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ionest heart

eould not sympathise with the spirit and anti-

coliiniul-connejiion dnclrme cheriKhtd by ilio

Toronto AwKnciniidnitts, and so expiieilly

avow'd by Mr. Ulalie. *<n iifiorwnrds nieet-

inj? wih Mr Ferirnson's speech \x\\\\<- ICin^s-

inn ChruniiU, my firiil iniiirtssicns »rre cin\-

flfiiicd.—Tlie iiniiiivt nl (he A««ocintion is

wanlinir in that S|cech. It indicntps larije

mistakes as lo mnny ofthe circorn»ta"OH« in-

volved in the qneKiion ot dilTi'rence between

Sir C. Metnalfe and Ins liile Connnil.or*, but

itabouncis in iipproprinle expressions in rogntd

to the Sovereign and her ripresenlativp, and

bows constitutionally to Imperial aiiiborily.

Mr. Fergii-on said—"The reformers of Ciina-

da will iiot be posded into unconslilutional

acts Thaj nwiil in rnnjiilenrr. thr. awnrd of

the Briliak Gneernvif.nl tind uf thtt ftritish P<iT'

liiimiint—nnd I (In tf.rihj helitve,f(jr one, they

will rtfij) (heir rixoard (Hear.")

The Toronto Associationisis having already

received the " award of the British Govern-

ntent." and virtually of the Urilisii Tarlia-

mentl and with Mr. Fercnson, " 1 do venly

believe lor one, tiiey will renp their reward."

Mr. Feri{U8on and other (rood tubjects, who

have been un.viUinirly drawn into the Toron-

to Association will doubtless be satisfied with

and support tlie " award" of the imperial au-

thority— tliougli the jouinals of the Associa-

tion kick against both the " award" itself and

the authority which his made it. It is plea-

sing however, to observe that such are not

the sentiments, and such is not the spirit of

reformers in other British Provinces. The
•' award" is declared to be all that the reform-

ers ought to desire— all that the reformers of

Nova Scotia ever asked for. The Hon. Jo-

seph How has the following remarks in the

Jfuva Scolian, on t..e late debate in the Impe-

rial Parliament:—
Imptrial PaTliumtnt Debate.—When the

packet arrived, there was a i;reat deal of ex-

ultation over Charles Willnier's report of the

Debate on Canadian affairs, in which it was

supposed that Lord Stanley had negativ.'d the

principle of Responsilile Government, as un-

der.-tood and acied upon in tins Province.—

We thought it strange that tiiis bhould be the

case, and°Bat do,-, n to a full report in the Ti-

mes, with some forebodings of inischief—some

anticipation of a recuirence to li.e unliqiinted

errors, and the intolerant spirit of which these

Colonies, in t'ormer times, Imd so much rea-

son tocomplcin As we advunoed, we were

agreenlily surprised to find hord Stnnley

reading l-ord Uurbur.i's report, and Lord .lolui

Hussell's Despaichf s, and boldly uvowinL' l:i«

concurrence in the principles, ns acted upon

in Niiva Scotia f..r the last fov.r yeaas. What

he objects to is :

'1st. Toe restriction of the prerogative

in al! internal ufiars, ai-d

"a>l. The deinind of a stipnhtion from n

Governor, ns to the mode in .vhicli lie s^nuiUl

in ai: caries, f xercise the prerogative in Iho

disiritiut on oi [
aiioiiiiije.

»' No iiifempt Ims ever been niarfe, in Nova-

3Colla,tod<j eiiier of those things to which

LuxU tJtatiley ubjectf.

" The whole (one of this debate isexeetlent

—the pentinienli Ihrcuglioul will be regrarded

with satisraclum by those who seek, and have

ever soujjhi, ncthing more Ihan the prnciical

appliciiiion ot the principles o( lesponsibilily,

Willi en'ite seciirity to public liberty, and the

vigorous e.xercite of all the royul preroga-

tives."

It now only remains for me to recapttulat*

the several instances in which the late Coun-
cillors have departed from I'ritisli nssge.

1

.

It was contrary toBritish usbge lor them
to remain in olfioe twenty-four hours, much
less weeks or months after the head of the

Kxeculive had performed acts or made ap-

pointments which they did not chose to justi-

fy before Parlmment and before the country.

2. It was contrary to British ueage for

them to complain of and condemn a policy or

acts to whii'l. they had become voluntary par-

lies by their voluntarily continuing in office.

3. It was ccnirary to British usage for

them to go to the Sovereign to discuss the

principles and debate policy, instead of ten-

dering their resignations for his past acts.

4. It was contrary to British usage for

them to demand of the Bovereigi. an exposi-

tion of his intended fuluie policy , much more

to demand from him an understanding or en-

gngement that his policy slioUid be such a*

" Would not be prejudicial to their influence."

5. It was contrary to British usage for

them to carry on such a negotiation with the

Sovreign without furnishing him with their

propositions and demands in writing. Lord

Stanley's apprehensions on account of their

not having been compelled to do so, have been

filly realized.

6 It was contrary to British usage for

them to resign on account of any alleged the-

or es or opmions entertained by the Sove-

reign, instead of resigning upon his specific

act or sets.

7. Finally, it was contrary to British

usitge for them to come before Parliament

with an explanation of the grounds of Iheir

resignation, without having the concurrence

of the Sovereign in the fuels of that explana-

tion, much more to give an explanation in the

teeth of tlie protest of ihe Suvereijjn, to im-

peach the principUs of the Sovereign, and

gubseqtiei Iv to get up political organ iiatione

airttlnst him.

I have t. us finished the painful part of my
task. 1 Bliall not leave the evils wh'ch I

have poin!ed out without proposing a remedy

and the interests and duty of fiie people re-

sprdinj It, will uethesubjeelof m.t next and

5uno.uding number.

NUMHEtt IX.

It row remains fir nie L. shew, "That it

i-i liu' iluiv aioi llie iiil-reSt of tile pei.ple of

(^iiiad: 1 1 miiHa'n tho-ie vews ishich th.7

linve alwiiv prfefvd.nnd which Sir CJliar-

lei .Melcali'e "hai luoA lAplicitly and fully

.ivnvved."

Wliat vie"n (he I'pople of ^'amdn have pro-

fVssed and Sir C. Metcalfe has avdWiC, I have

gUttwu iu the pieoed.ng pailol thisdiscussiwa

nil


