good faith in carrying

out the special object fjr which the Coalition

was originally formed.

As to the casual introduction of the Postal

Subsidy question and Sectarian grants to the

Churches of Rome and England—we really

cannot appreciate their importance in this

argument. In all deliberative balies, when

the ruling party is supported by a powerful

majority, dilfereiit interests must lie con-

ciliated ; and liowevcr much the Reformers of

Canada may feel scandalized at the allowance

of an equitable ix)stal subsidy to our Railways

by His Excellency in Council, or tlie grant of

a few hundred dollars to a deserving Univer-

sity, the present (Jovernment have in that

respect merely fjllowcd the usual custom, or

the numerous examples given by their prede-

cessors in office.

The Commissioners appointed in December

18Gt, to enqaire into the payments 'obe made
f!)r jiostal service by Railway, oH'cr the fil-

Inwing opinion in their able repirt ti> His

Excellency, dated 2'Jth March, 1865.

" That the power reserved to Your Excel-

"lency in C(juncil to fix the rates to be paid fur

"Railway Postal Service, is a qnusi-JiKlicidl

"power, and should be exercised acconlingl}',
" IS so clear in itself, and has been so exi)licitJy

"declared by Your Kxceliency in ('uuu(m1, and
" by successive Ministers of tlicCi"own, that it

"does not seem to the Commissionets to be now
"open to discussion."

Tliis power has thus been exercised by

Lord Monck from time to time, and as it is

" a qnasi-jmlidal power,^^ we fancy that no

very grave crime has been committed. In

the case alluded to by the author—the matter

was, we are informed, thoroughly sifted by

a Committee of the Executi ve Council, and

the postal subsidy was re-arranged to meet an

equitable demand of the Company. The dis-

cussion in Parliament with regard to certain

special sectarian grants, resulted, as the

author must recollect, in the thorough justi-

fication of the Government in placing the

ai lounts in the estimates.

The Buffalo and Lake Huron Amalgama-

tion Bill can surely not be quoted as a party

question. The House was very evenly .iivided

on several occasions, and if some few members

had been induced by sound reasoning during

the recess to change their votes, how can Mr.

Penny lay tiie blame at the door of the Coali-

tion ? We cannot believe that lie is serious iii

considering the vote on that Bill as one tor

which the Government can be accused of

wrong-doing. In fact he admits that "the
" divisions on this Bill were not absolutely

" identical with the lines of political parties."

[f so, why in all seriousness include them in

his Bill of Indictment? The last reproach

of that character, is, that the present Govern-

ment re-appointed Messrs. Delisle, Brehaut,
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