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Had the constitution been in any real sense a 
“transcript” of the constitution of Great Britain, the 
assembly might have fallen back upon the power 
of the purse as an effective method of political con­
trol. But this remedy, under the system in vogue, 
was inadequate, owing to the fact that the assembly 
possessed only a limited power over the finances of 
the colony. The Crown was in enjoyment of a per­
manent civil list. Exclusive of the revenue from the 
clergy reserve.it had at itsdisposal a patronageof fifty 
thousand pounds a year. Local expenditure within 
the province was under the direction of magistrates 
appointed by the Crown meeting inQuarter Session.1 
The legislative council itself claimed the right to 
reject, and even to amend, the money bills passed 
by the representatives of the people. Under such 
circumstances the House of Assembly found itself 
deprived of any effective means of forcing its wishes 
upon the administration.2 Quite early in the history 
of the period, it had vigorously protested against 
the impotence to which it was reduced. In an ad­
dress presented to the acting governor in 1818, the 
assembly drew attention to the “ evil that must re­
sult from the legislative and executive functions 
being materially vested in the same persons, as is 
unfortunately the case in this province, where His 
Majesty’s executive council is almost wholly com-

1 See in this connection C. Lindsey, Life and Times of William 
Lyon Mackenzie (1802), Vol. I., pp. 330-2.

3 Kingsford, Vol. IX., pp. 210 et seq.
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