
tioii iif private [lerscins. and t.i pri'vent it more iffccttially

than legislation spwially ilcviseil for tlie |iiirposi..

Al' loniliinalions, coiiipnlviry it sp. .ntaiuMiis, have
to expetii-iH-e, sii..iier or later, iiiihspiitalilc hinitations
not iinposiil liy legislative enactment, liiit ni'Verlhii-^s

quite irresistable. At;.iin ami ayain conihin. t s f

met their (IchiuU- from tln' iieKlecled element.

From the political point of view also, there are the
seri.ius consi.lcr.-'tions which are exciteil hy the nnfortn-
nate fact, that nmnicipal administration i.. inextricalily

intermintjied with party politics. .State and I'ederal, with
the result of K^oss ahnse of the p..aers ..f palronane and.
in certain notorious cases, the more or less wholesale roh-

hery ( I the people for the purpose o.' .issistin;,' a particu-
lar politicaj party to (jet ..r retain power. The additional
anioum of patronage which imuiicip.-il ownership -nuUl
entail must necessarily increase the daufjcrs from these
suurces, and the additional amount which would recpiirc

to he horrowed and jh wouki re.|uire to he raised hy
taxation and e.xpciuled. would afTord additional possihili-

tics for the exercise of the nefarious trade of the
"hondler."

It seems no reasonahle answer to fears of tlu^ kind
that the increased responsihili, es would hrinjj increased
virtue and conscieiUiousncss. That is a iiypothesis which
seems to he contradicted hy facts and experience.

B. Krom the economic point of view, the following
considerations may lie suggested :

I. The adoption of municipal ownership causes,
for so much as it amounts to. an increase in the public
finances. It produces an increase of the area of fjov-

eri. ntal or comjinlsory finance, and correspondingly
diminishes the area of private uiance. In the event of
the ownershi]) being accompanied by net pecuniary loss,

that loss will require to be met by taxation, that is, by a
compulsory contribution to the jiubhc powers from the


