THE UNION AS IT AFFECTS UPPER CANADA.

influcnce which the opiuons of the people as
cxpressed by their representatives ought to
have upon tho Government, the popular power
does not and cannot extend to absolute control
upon the Government by other means than
positive violence, which 1s productive of too
many calamitics, and of too much positive evil
to be slightly resorted to.

T'he refusal of supples, as respects the Civil
List in this country, never has had any effect
which the well-founded remonstrances of the
representative body would not in themselves
have had; very much injustice, great oppression
to individuals has been occasioned by the mea-
sure; but 1t always has been, and always must
be, meffectual for the intended purpose. Nay,
1t 18 less than meffectual, for the evils created
thereby raise up a stiong antagonist principle,
and the public evil becomes so great, and tho
injustice and cruelty of the procceding so appa-
rent, that the destruction of all liberty is the
consequence, one not brought about merely by
theappliance of power from abroad, but asscnted
to and maintained by the people themselves,

Why then lose the advantage of having one
important subject not liable to dmly debate?
why not have somethung scttled and decided ?
and why not trust to our powe. of influencing
the Government by remonstrance and com-
plaint, if such be provoked, instead of keeping
by us the desperate and most ineffectual expe-
dient of 2 civil hist under the control of yearly
sessions of Parlinment ?

Such are the broad comsiderations of the
question; but Iet the reformers, who wish for
responsible government so far as it can be at-
tained, or procured from a snpreme govern-
ment, which can have no interest scparate from
those of -the people of the province—let them
call to recollection scenes which themselves
have witnessed. They surely cannot wish that
ithe members of a united government such as
they advocate, should bo forced to cringe about
the lobbies of the House of Assemnbly, to ga-
ther friends to oppose some motion for the re-
duction of salary, instigated by private malice,
but ostensibly founded upon patniotic motives.
They cannot desire that the Government and
the representatives of the people should be
brought into the rigk of daily colliston, by per-
sonel degislation cn the one hand, and the de-
termination to resist injustice and oppression
on the other, Parlinment in the United Pro-
vince will have greater things to do. (t is
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nsing nto the dignity of almost a national
Legislature.  If 1t opposes Government, it wall
be Governnient as & whole, accountable for alt
ity acts by whomsocver they are advised or per-
forined, and true reformers will be the last to
wish that Parhament should usurp the details
of public business, or rclieve the Government
fromn the responsibihity of conducting them.

To those who have hitherto adhered to the
strict rule of the DPharisces, who have looked
upon 1t us a kind of rebellion boldly to impugn
the proceedings of Government, but who, now
that the Government 1s professedly hberal, are
ready to court popular favour, and to create an
opposttion on this question, we have httle to
say. Their power 1s little, their motives are lit-
tle, and they cannot help the Government in
any way so cffectually as by taking up and ad-
vocating what they are plessed to consider re-
form principles.

The allusion to this class of politicians brings
to our nund another point upon which they
have a most hankering desure to make them-
selves popular, that is to say, the necessity im-
posed by the Act of Umon for grants of nioney
being asked by the Goveroment., No argu-
ment is more likely to scize upon a mind unin-
structed 1n the principles of responsible govern-
ment,but inclined to uphold popular immunities,
than the onue used 1n this case. They suy the
money belongs to the people, and the represen-
tatives of the people should dispose of 1it.  But
let the point be gravely considered. Ifere we
have a people desirous that aGovernment should
manage the public business in accordance with
the popular will: a Government supposed to be,
and which ought to be, intimately acquainted
with the extent of public resources and public
credit. It is expected to be accountable for
the use of that credit and of these resources;
but how certainly is 1t relieved from all such
responsibility by the system of money grants
unasked by the Executive. In England, if an
expenditure is thought to be required, the Mi-
nister is asked, by the party interested, to advise
Her Majesty to bring it befure Parliament. If
he will not, he must defend himself and his Go-
vernment for not doing so; but no man dreams
of moving for the grant without the sanction of
Government. If the army be reduced too much,
or the building of ships and the maintenance of
the navy neglected, Ministers are called to ac-
count, and threatcned with impeachment be-
cause they do not ask for money: but who ever



