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PARTY LEGISL.ATION.

Peopie who think for thcmselives-there are flot înany of thcmn, hi
specimens are to bc fotind-.must often question the wisdom of goverunici
by party. WVe are so used to it that it soumds like hercsy to express a doubtuti
on the subjcct ; but thcn ive are used to a good many tbings, and cherishi
good many things as infinitcly precious, wvhich wouid 'hardly bear thc test
pure reason.

The giorious Il British Constitution " itsclf,--=" the Charter of our Land
and ail that sort of thing--exists in its infinite perfection only iu thc dreains
visionaries, and 'vere we to analyz'c many of the bencfits confèrred by il, th
wvouid bc found Lu consist more in sound than in substance, and to possess
traditional rather than a reai vitality. IL is expedient, Liierefore, to take tbh
matter of party mile, and look at it in one or two lights with a view of ascertaji
ing whether it is worthy thc confidence ive repose iii it,-%-viether, indecd, àt i
anything more than a relic of barbarous days, (juite incomipatibie ivith th
need of an advanced civilization.

I have aiways protested against the absurdity of a forîji of represcntativ
governiment which i)racticaily sets nieî above mecasures, and, the cxigencics (
party above the rcquircnients of the nation. 0f course, if a nation chooses t
let those at the hcad of affairs look to their own interests before those of th
people, and consents to a system by xvhich, the struggle for power is allowe
to override evcry other consideration, well and good. Oniy do not let us cr
up) this sort of thing as wise or saliutary ; and, above ail], let us disabuse ou
îninds of the idea that it, is inevitable. 'The perfection of representative goverui
mient wvouid cleariy be attained if every mecasure submnitted to Parliainent couli
receive the foui, free, unbiassed consideration of every iember and be dispose(
of on the lines of individual judgment Our systeni is unfortuuateiy, almnos
the reverse of' this. 'H'ie House is divided into two great parties, and it
business is transacted on flie strange lirilicipie that wvbatever is prol)oscd bi
one side shail bc resisted by the other, the object in vîew being liot to linCefi
the coînmunity, but to strengthen the position of one or other of the factioit
to whom the comnunity entrusts the rcsponsibility of dealing with its intcrests
An onlooker, aintused at this strange spectacle, years ago defined party as th(
madness of flic many for the gain of the few, and that is the best definitiol
yet. Unfortunately, there is a prevaient idea that bad as party mile niay be, il
has becoîne absolutely necessary, and îlîat we couid îîot at this period gel
rid of it, lest a worse thing befail uis.

The question lias received the attention of a writem iii the carrent numbcx
of .Mlarmil/an's MAagaziine, aîîd nmany of the writem's conclusions are so mucli
my owvn, that no apology is necessary for briefly indicating the nature of theni,
Representative government, we are rerninded, ineans that the feelings of flic
country shail bc reflected in Parliament, and that tlie governinent shall bc
carried on iii accordance xvith the national will. But is this reaiized wvhen
members who represent constituencies of ail shades, views, and requirements,
yield up theniselves and representative trust -to the leaders of the Ministry of
the bour, or of tlîe Opposition, and submiit to an organization whicb dictates
not oîîly how they shiail vote, but svhen and on what points they shahl speak, if
indeed they are perrnitted Lo gîve expressions to, thcir opinion at ail iu the
course of any given debate.

The shamn representation to wbich we have grown accustoîned, but vhiich
is noune the better on that account, hias iead to gross misconception as to the
character and importance of tlic Ministry. They are not, properiy, the mnasters
but the servants of Parliament. It virtually appoints then, and with îvhat
view ? Simpiy that Lbey may Mfinister to iLs requirements. The Ministers
arc iLs servants, and iL is only by an abuse of the Constitution that Lhey figure
as its masters.

IlThat they should give themselves the airs of 1)irectors xvould, hiad not
long habit familiarized us with the practice, appear eveîî more preposterous than
that a coachman should insist uipon taking one road while his master wvanted
to go another."' 'This being the true state of the case, the mlember svho gives
a party vote against his osvn convictions, rather than risk bringing about a
change of Ministry, has no just grouînd for doing so. 'fle notion that Minis-
Lers are bound to resign on defeat uipon any question is based on an utter
nuisconception of the truc character of their futnctions. Why should the coach-
man strike because his master insisted on his going the road the master svanted
to take ? The nearest thing to tbis absurdity 15 found in the story of Lord
Sefton's French cook, who resigned the Preîniership of lis kitchen, on being
told that bis lordship at table had been observed to p)ut sait into bis soup,-
though it is îîot recorded that even then, ail the under-cooks and scullious
foilowed the example of their chief and tbrew up their appointments in a body,

How, it wiii be asked, did the absurdity of our presenit systeni come to
prevail? Mr. 'fhornton rightly looks for its origin te a Lime when the House
of Comnions was flot in any sense representative, so far as the nation was con-
cerned, when, in fact, it only represented a certain class. Members of Parlia-
ment were mere nominees of territorial magnates with whom personal interest
was the first consideration, and patriotism, at best, the second. The lords and
gentlemen w 'ho allowed humbler folk to go into the House to represent them,

had each aud ail objects and iuîerests of their own. These they were careful
to explain to their nominees, and to Jimprei3s uipot them the paramount obliga-

'it Lion of collective action, of pmesenting a compact front, and of voting black
it white, radier thaîî iosing objects they were sent to obtain. 'l'ie faithful
P- Comimous lîad tlieir reward iii the swccîs of offie, and the 'l cruîmbs ' svhich, so
a to speak, feli fmoiîi the tables cf their miasters. 'This statc of things bas, iii a

!fmeasure, passed away, and nienihers rettumucid by indepeudent constituencies
uiight, if they chose, act inidcpeideuitiy aud conscieiîtiousiy. But the traditions

~"of formecr days hîavc hîitherî-o hecn too strcîîg f'or any approach to s0 saititary a
)f* change. l'ai ty spit Es i stili supremec, and stili exercises a universai
'y fascination.

a 'hat fet:cirlatiein extend', cvcîî tu the publie w ho suifer hy it. They take
IS sides w iti fcvcriblh avidity, and hav e in truth no idea cf politics except taking

1sides. Moicox ci, it uîay he quIC'tiuiiîed whetbcr frorn ignorance of auy higher
iiormi (iA politial dcx eiopiueiit they would toierate at first a change which î%'ould

ebc direc[ly to thei1r own intercst. Wouid thîcy gi asp the idea of a Minister who
acted un the principie that the hu'st %vay of serving his country, as weli as of

e rcîaining bis hiold of offlice, ivas 10 (levote bimisclf assiduously to tue duties of
f hbis deparinin , to which lie could give lis %violc finie Mvien freed froîn the
0 incessant inter pellations with svhich lie is now pestered, and fioi the incessant
e and ahsorhing lobhy-wcrk iiosv 1 inment upion hiini, i order ho preserve or
d rec-î tilt a iuajoriîy ever on thie point of' nîelting aw'vay ?
y Ccuid thcy lie brought Lo undci stanid fidividuial i escsiihbitv iin place cf
r that (ollectivè cuis îvhiclh cffeî s no faim fi cii t b crihicisin, but shifts aiîd changes

at ex ci s' toucli, always seckng refuge Iin the recesses cf inîtangible P'irty ? It
w ~oul(i he a wrench froin the old flu es -a ucxx' depai luie net ai. fist easy tc

~rciie yýet it void iîcihîoiedly have inany advaui.iges.
t Mm. 'l'hornton lias poiiîîeu oul une iii the facility vhîichlit w souid afford for

S tue repiesentation cf iniorities. 'l'ie objeet cf sncb relireseiitation is not 10

i enable a iiicrity 10 muile, but siniply te enahie it 10 obtain a hicaring, 10 which,
t under any icascuiabie foi ni cf lepresentative goveriînîeiit, it is cemtainiy cil-
titled. Nov, there is pmchably not a shacde cf popular opinioni svhch lias miot
iLs mcpmseiutatis-e lu our 1 Ionise cf' Couinions at Ottawa. Every sihade should
find expression, aiid if pai îisaisîsl liad ceasecih nonslecsc x

1press ion wvotild lie ohtaincd as oftcu as 1-iîîiig oppcrîuiiuty offcmed. We should
thuis get the senise cf flic elîlire peuple, and shiatex cm opinions found uttemance,

- soild at Ieast have the OPpcrItUnity cf suipplanting those xvhich at present
dominate the I)oliticai worid. When %ve se lioîv the inajorities are ruade uip,
uipon how fcw figures tiîey often delieid, and bows tliese are obtaincd, il inust

ibc cicar that the dlaims cf inincritics are at lîmescîl unuîly Îinomcd.
A vicious oid relie cf the past, this legislation by party survives as an

anloiîialy, inicouigruous, ont cf keceping ivith the intcrcshs and intelligence of the
age, ait inipedinient 10 progress, a refeceticu on civilizaticîî, and au evil
insidiously undcrmining the fabric of popular represcutation.

Qiiezedo Iîedivivus.

IRISH LAND LAWS.

To' Mm. H irami B. Shclphîciis iiiany peeolîic are, doubtless, indchted for their
acquaintance svith wliaîi iiiay ho assuined as a fact :'I That the Scottish Courts
of Lawv have hield that Milen the lîroduce does îlot equal mocre thai the cost
of Lue sced and labour cxpciîded no ment is duie."

Fuifilmient of contrac. is a habit cf flhe pleople cf Scctlaiid, and wben ini
that country a landlord and tenanît cntcr into an agreemient with the knosviedge
that it is subomdiiiate to the above-nmenticncd contîngenes', sucb cannot bc
considered as iii any senlse incîlisstent w'îth the fact thiat a bamgaiîî is a bargain.
That iin tbe event of cemtainî occurrences a bamgaiîî inay cease te be a bargain,
neither admiits cf dispute lier a pliacc aiicgst mecent discoveries.

WVitb tue possible destructioni cf a famnii by a laîd-siide, by an canthquake,
by encroaclinent cf the sea, or hy aiiy conceivable disasher, the force of the
contract uiîder xvhicli it svas lield wouild assurcdly disaîîîear ; anîd there are
other aîîd iess permianeuît causes w'hicb svouid be eqnally petent te annul ail
agreeenît. Land is cemiiolv leased by its cîviers, and lîired by tenants for
the puimpose cf pmeeumring fron it crops cf varionis aîîd suitable descriptions.
If by any act or by ielo of niegleet on the part cf the proprietor that purpose
sbould either be defeated or liîîperfectiy camried cuit, i t wvouid seem only just to
abrogate the bargain and conipensate the tenant for the vexation and loss.
Buit the equîity cf traîisferriiig frem tue tenanît to the hindiord ioss arising from
tempomary caulses beyoiid tlie control cf eîtber is a quiestion that appears fairly
open t0 discussioni.

Laîîded estates, uîsuîaily heu extensive to admit cf coîîvenieîîî cuutivation
by the osvners, are divided aniengst tenants, who, iii consideration cf the
privilege cf cuîitivatiîîg with a vîesv to profit, agree to pay ment. l'le landlords,
in consideration cf beiîîg enabled te avoid the vexations, troubles, anxieties, -
and unfcertaînties which they wouid necessariiy incur in attenîpting te work a
vast area of lanîd, accept tiîis ment, which, although in mnany instances large in
the aggregate, is fouînd te be a very nioderate retumn indeed froni the capital
invested. For maîîy years the demiaid for land iii the British Islands lias been so


