
TITE X'OLICY OP TITE GOVEflMENT.

but hy mouns of that mni>ed forai of govoraiment
wbich isembocbed in the British Constitution.*

Thirdly,-That ae the connexion to bc
onduringr must ho mutually heneficial, so the
administration of tîce governaient miuet lie in
general egreement with the interests o? the
people.

These assumptions wil mecet wvitb a prompt
response fromn every Britishbondar. If nny man
wvauld question tbem, we shail not. If any
man would travel abroad in eoarcb o? other

odlwe shail not aceoînpany bim for that
purpose, although wve may derive instruction
botb front these models, and from, the Utopian
schemes that ivould ainalgarnate thom cdl, or
set Up another Goddess of Reason for the
wvorld to admire. On the ground wvbich wvo
havo laid down, and wbich ;vîll bo mn our polit-
ical articles wvhat axioms are in geometry, or
first principles in morale, we procced to inake
sueh observations as present Dfl'airs seem to
require.

And first, assunuing tbat Canada is to romain
connected witb the British Empire, thon, in
this, as in ail other connexions, there muet bc
a inutual relinquishaient of such minor points
as are found to he incompatible witb the bar-
mony and prosperity o? the connexion. The
Indian, standing alone in the force, May consult
nothing but his own will, and May eiTect iLs
purposesso fai as ho lias the mnins of tloing
so; but the moment that ho forams a union with
finother, for any purpose wvhatever, that moment
-there must be a yieldingr by each of bis own
wiU, 80 far as if. would interfèec with thecattain-
nient of that common object. Werce tach
individual of a political party to insist stubbornly
on bis own will, the ruin of the party miuet
inevitably ensue. For on every question that
night arise, no two individuals of the party

wvould ho found to, agree entirely on the whole
question. The general agreement on its leaÀd-
ing points would ho greatly cbeekered by
diversity o? opinion on its details, and if. îould
bc only by mutual yielding on these niatters
that united action on the% wbole case could ho
attained. What is necessary in individuals or
in parties is stiîl more necessary in States; for
in thern the different intc.ests are inflnitely
more numerous, various, complicatcd, and im-
portant; and the result, for good or ill, is of

*Tbe tditia powçes of the Stato is to dei'end the Colonies,
ne o ruale iiicu. Thoy must bo ncied by the Constitution.

infinUtely greater mangnituzde, both in itg direC
eflbct, nnd its remote consequences. llistory
is full or examplcs in which this mutual yiold..
îngç, cither of parties in a State, or of separate
States in a conîmon bcague, lias produced the
lîappiest effects. Passing by other instances,
we shall adduee the compromise be.ween the
northern ancd southera States of the Aincrican
Union on the Tariff question. The dîfference
of opinion and intercst on this point %vas so,
great, that a dissolution of' tho Union %vas
throatened, anci North Carolina prepared for a
rcsort to, armes, in order to defend wiat. bhie
conceived to ho ber riglits. In this alarming
asDect of things, the leaders of the respective
parties werc- induced to agree to a compronise,
by wvhich cach yielded somewhat of' their sev-
oral claims; and thus the danger %vas a'vertedl,
and the Union ivas preserved inviolate. And
it muet bo observed that this compromise %vas
on a subject respecting whicli the Americanis
arc said to, bc very senstive. It wvus purely a
question of interest-of dollars and cent,ý-t
question Nvhich admitted of no difl'erence of
opinion as to its nature. It was, shali the
northern, manufacturer bc protecteci at, the
expense of the soutlîern planter?1 or, shali the
lattcr have neaxly a free miarketat the expense
of the former? And if on a qJuestion of this
nature there %vas such a mutual yielding, bow
mc.ch more is ît necessary on political questions,
which only remotely affect any cnan's interest,
and wvbich produce great diflerence of opinion
as to their nature and eflcects, and therefore
should makec every mani cautious in stubbornly
insisting on bis own will ? XVe have adduced
this examxple froin a republie, in order to show
that under the most hberalform of'govornment,
to yield extreme opinions for the s-ahe of a
common benefit, is a sacred duity which every
patriot owes to bis country. Tf other oxaniplos
are required, we need only refer to tho condîîct,
of the Duke of Wellington and Sir Robert
Peel on the question of Catholic Emancipation.

Notvitbstanding the ohvious necessity o?
this mutual yielding, there are persons who do
not, or wvihI not, perceive it; or rather, they
suppose tbat the yielding must ho aIl on the
other side, none on Lheir own. Tbey are quito
willing that their opponients shahi yiold to, then,
but they will yield notbing in return. Sucb a
one-sided application o? the duty is tantantout
to, a denial of if. aitogether; and sucli persons


