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as, not to, convince the friends of NIr. Mercier or the justice or the
act of the i6th or Deceiliber, i8gi, but to show that, it is quite pos-
sible that two acts, apparently the saine, may yet bc widely différent
in esçential points, in tlicir very nature and results.

The Crown or its representative has a perfect riglit, under the
constitution, to disiniss a govertinient. But all admit that this
ri-lit is restricted within vcry narrow linlits and should ilever bc ex-

ercised but for misons of the gravest and iiiost extraordinar), char-
acter. Danger Io the State or the publie welf*.ire alonc justifies the

dismissal froili office of a ministry : this has becii licid hyall coliteni-
porary authorities on the subject in Great Britain during the present,

reiý-il. Wcre the causes that led to, the dismissal of the iiiiiiistry in
1878 and in i8oi identical or ilot, ? Were the danger.,; duit thrcatcncd
the State at these respective periods exactly the same ? This is the
whole question in a nut-shell, and this is the question duit iiiust bc

satisf«ictorily iilsverect before we can undertalze to pass judgnient
on Lieutenant-Goverilor Ailý,,ers' actýOii. It is quite clear that the

Lieutenant-Governor did not consider the cases analogous. We cail
analyse the circunistances of cach case ; we iiiay believe, that Mr.
Angers was wrong in i8gi, in censurincr the Mercier rétrime a ba
extravagant, dishotiest and a menace to the coninion wcal, and

punisliable by dismissal frosil oflice, whilst proclaiming that the dis-
missal of de Boucherville %vas iniquitous and unconstitutional. But

this is radier a discussive view of tile position and docs ilot, toucli
the vital po , ints at ail. Mr. Angers conscientiotisly believeci, and
docs so still, that'de Botielierville's ministry Nvas wromrfully dismissed,

whilst lie is as rirnily utider the belief that NIercier's govemment
deserved dismissal. All his enemies can pretend is that his appre-

ciation of the circunistances is %vrong : his sincerity and reasonilig
cannot bu iniptigned. To attenipt to inipugn theni would bc

tantainotint to proclaiming that because, ),cars ago, lie protested
against tlic punislinient of an innocent party, lie has no right to-day

to, inflict punisliment on a guilty mie.
1 will now returii to the subject of my sketch where 1 left off.
Fallen froni power in 1878, Mr. Angers restimed the practice, of

his profession witli keen alacrity, Iccepiii- his cye all the while, on the
trend of the political crisis, which lie se, powerfully aided in bringing
to, an issue. His friends; importuned him to return to, his post as


