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Ified with the adlvice tenderei to lIer
"' if either fi-om the suggestions of her owyn

mid, or f•ori objections which may he
"suggestcd ta Hier (by the Prince Con-
Isort), Her M1ajesty is of opinion that she
<'ivilinat acept thei advice of the respon-
«sible Minister of the Crown, the course,
Ilof thé Croown and the Minister is equally
"open., The course of the Crovn is to Te-
'<fuse to accept that advice of the Minis-

ter anid the inevitable consequence to
the Minister would be the tender«of his
resignation."
Theré is a long extr'act in Todd tothe

saine effect from Lord 13roughani's lis-
torical Sketches, fron which we shall only
inake a briefextract:

"t is not denied that G corge the Third
souglit to rule too inuch, it is not main-
tained that he had a right ta be par-

*petually sacrificing all other cansidera-
tions ta the preservation or extension of'
his prorogative ; but that lie only dis-
charged the duty of his station, by

«thinking for himself, acting according
ta lis conscientious opinions, and using

bihs influence for giving these opinions
«efécticannot be denied;"

ind not multiply authori-
* tes on a point on whiche there is

i ference amog English Staes-
mlein. It seems clear ta us tait, owing

theenutira concurrence of opin-
ion between the Lieutenant-Governors o'
t Province of Quebec antecedent ta
Lieutenant-Governor -Letellier, and the
ministers' ith whom they had. ta act, the,
lattei fell'into the. habit of ignoring the
Lieutenant-Governor altogether. That
thereva's an omission on the part of the
en-ministers to make a proper subnission
of the raihvay bill, vitl the reasons for
its adoption, ta the Lieutenant-Governor
we Can have no doubt after reading Mr.

* Chapleahu's speech. There is anothier part
ofa Mr. Chapleau's speech, which in our
judgient is fatal ta the ex-ministeis'
position.- It is as follows t- On the occa-
sion ofi the interview on tlie 28th Febîruary,
hetween the Lieutenant Goverior and
the Premier, the latter said; If 1 under-
stand inyself you are hesitating about,
giving your sanction ta the Quebec, Mont-
ea Ottwa and Occidental Rlailway."

'l leutennt-Gvernor saidl, "That's
it." On which M. Chapleau renarks,

"p t nta une we thioughit thîat the only
Iconsequence oif the misunderstanding
lich seemed to have arisan abtween
t-e irst mnister and the head af the
!xecuth'e would be the demand by the
latter for the reservation of the railway
billfoi- the conidaratian aif IHis xcel
'eythe Gavernor GeneraL" Lse-

e pleau statêS, "Ii reily

"T will siinply say. st. That the De
" Boucherville Governinent nover advised
«lJis Excellencyon the subjectfor ie vcîry

simple r'cason that thei vecr disinissed
"before they had the opportunity of doing
«sa. 2nd. Thii i it haEl hadc the oppor-
« tunity, the DeBoucherville Go'riîinent
'<woeuld have advised His Excellency to

r yefer the sanction 'of the law in que-t on
« ta the Governtior-General as our Consti-
" tution enporered himi to -do." These
are nost extraordinary statemen ts foi' ane
m'ho professes ta be a strict. supporter of
Responsible government. We sliould like
ta be furnished writh a precelent tvithin
the last century and a lial for the disal-
lowance of a bill under sinilar circum-
stances. On Ivliat pretext could the
Lieutenant-Coverluor hiave referred the,
bill for the sanction of' the Govarnoi-
General? Sir John Macdonald wîho, as
Minister of Justice, had first to deal with
such cases, distinctly refiused ta assun
the responsibility :of disposiig of ques-
tions with which the Local Goverinnents
and Legislatutres were carmpetent to deal.
It has never been pretended that there
vas iii the opinion of tie ex'ministers any

necessity for -esërving this bill. Theiir
recommeiîdation toreserve it, would have
been sinply rdevaco oi' escapiîig froi a
diiìculty in whichithcy became involved,
oaving tteir original nitakie in egleCt-
ing ta obtain eli sanction of the Lieu ten
ant Govoror ta the init-oduction of the
bill. WVe aie apt to forget -ihen diecuss-
ing this question, t the consequ ence
a' th late i'uptui'e has been, that
everytbing bas <becoue public, and
we have hald very fuil explanations o the
views of bath parties ta the controversy.,
lad there been no. rupture everything
would have been sinuded in s ecy.

Let us anjuire lvhat ivould have been the
corsequenca lad e t ex-ininisters consult-
ed tle Lieùtengt -Gveno<' on the i-ail
Way bilu; as theyfferé in duty bouid to cla
it is clear that withx his string opinion that,
the bill vas* '%ntra-y ta the pi-inciples ai'
halv and justice," ha wO.ld have refused
his consent to its itroduction, an whili
the ministers vould have been bound
constitutioially ta have abandoned their
bill ai' to liave 'esigndin whicl lattair
case the crisis w-dulIý have taken place b:
fore the commencaeunt of instead of at
the end of the" sesion. Judging fromi
their ieadiness aitlié last mnoment t
serve or virtually abandon their billI they
would pîobably have consented nover ta
introduce it. We wil, hovevr, foir he
sake of aguinent assume tha1 hey lIad
persuaded the Lieutaeant-Governor that
his objections e ni a a that
theychadoebtained hi' ant toir dce

the bill, and had carried-it-through both
houses, can it for a mmaient be imîaginied
that they would themselves have proposc-d
its reservation? tHrac tle Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor miade sneh a proposition, could they
vith propriet-y have assunmed the rapon.
sibility of advising such a course ? Mr.
Chapleau lias laid doivn very precisely and
very correctly the doctrine of ministerial
i-esponsibility mil has shcwn that for the
disenissal of the ex-ministers, and all sl.
sequenit acts, thel niw iinisters lust be
held r-esponsible. This is sound contitiu.
tional lar, but if a bill introduced witli
the sanction of the Lieutenant-Governo
and cairried through bath haises had been

dduenly reserved, we fel assired tait
the infrence wîould iaIv ben thoat the
advice oftlhe ministers liad not been takenî.
It is simnpI :baurd to suppose tlat any
iiinistiry woild iitroduce an iiportanit
mîensure i ke this railwally bill, carry il
through bath houses, and then abandon il.
It inay be said that in advising the' reser-
vation ofthe bill they relied witb conli-
dnce on its final passage. Tley werenot,
ein titled ta foi-ni any such opinion. Bese--
vation isa mere forni ofdisalloivance equîi-
valent ta the English foi-ni, the King or
Queen %vill consider Ila te bill. Thera are.
not na1i precedents ii Canada foi- the <a-
jection by the Representative of the Crowvi
of bills wlhich ad. passed bath Iouses,
none' we iimagiie since.the introduction
ofi'lesposible gover-nment, unless the bill
was of such a character that the governor
fait bound by the Royal instructions to
resaive it. As ta the foirn, hovever, tlhere
is a case in point. In 1S43 the Liberal
administration lad carried a bili affect.
ing the meîeiners. of reciet societies,
wlich -waos la only introduced with tlie
concu-rence 'of Lord Metcalfe, but was
actually presse ulion the miiistry by hîimî
as less objectionable than the orgiîuial
muinisteriIl poposition îhiclh mas tofolloiw
the Inglislhiaprecedentof' an lddress front
tue Conuions ta tl G îovei-î o cquesting
hini ta discounage snch societies. No in-
timation>ivas given af the probable dis-
alloalice o' the bill, but the Govemi-oi at
the close if the sassion reserved it foi
Hler Majesty's consideration, and this was
clearly iunderstood by every one ta ba
equivalen t to disallow-ahce,and tlhe bill
w-as never uigain heird ao, any mnre tlai
tle. late raihî-a bill vill be if thelieut-
enant-Goienoi lias any.influence over its
fate. Itis in ourjudgment quite impossi-
ble that the ex-iinisters cen shelter
themsel ves under the ple; that they would
have advied thiereseivation iof' the bill.
The more caefully tlhis untonard afflair is
examiied te ai-e lea il ippéiir
thit ahI the irregihlarity îici lias attedÇd


