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PEDERAL AND PROVINCIAL POWERS.
THE Federal power in Switzerland or in the United States is nlot an"lImperial " power towards the members of those confederations ; theLegisiatures of the States and Cantons are nlot mere "clocal " bodies; thepowers which the States and Cantons hold are flot Ilconceded " to them ;in truth the "lconcession " is the other way ; the federal authority lias onlysucli powers as the States have chosen to Ilconcede " to it. But they "ccon-code " without power of recall,* without power of secession ; on the otherhand, what they do nlot "lconcede " they hold, nlot as "lconcessions," but ofinherent right. lIn a federal system, then, a writton constitution is needed,and seime sucli power as that vested in the Supreme Court of the UnitedStates ouglit to be vested somewhere, and it clearly cannot ho vested ineither of the bodies which are in fact parties to a bargain. But ail thisneed nlot be where there is, as the writer in the Timnes supposes, anIlImperial " power "lconceding " something to a "llocal " body. Theamount of authority conceded to the local body needs to be defined in acharter or Act of Parliament; there is no need to define the authority ofthe Imperial power. That stays as it was bofore: if it was boundlessbefore, it romains boundless. The lImperial power keeps the riglit of inter-proting or evon recalling its own Acts. When the greatest possible amountof local independence was Ilconceded " to Canada and Australia, there wasno more need than before to define the power of the Parliament of theUnited Kingdom. For that Parliament stayed as it was; and, though thefact seeîns to ho forgotten, it did not give up the power of legislating forCanada or Australia. lit is true that the Imperial Parliament is flot at aIllikely to logisiato for Canada or Australia against their wills ; but that isneot to the purpose. The power of so doing has flot been formally taken away.

ULSTER.
IN the sonso in which we say that Jreland is no part of the UnitedKingdom, Protestant Ulster ia no part of Ireland. lIn race, in religion, infeelings, in wishes, it differs as mucli from the rest of Ireland as the rest ofIreland differs from Great Britain. lit is a kind of Granada or Crim Tartary.- tho more modern formn of "lCrimea " suggests other thoughts-where theremnant of a conquering people lias kept hold on a corner of a land of whichthe rost has been won back fromn them. To a native Irishman the rocoveryof Ulster might seem very much wh'at the recovery of Oranada seemed tothe Spaniard or the recovery of Crim Tartary to the Russian. And one wholoved not either lIrishmen or Spaniards might hint that some of the effectsof making Mussulman Granada Spanish might serve as a warning againstmaking Protestant Ulster Irish. If it came to fighting, the Protestants ofUlster could most likely defend thomselves more successfully than theMoors of Granada or the Tartars of Crim;- but it is surely the duty of GreatBritain flot to allow any such fighting. It may be that tho Ulster colonyouglit nover to have been planted, as it may be true that the English oughtnevor to have settlod in Britain ; but the one settlement can no more houndone now than the other. The Protestant corner bas as good a riglit toHome iRule as the rost of the island, and what is Home Rule for the rest rof the island will flot be Home Rule for the Protestant corner.-EDWÂîtDIA. FitEEMAN, in the January Conteemporary Review. 1

THE IMPERIAL VETO INEFFECTIJAL. 
t

AN Irishi Parliament, returned in the main by the very men who sup- rport the Homo Rulers, would assuredly pass laws which every man in ,England, and many mon throughout lIreland, would hold to be unjust, and twhich, whother in themselves unjust or nlot, would certainly set aside elImperial legrisiation, which England is bound by every consideration of tlionour and justice to uphold. Thero is no need to demonstrate here what alias boon demnonstrated by one writer after another, and, indeed, hardly anoeds proof, that at the present day an Irish Parliament would certainly edeprive Ilrish landiords, and possibly deprive Irish Protestants, of rightswhich the Imperial Parliamuent would nover take away, and which the t~lImperial Goverfiment is absolutoly bound to protect. If the English bGovernment were to ho base enough to acquiesce in legislation which the tiImperial Parliament would nover itself have countenanced, thon England Fwould ho dishonoured; if Bill after Bill passed by the Irish Legisiaturewore proventod from becoming law by veto af tor veto, thon English honourmiglit be saved, but tho self-government of lIreland would ho at an end,nor would England gain mucli in credit. The English Ministry can, aslong as the connection with a colony endures, arrest colonial legisiation. SBut the home Goverfiment cannot for any effective purpose interfere with RBthe administrative action of a colonial Executive. Given courts, an army, 'sand a police controlled by the leaders of the Land League, and it is easy dito soe how rents might be abolished and landlords driven into exile with- siout the passing by the Irish Parliament of a single Act which a Colonial MSecretary could reasonabîy veto, or which oven an English court can hold ofvoid under the provisions of the Colonial Laws Act. It is indeed probable aithat wild legislation at Dublin might provoke armed resistance in Ulster. wBut a movement which, wore lIreland an independent nation, might ensure usju8t govorfimont for ail classes of lIrishmen would, if lIreland wero a colony, PIonly add a new element of confusion to an already intolprable state cf adaffairs. Imagine for a Moment what would have been the position of Eng- poland if Englishmen ad bon convinced that Riel, thoug technically a th

es'That is, without power of recali by their own several acts. The relations between M
the Union and the States can be at any timne mnodified in favour either of the UJnion or of theStates. But they can be modified ol by a change in the Federal Constitution, made draccording to a proceos laid down in the Federal Constitution. i

rebel, was in reality a patriot, resisting the intolerable oppression of the
Dominion Parliament, and you may formsoesgltiaofheelngoshame and disgrace with which Englishmen would see British soldiersomployed to suppress the revoIt of Ulster against a Government which, With-out English aid, would find it difficuit to resîst or punish the insurgents.The most painful and least creditable feature in the history of the UnitedStates is the apathy with which for thirty years the Northern States toler-ated Southern lawlessness and indirectly supported Southern oppression.-PROF. A. V. DicEY, in the January Con temporary Review.

