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leading articles are writton—I am afrmid I must admit to Your Lordship that its subse-
quent allusions to my procedure have not been eulogistic.

But if a short' prorogation was wrong, what wore the alternatives? An adjourn-
Ment.  But an adjournment is an act of the Hovse, and cannot be compelled by the
E‘xccutive. The leader of the House hnd alveady rejected tho suggestion, and not the
slightest intimation had ever reached mo that such an expedicut would be agiveable to the -
Opposition.  On the contrary, their last word within au hour of the time the House was
to mect, ns conveyed to me by the ninety-two Members, amongst whom were M.
Mackenzis wnd Mr, Blaks, was—* Let us meet and proceed to business as though we were
“u fully oonstituted arasmbly, vepresenting the collective will of the people.”

But it has been suggeated that I should, on the ome hand, have compelled the
acquieacence of Sir Jokn Macdonald in an adjournment by refusing to prorogue, while on
the other, Mr. Mackensis ought to bave been driven into the arvangement under a
threat of prorogation.

Now I am quite ready to admit, that one of the functions of a Governor General is
to moderate the auimositios of party warfare, to hold the balance even between the con-
tending purties, to see that the machinery of the Constitution is not unfuirly steained for
party purposes, to intervene with his Counsels at opportune mnoments, and when desired
by Lis Ministers to become the channel of communication with their opponents, or even
thongh uniunvited, to offer himsolf as negotiator in a difficulty. DBut the rcle marked
out for me above ia very different frow this. I certainly should not have considered it
%naistent with my personal honor to have approached my Prime Minister with w threat

had no intention of exacuting, even had I seen less cloarly than I did the objections to
the courae proposed, while, axcept at his instauce, I should have been satill less justified in
Opening communioations with the Opposition. But as I have alveady explained the mere
Regotiation of nn wijournment would not have advanced matters in any degree, unless the
1asues relutive to the future procecdings of the Committes could have bLoen settled at the
ame time ; hut the divergencios of opinion upon these points were irveconcilable and
oould never huve been satisfactorily dowlt with except hy the House in full Session. *

If then my choice lay—which ssems to be admitted —between a short prorogation and
& barren adjonrnment for a similar poviod, T do not think it can be disputed that the
former was the preforable of the two. )

Of course it was always open to wme to have dinmissed my Ministers, and have
taken my ohance of Parfiament approving my conduct, but L did not fuel myself
Warvanted in hazarding such a step on the duta beforo me. Indeed, the rashuess and
ijuatioe of the proveeding would probably hive roused such w fecling of dissatisfaction in

e minds of whut I buve no reason to know may not prove the majority of the con-
8tituencies that thers would have been a great chwnco—if Sir John and his friends came at

1 decently out of the affair—of their being borne back into offiee on the shoulders of the
People.  1f wholly exoulpated, Yonr Lowndship can imagine what.my position” would be-
Some in presonce of the reaction that would have ensywl. At aull ‘events as I told the
:“Bmonstmnc Mombovs in my reply, I was not prepared by publicly wichdeawing my con-
) d‘?“@ from my Ministers, to proclaim to Cauads, to Aulericy, und to Kuvope that [
»lieved wntriod men guilty of such atrocious crimes na those imputed to them. It is
OWover not necessary to debute this line of conduct, as no respousible person in this
Sountry has ventured to recommend it.

But thongh not directly suggesting the dismissal of my Ministors, it has been very
8*nerully contonded that I should have considered thom under a ban, and should have
Ar) Lo uot on their mivice, though still retaining thew iu offise.  The' establishment of
Co tiouship of this kind botween the Crown and its Ministers would e a novel fuct in
e Ustitutiouul history, und might have proved ditlicult of exscution, I was to go to my
™ il aud way to them * Gentlomen, you state that in your opinion tho Crown has
“ &lxﬁﬁd itself so0 Parliment to prorogue on a ocertain day: you assert as a matter of

that yelying on this pledge sixty or meventy Members are not in their places,



