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minds of the French inhabitants the sentiment of
their national solidarity. Excluded from the control
of the executive government, the French fell back
upon the assembly in which they commanded an
casy and permanent majority. Nor were they,
although in opposition, altogether powerless against
the government. The public revenue of Lower
Canada during the period under review was raised,
in part by virtue of imperial statutes,' in part by
the provincial legislature itself. To these sources of
income were added the *casual and territorial ”
revenue of the Crown arising from the Jesuits’
Estates, the postal service, the land and timber sales
and other minor items. The duties raised by the
imperial government,” together with the casual and
territorial revenue, were inadequate to meet the
public expenditure, and it was necessary, therefore,
to have recourse to the votes of supply passed by
the House of Assembly. The House of Assembly,
dominated by the French-Canadian party, made
full use of the power thus placed in its hands. It
insisted (1818) that the detailed items of expendi-
ture should be submitted to its consideration. It
asserted its claim to appropriate not merely the
revenue raised by its own act, but the whole
expenditure of the province. It insisted on voting
the civil list from year to year, refusing to vote a
permanent provision for the salaried servants of the
1 14 Geo, 111 ¢. 88, and later 3 Geo. IV, ¢, 119
3 The appropriation of this revenue was surrendered in 1831.
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