PROHIBITION A ND A THEISM.
lIN a recentîy published sermon on "lThe First Miracle of Christ andProhibition," preached on Sunday, January 17, by the Rev. Geo. J. Low,IRector of St. Peter's, Brockville, the author, in considering what escapecan ho found from the dilemma that Ilnot only our Lord Jesus Christ,but the whole Word of God, from beginnîng to end, countonances andmakes provision for the drinking of intoxicating liquor: therefore, eitherthe consumption of such liquor is lawful and riglit, or the Word of Godis wrong," says, after dealing with the effort to prove there are two kindsof Ilwine " and Ilstrong drink " mentionod in the Bibl0 , and the effort toshow that Jesus Christ-the samne yesterday, to-day, and for ever-"l thoughH1e used and countonanced the use of alcoholic drinks when Ho was onearth, would, if Ho had lived now, have been wisor and botter,"-afterdisposing of these ignorant or blasphemous arguments, the author says :The third answer to this dilemma is that of thîe Infidel Prohibi-tionists; and their reply is : "I t is true that the Bible allows the use ofintoxicants; and so munch the worso for the Bible." Well, this answerhas the menit, at ahl events, of boing straightforward and logical. Butyou s00 to what it leads. Perhaps you may be surprised to hear of lInfidelProhibitionists; yet there are very many of thom in the United States.They have a very extensive literature of their own-newspapers, novels,etc.,-all inculcating total abstinence and atheism. Tlie late D. M. Bennett,ln has lifetime the editor of an agriostic paper called tho Truth ,Seeker,founded a town in the State of Missouri, called Liberal, on a prohibi-tionist and atheistie basis. And this town of Liberal was advertisod inthe various freethinking papors (such as Zilan, This iForld, etc.,) in7termsto this effect: that in the said town there were " no churches, no saloons,no preachers, no spirit-sellers, no alcohol, 'no devil, no Chbrist, NO Gon !What think you of that for Prohibition?

music.

TORONTO MONDAY POPULAI{ CONCERTS.
riSE ninth Monday Popular Concert, on Monday evening last, was chieflyemarkable for the appoarance of Miss Juliette Cordon, a young andromising soprano, of New York City, who has been encra ged by Col.qlapleson for his autumn season of opera in London. The daily pressruly describe lier voico as of a. lovely quality. The purity and veracity>f hier tones give greater carrying power to lier voice than would beîoticed by th3e careleas listener. Miss Cordon was heard at lier best in1nglish ballads, lier style having scarcoly mnatured enough to do full justiceo the well-known cavatina from Il Ernani,' which she oasayed during thevoning. Miss Cordon created gonuine enthusîasm, and was oncoredhree times. The Quartette Club played their seloctions most artisticaîîy,nd Mr. Jacobsen gave Rode's "Air in G" in his most felicitous style,nd would have been encored had hoe cared to rospond to the invitationnthusiastically held out to him.

At the next concert, Mardi 18, Miss Kitty Berger,1 solo zither playerothe Queen, will appear. The greatest musical event of the year wille on the 29th of March-the eleventh concert-when Lilli Lehmann,lie world-renowried prima donna, M. Ovide MLuain, solo violinist, and Herrraniz Rummel, solo pianist, wîll ho the attractions. -Clef

PHIL*hARMONIC SOCIETv'S CONCERT.

PRO13ABLY the most ambitions effort made by the Toronto Philharmonicociety wvas thoîr performance of A. C. Mackenzie's sacred drama, "Theose of Sharon," in the Pavilion -Music Hall, on the l6th instant. Thisone of the most important and scholarly works which have been pro-uced by contemporary British musicians, and in point of interoat is con-dered superior to the opera, "Columbia," by the same composer. Mr.[ackenzie is a believer in the creed of the advancod or Wagnerian schoolmusic, and the "Rose of Sharon" is distinguished by most of the peculi-ities which characterizo the Productions Of that school. The absence ofell-defined aria, the complexity of the instrumental parts, the extended;e of the leit-mnotif, and the complote subordination of the solo vocalLrts to the unity of the work aIl point to the adoption of the theories[vanced by Wagner in his critical writings and exomplified in lis coin-isitions. The difficulties of the work are very great, and the fact thate oratorio received se excellent an înterpretation speaks well for therit de corps and the musical enthusiasma which must have animated theembers of thé chorus to onable them to sustain the months of dryudgery necessary before a public performance could ho attempted. Thedience was inuch larger than is usual at the Philharmonic Concerts, and


