
the City of Toronto. Take, for instance,

the kindred questions, How shahl the city

be supplied with water, and How shall it

be supplied with gas ? The answers which

have thus far been found are strangely an-

omalous. There seems to bie no good rea-

non in the nature of things why, if the

wants of the citizens in regard to water can

be best supplied directly by the citizens

themselves, through the agency of a board

of managers, or other set of officers ap-

pointed directly by the civic council, their

wants in respect to artificial light and heat

should not be best supplied in the samne

way. And yet, in our municipal wisdom,

we have arranged to supply ourselves with

the water we need, directly, tbrougb the

agency of agents and labourers employed for

the purpose by the corporation, while the

majority of us have decreed that the matter

of ligbting shaîl be left in the bands of a

private ccmpany. Stranger stili, many of

those who would not consent, under any

conditions, that the supplying of the city

witb water should be given over to a pri-

vate coinpany, are ready te argue strennously

that it would bie comparatively ruinous to

attempt te supply the city with light in

the samne way in which it is now supplied

with water. If no other reason presents

itself, they will assure us that neither the

bonestynor the business capacity of the aver-

age city alderman can be relied on to

supply artificial light, in the samne way,

oonsequently the right of supplying the

city with gas bas been, and, very probably,

that of supplying it with electricity at

an early date, will be given over into

the hands of a private company.

The samne question, in substance, arises

in regard te the sîreet railway and any

other service in which the wbole body of

citizens are interested. Il Dees anyone

think," asks a contemperary, in an article

ncw before us, Ilthe service would be bet-

ter, or that the municipality would reap

more profit, if it operated the street rail-

way '1 Only he whose ideas of government

are Socialistic." Wbat a very convenient

bugbear, by the way, that word "lSocial-

istic " is becoming. We do not know why

it sbould be deemed se snuch more Social-

istic for the citizens; to own and operate

their own street railway, than for them to

cwn and operate their own waterworks.

Seeing that the management of the street

railway is for the present excellent, one

may readily answer the first part of the

question in the negative, though there have

been occasions since the contract with the

company was made when the interests of

the citr-zens could have been better served

had the control of the railway been in the

hands cf their own officials, and such occa-

sions may arise again at any moment.

But in regard te the second question, a

moment's refleotion will show anyone thal

a negative answer is warranted only on thE

assumption that a Board cf Managemeni
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appointed by the Council could not be trust-

ed te do the work as wisely and as econom-

ically is a similar board appointed by a

private company. Apart fromn such an as-

sumption the way is clear te an affirmative

answer. No one supposes that the private

company are receiving, or would be content

te receive, simply the rate of interest which

the city would have to pay, on their capi-

tal. As shrewd capitatiats they expect to

make handsome profits year by year eut of

the enterprise. It is scarcely necessary te

point eut that the company bas te em-

ploy and pay managers and other em-

ployees just as the city weulcf have te do.

No good reasen appears why these men, or

others equally competent, should net be

willing te give as faithful service te the

city as te a private cempany. It follows,

therefore, that the municipality should save

expense in eperatinz its own railway, te

the extent of the excesa cf profit made by

the present cempany over and abeve the

municipal rate of interest upon the capital

invest ed. If this argument be valid, it is,

ef course, equally applicable te the work

cf ligbting the city, the management of

telephenes and any ctlier services required

by a large bedy of citizens which are in the

nature ef monopolies because cempEtition

in inadmissible.
Thus far we have sirnply been trying te

present the ether aide cf the argument, in

opposition te that wbich is presented by

mest cf our city papers. We de this, net

because we are firmly convinced that it

would be wise for this particular city te

embark at this particular time in an enter-

prise demanding large outlay of capital,

and wise and akilful management, such as

would ha involved in supplying the citizens

directly witb electric light. That is a quee-

tion largely of facts and figures, but one

whicb involves aise other practical ques-

tiens, such as that cf the capability and in-

tegrity cf our municipal ceuncillors. The

local question is aise furth3-r seriously coin-

plicated by the fact that franchises bave

already been granted te twe companies, and

that the municipality would have, there-

fore, either te compete with these. wbicb

might net be quite fair te them, and would

morec ver militate seriously against the finan-

cial succeas ef the undertaking, or te pur-

chase their properties and rights, which

might ha found te be impracticable.

On one of the many ather aspects cf the

question which suggest themselves, we may

venture a word. The strongest practical

argument, and that which seerns te come

moat readily te the surface, against any pro-

posaI looking te municipal ownership andi

management cf such a business, is that based

upon the alleged incompetency and untruat.

worthiness cf the average municipal ceun.

cil. Admitting that there is often toc

much ground for se unpleasant an argu

ment, and admitting, tee, that the immedi

b ate responBibility for this reste; with thi
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rate-payers, who are either to, indifferen~t

to their own interests to take pains to

chooise the best men for municipal honotot

or too amenable to selfish and unworthy

influences, the question might Still srise

whether such a state of things Ifould fl0t

be more speedily rectified by threwin1g larg*

er responsibilities upon the m'en cholent

and at the saine time taking hostages fr00

the citizens themselves for the conHcienu

tious use of the municipal franchise. Nbt

ever tends to give te citizens a deeper Per'

sonal interest in the wisdom and integritl

of the representatives whom thEyj cheess to

manage their affairs, tends equally tO Dk

them more careful in their selectie" o cf

representatives, and more jealoUsîY Watob'

fui of the manner in which they perfot(O

their duties.

Whatever may be the best for Present

practical purposes in Toronto, there can be

little doubt that on general principles those

who favour municipal control of all gre*&

civic monopolies have, in the abstract, th

best of the argument. To deny that tbose

principles are applicable to this or tit

municipality is to make a humiliatiegC

fession of incapacity.

[Ai, Riglits ~sre
CANADIAN LITERATURE.

CHAPTER Il.

TIIE UNION PERIOD.

Let ne reader of TUE EN i

for one moment that the divisions ofCa
adian Literature which I have adopted
meant to be bard and fast in their ntt

But, corresponding as they do te the0
cal development of the country 1 they
convenient ; and at the samne timie, th
pointed out in my introductory article%,~
literary worker seems to have broade6

with the growing political horizon.
For this second period of our.literattU"I

Dewart's "Selections from Canadian ocef
is an indispensable guide to the poetry tm

the country up to 1864, the year of its P't
lication. The Literary Garl and of 90

real, which appeared from 1839 to lb,

a mine of information, especially for th

prose literature, but bas as yet tbe
little developed. Through numerousl00
sbort-lived periodicals are iscattered
fugitive contributions to our y0ilfg 110
ature wbich it shall be my duty tO o A
and classify. Outside of Canada, " o

bion, of New York, and several 130.,0
papers, especially the Waverly il0i

contained numerous articles froru (35 fl

p en rapid strides made by Ontarl. (te

IJpper Canada) in material prospertYtý
refiected in the literature. ThroUg Ot
country there seexus to have been a rel hl
burst of literary ardor roughly bot" Ine:

the dates of 1855-65. Not that the P ei

*from 1840to 1855 is to be considered bai

*but, as we shahl Fee, this portionl -Po
second period was a seed time, and the 00
tion 1855-65 the barvesting. Witb0nt 1
further introduction ait preseDtPe 01
shaîl at once proceed to a brief ta

sone of the stars of those days.


