
Cliarlei' reply to the Gore Distriol Council,

as the basis of the system of Responsible Go-

vernment in that Province, and ai containing

all that he denirfd. The Toronto Associa-

lionists dp:;;and what the Reformers in the

other Provinces of British North America do

not ask for, and what the Imperial authorities

declare is incompatible with monarchial innli-

tutions, and with the existing connexion be-

tween Great Britain and Canada. This is

another trumpet voice fact, which I entreat

the reader to consider deeply before he fol-

lows the Toronto Associalionists another step.

But a careful examination of what Sir V.

Metcalfe 1-r stated, will demonstrate the

agreement of his views with the resolutions of

1841. First, then, let those resolutions be

stated and understood. They are as follows,

as quoted by the late Councillors in their com-

munication lo the Governor General

;

"That the head of the Executive Govern-

ment of this Province, bi-in'r within the limits

of his Government, the Representative ofthe

Sovereign, is responsible to the Imp( riiil au-

thority alone ; but that, nevertheless, the ma-

nagement of our local affairs can only be con-

ducted by him, by and with the pssistance,

counsel, and informal ri of subordinate olh-

cers in the Province •," and " that in order to

preserve between the different branches of the

Provincidt I'arliament tiiat harmony which is

essential to the pe.ice, welfare, and ^ond go-

vernment ofthe Province, the chief advisers

ofthe Representative ofthe Sovereign consti-

tuting a Provincial Administialion under him,

ought to be men possessed of the confidence

ofthe Re. resentatives (.' the people, thus af-

fording a guarantee that the well understood

wishes and interests of the people, which our

gracious Sovereign has declared shall be the

rule ofthe Provincial Government, will, on

all occasions, be faithfully represented and

advocated."
Such are the resolutions which are called

the " Magna Charta" of Canada, and which

fcjir Charles Metcalfe is charged with having

violated in practice and in theory. Let the

reader consider their import. Do they in-

volve any thing like the demands wliich I

have shown in the preceding part of this dis-

cussion the late Councillors and the Toronto

Associationists have made of the Governor

General' Do they imply that the Repre-

sentative ofthe Sovereign must slate before-

hand his views as to his future policy in regard

to appointments toofHce, or any thing else ?—

Do they imply that H. E. must come to some

previous understanding with his advisers as to

the principle upon which the government is

to be condncted ? That he is to engage to

make only one kind of appointments ? That

he is to consult only with the leaders of the

majority ? That he is to have no correspon-

dence with persons on any ofthe affairs of the

Province, except through his" chief advi-

sers?" Th»t he in to make no offer of an ap-

pointment without consulting his Counc.l .-—

That he is not even to havealistof the ni»«i'«

of applicants for office, except in the tuti^of

«ftiM ^retary of the FroTinco ? .. ^ .*.!.

shall agrea to make the influence of hi<

advisors the rule ofdistributing the patronage

of the Crown .'

Again, do the above resnlutionn require or

imply that tho chief ndvisirs of the repre

senlalive ofthe Sover<'i;:n should 'if UuLds of

Deparlmm'.f ? I know that L'lrd IJurhain 'a

Report ivcommends it, and that Sir Charles

.^:ctcal^L> h:\s expressed his own opinion to

the same etTeat. But do tho above resolu-

tious— our Magna Charta—the only authority

recognir.ed by the Crown or House of Assem-

ljly_re()uire it ? Do those resolutions require

thattha "chief advisers" ofthe Crown shall

consistof three, or six, or nine individuals.'

Do those resolutions require any thing as to

the mod' of interconrse betv^een the Crown
and its advisers .'

Furtliermore, do those resolutions, inter

preled by tho practice of men in various and

less imporlr.nt positions in society, imply that

no act whatever—how orJiuary soever—caa

bo performed by the head of the Executive

without the formally express^'d opinion of tho

Council .' Isnot Uie fundamental principle

—

tho public " guarantee"— in those resolutions

this :—That the advisers ofthe Crown shall

consist of men who possess the confidence of

Parliament,— hav, ;,' a right to retire from

ofiice whenever, in iheir judgement, the acts

of the Kxeci.tive arc not in accordance with

the wishes of Parliament, and the Parliament

hnving a ri^Mit to influence their removal

whenever they countenance a policy adverse

to the public interests ? From this it is, I

think, obvious, that the advisers ofthe Crown
should be competent and have the right of

oflerin? advice on every act for which they

are responsible—a ri:^ht which the Governor

General has as explicitly avowed as any of

the late Councillors. But it dues not tl ere-

fore follow—taking usage as an interpreter

—

that any act performed by the Crown without

consulting its advisers, is therefore, unconali-

tutiondl. A merchant has an agent or clerk ;

and strictly speaking, that agent or clerk has

no riglit to perforin any act without the sanc-

tion °of his emplujer"; yet he may perform

many acts of which that employer is ignorant

until after they are performed ; but he is ne-

vertheless responsible for those acts, and in

most cases vo;untarily adopts the.ii after they

are thus performed. And if an agent orclerk

can do so as a matter of common u.sagn and

necessary convenience, may not a Governor

do so without the actual ndvice of his owa
subordinate ofhcers ? Those oflicers could as-

sume the acts of the Governor in either of

two ways—by recurhmending them, or by

adopting the^in, after they were performed.—

They would act alike voluntarily in both ca-

ses ; and there would be no more hardship

in the one case than in the other. It has been

rspresented as a hardship for a man to be held

responsible for an act that he did not advise.

It would be so if his responsibility were con-

pulsimj. But as un adviser ot tho (/ruwn,no

man -erd be responsible for an Executive

act,—either before or after accomplishment

unleii he chootts. He can retire lioia office


