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There are many elaborate, argumentative,

and even cynical propositions in Mr. Penny's

pamphlet which really do not, under the cir-

cumstpiices, deserve a reply.

One, however, will for a moment claim our

attention.

The question of the selection of a perma-

nent seat of Government fur the twoCanadas,

was referred to Her Majesty the Queen by a

vote of the Legislature, Ottawa was chosen

by our Sovereign, and at that point handsome

'•uildings have been erected. There may at this

moment be serious doubts as to the eligibility

of the site. Mr, Penny throws the whole res-

ponsibility of the choice on the Colonial OtRce.

Her Majesty cannot in this connection be

absolved from responsibility. She may have

fixed upon Ottawa by the advice of Her

Ministers, b\it the decision was arrived at in

accordance with the loyal address to Her from

both branches of the Canadian Legislature.

AUhough intense dissatisfaction has been

created by that choice, still, the principle on

wliich Her Majesty desired to put an end to

internal jealousies, by selecting a central point

between the two Provinces, can scarcely be

condemned. It may serve a purpose now to

create prejudice in the minds ofBvitish States-

men on this subject, but the ultimate success

of Confederation cannot be affected by appeals

to past error or indiscretion. If, under a

Union of the Provinces, the central seai of

Government is to be changed, and tlu' favor

be conferred on some other City, the adojMion

of Confederation will have relieved Mr. Pen-

ny's mind as to the injustice perpetrated in

1858, by the choice of (»ttawa.

Thep'hofMr. Penny's arguments in the

concluding part of chapter 2, is tu the effect

that the people have not really given their

consent to the scheme. The Imperial Par-

liament is 'called upon to act" and th«,t

action—it is pretende'l—can only be taken

afler a c eliberate vote oi the people at the polls,

consenting to the scheme in all its details.

As we have already stated, Hon. Mr. McGee
has fully laid down the policy of the Govern-

ment with respect to an appeal to the people.

We are not, as Mr. Penny would insinuate,

" like the poor spirited freemen of the middle

ages." If the "Parliamentary and Literary

ability of the country" has become seriously

" enlisted in the cause," it betokens some

\
chance for the scheme. The British Go'ern-

inicnt already possesaea " tlie power of coer-

cion," but does not exercise ii, as every liberty

has liitherto been granted to us ; and we shall

probably continue to enjoy in the futuve the

fruit of those concessions to Colonial manners

and customs, for which we have to thank cur

protecting Home Governmont and the admir-

able calmness of the majority of our people.

The " power of coercion " tempered with dis-

cretion, on the part of those possessing that

power,is an element of the Britisli Constitutioi,

am' may be considered in fact the basis of

Liberal Monarchical Governments. We
surely cannot complain of the n>isuse of that

power fur the past twenty years; still Mr, Penny

would have it believed in England that the

" power of coercion,' is something to which

North American Colonists are thoroughly

habituated. The " long years of dreary poli-

tical warfare" between the extreme Liberal

party of Canada and Do\i'ning street influences,

culminated in the temperate and tolerant con-

cession of Responsible Government. It] in

the use of those liberal concessions, we have

crrc 1, both Conservatives and Reformers are

jointly responsible for the errors committed.

Mr. Penny then writes as follows :

" The object of these pages has been to show
" that there exists no right in the Executive ur
*' Legislatiire of Canada to ask the Imperial
" Parliament to over-ride our liberty of legislat-

" ing for ourselves, by enacting the Quebec
" Constitution ; and that the request cannot be
" complied with without a palpab'e encroach-
" nicni on Colonial riglu-, someof t!i_m recog-

'' nized as inherent by the Mother Country for

" more than a quarter cf a century."

The right ofpetition has always been looked

upon as one of the undeniable privileges of a

Britisli subject. Now, we are coolly told by

Mr. Penny that '-there exists no right in the

Ex'^eutive or Legislature of Canada to ask the

Iinp?rial J'arliament" to " enact the Quebec

Constituiion."

Has our system of Parliamentary Govern-

ment really been " a farce" during the last

" quarter of a century" ? Mr. Penny knows

that in thus assailing the conduct of our

legislatorr during that time, he sh.".rr as a

knife that is keenly double-edged.

We throw upon him the full responsibility

of a scurrilous libel on the Baldwins, Lafon-

taines, Dorions, Holtons, and others ; who

have reached the surface of Canaiiian politii .i

by their own talents and the good sense of the

people who placed ihem in those positions of

trust assigned to them by a free people, acting


