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l stated by Mr.

Lufontaine—we also protest against H s Ex-

cellency's explanation." Mr. Hinck« says,

that the answer of his Excellency to the ex-

Councillors, " is not a protest against expla-

nations being' made, but against the argu-

ments made use of by Mr. Lafontaine and his

colleagues.
"

Now, 1 would ask any man of common
genre—nay, any boy that can read English—

what the " explanations" and " arguments"

of the late advisers consisted of but a. statetnent

offacts ; and what a "protest" against that

"explanation" and those " arguments" was,

but a denial of that statement of facts .' The

late advisers have asserted long and loud,

that they resigned upon certain facts, and

yet they tell us that a protest against their ex-

planation, is not a protest against any fact

stated by them ! From the sense in which

Mr. Hincks appears to use the word " argu-

ments," we are left to infer that the explana-

tion of the late advisers consisted in r string

of syllogisms (curious materials for the ex-

planation of facta '.), and that Sir Charles

Metcalfe protested against the materials em-

ployed in the explanation, but not against an

explanation being made. It is by such sole-

sisras—they do not rise to the rank of soph-

isms—that the accusers of Sir Charles at-

tempt to enlist the public against hi:n.

Mr. Baldwin says, the " dit^'erence in the

views of the respective parties led to the

disruption." No one doubts this. Of course

no disruption would have taken place had no

difference of views existed But ihat in not

the question. The three-fold question is,

first, wKat statement of vjews did his Excel-

lency consent that his lata advisors should

make? I have shewn in the second number

of these articles, that he did not authorise

them to make the statement which they

made, and that their doing so without such

authority is fraught with dangerous conse-

quences. The second question is, what their

statement of allegation proved.' I have

shewn in the third number, that it was nei-

ther proved, nor true. The third question is,

is his Excellency's statement correct.' 1

have adduced Messrs. Baldwin and Hincks

as witnesses to the unexceptionable accuracy

Were 1 addressing the jury of twelve men

m X court of lustice, 1 might confidently rest

the whole case here ; but addressing, as 1 am,

the jury of the coi ntry through the press,

I will proceed further, and notice Sir Charles

MetcalfL's statements in detail, as I have

those of his late advisers. His Excellency a

general statement is contained in the follow-

ing words ;

—

.

"The Governor General protest? against;

the explanation which those gentlemen pro-

pose to offer to Parliament, as omitting en-

tirely the actual and prouiinent circuimtan-

ces which led to their resignation, and aa

conveying to Parliament a misapprehension

of his sentiments and intentions which have

no foundation in any pari oi Uis conduct, an-

Icsa his refusal to make a virtual surrender

of the Prerogative of the Crown to the Coun-

cil for party purposes, and his anxiety ia d<A

justice to those who were injured by the ar-

rangements attending the Union, can be re-

garded as warranting such a representation,

and which is calculutid to injure him without

just cause, in the opinion of the Parliament

and people, on whose confidence he places

his sole reliance for the successful adminis-

tration of the Government."
I have already examined the late advisers'

representation of his Excellency's "senti-

ments and intentions" in several respects.

His Excellency's statement that they had
" omitted the actual and prominent circum-

stances which led to their resignation," has

never, as far as I have read their speeches and

writings, been denied by any one of them.

On thi"s most important point they have been

profoundly silent ; and well they might be,

as will soon appear.

Let us now consider " the actual and pro-

minent circumstances which led to their re-

signation," as stated by the Governor Gene-

ral. His Excellency says—" On Friday, Mr.

Lafontaine and Mr. Baldwin came to the

Government House, and after some other

matters of business, and some preliminary

remarks as to the course of their proceeding,

demanded of the Governor General that ho

should agreo to make no appointmerit, end

no offer of an appointment without previous-

ly taking the advice of the council ; that the

list of candidates should in every instance bo

laid before the Council ; that they should re-

commend any others at discretion; and that

the Governor General in deciding, after tak-

ing their advice, should not make any ap-

pointment piejud.cial to their ainfluence."

This demand., as a whole, the Governor Ge-

neral interpreted as implying " that the pa-

tronage of the Crown should be surrendered

to the" Council for the purchase of parliamen-

tary support." To this demand, " The Go-

vernor GeneirJ replied, that he would not

take any such stipulation, and could not de-

grade the character of his office, nor violate

his duty, by such a surrender of the preroga-

tive of the Crown." His Excellency's /acrj

are admitted by Messrs. Baldwin and Hincka

—though they do not Hue hia interpretatioa

of those facts, namely, that they involve "tha

surrender of the patronage of the Crown

to the Council for the purchase of parliamen-

tary support ? But how many oi those facts

did the late Councillors state in their parlia-

mentary "^explanations " They stated only

on", and omittod the others, which his Excel-

lency declares were "the circumstances

which led to their resignation," that they sta-

ted but one of these lacts in their explana-

tion, is clear notonly from an examination of

"SI
Mil

it but from the resolution of the House of

Assembly founded upon it, which expressed

" the deep regret felt by thi? House at the

retirement of "certain members of the Protm-

cial Administration, on the question of iketr

riakl to be consulted on what this House un-

h"=;t.-.t!nc!v s.vow« to bo the prerogative of

the Crown—a])pointmeat8 to otlice, and fur-

ther to assure his Excellency that their advo*
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