
lu this issue 'we publiali the valedictory of Mr.
Clouston Rogers' Woodruff, who after twenty-fjve
years service lias retired f rom the active secretary-
ship of the National Municipal League of the Unit-
ed States. In the August issue of Iast year we pub-
lished the valedictory of Mr. W. D. Liglithail, who
resigned the secretaryship of the Union of Cana-
dian Munîcipalities after a service of nineteen years.
Both valedictories, whule niodest regarding the 'la-
bour end achievements of their respective authors,
give strong evidence of the clianged conditions in
municipal aIl airs in North America that have been
brought about by the long sustained efforts of
those who kept the liglits burning ini these two
civie organizations.

For the benefit of the new councils of Canada
it would bie well to remind them U'at the very ïree-
dom they exercise today as the local representativea
of the people is due in no smail measure to the se-
tivities of the Union of Canadian Municipalities.
Founded nineteen years ago by Mr. Liglithail, thon
Mayor of Westrnuunt, with the active co-operation
of the late Mr~. Iluwland, then mayor of Toronto,
and who became its f irst president, the Union -kas
fouglit, not oxily'on bhllf of its members but on be-
hall of all municipal Canada, many a long anid
bitter, sud i -the end successful, figlit for mui-
cipal riglits before the Parliament of Canada, and
previous to the formation of the Provincial Unions,
in the legislaturc halls of the different provinces.
There is no doubt that had there been no national
union in existence,, m~unicipal government in Can-
ada would be today a mere naine-in fact, a farce.
$trange as it niay appear, the F'ederal legislators of
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This is flot a very pleasant statement to make,
but candour compels us to pub.lish it in the hope
that the new <couneils will rectify tIe mistake of
their predecessors and keep up the good figlit to
get back these protective clauses. However vigil-

>ant the Union mxay bie, it caxA do very littie without
the united support of the municipal councils.'

kn addition to, the continuai figît that the Unionlias put up for the 'protection of the municipalities,it has neyer lost an opportunity to raise the stand-ard of the municipal life of the aountry. At its>conventions each year cvery endleavour lias beenmade to secure the best authorities on municipalgovernnient, whose addresses tog-ether with the dis-cussions, have been placed at the dîsposal of themunicipal councils, througli the columuis of thisJournal. IDuring the last few years there lias beena tendency tuwards disintegration of the Union,the usual argument being that as civic affairs aretied up with provincial matters, there is nu reasonfor its existence. While it is truc that the greaterpart of the legislation affecting municipalities ispassed by tIe Provincial parliaments there la intro-duced at every session at Ottawa legislation thatdoes affect directly or indirectly tIe municipalities.
These bis are carefully examined by the parl1ia-mentary agent of the Union, and if anything detri-mental to local right, is f ounld, imnmediate action istaken. 0f course hIls work being dune quietly ishardly known to the councils-yet it is a fact thafthe vigilance of the Union lias savcd many a muni-cipality from being made the scapegoat of privateinterests rying to cet, tîrougî legisiation fr'an-dhises that would have to be made gosd by the bo-
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