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cipalities have governmcents within thieir respective limits which a
practically their own. They make laws under the power granted the
by the Municipal Act, which are none the less effective because they a
called bye-laws. It is only when the vast extent of municipal jiirisdictic
is revealed to the sighit, that one can forer any estiînateoef the variety an
niumber of sub Jects of purely Provinîcial legi siatien which are thus remeivc
from Dominion contre]. So imnportant a factor in our Governinent is tf
municipal system, that Mr. Bourinot says of it (p.3 2): Il In fact the mun
cipal systcmi of Canada lies at the very basis of its parlianientary inst
tutions." The legi.sl ation of the municipal bodies is entirely eut of reac
of any power of disallowancc.

Notwithstaîîdîng the limitation of tîjeir pewers, the Legislatures ar
nlot iufrequeutly spoken of as sovereigur bodies, and se Mr. Bourinc
naines thein. The Judicial Committee cf the Privy Council is referred t
as authority for this. They are not, hiowever, sovereign bodies, preperlspeaking, ueor bas tlie Privy Ceuncil ever attributed te them severeigi
pewers. lu a case fremr India, andI again ini Hodge's case recentl,
decided, their Lordslîips laid down that the Legislatures created by th,
Imaperial Parliament are net in any sense tire agents or delegates of thI
latter, but when acting within the limits assigned to them have plenari
powers of legisiation, as large and of the saine nature as those of th(Imperial Parlianent. In aîl the remarks of the Privy Council, however
there are involved the following undisputed propositions: (1>) The lui1
perial Parlianient crcatcd our Legislatures ; (2) it conferred upon theni
law-making powers ; (3) it placed bounds to those powers. First, it is
nccessary te peint eut tliat the dictuni of the Privy Counceil was in answer
to the arguument tlîat our Leqisla tares were the agents or- delegates of the
Imnperial Parliameut. licy are plainly net agenîts. If they were, the
laws enacted by theîîî weuld iii fact origiiiate iii anti be the laws cf tlie
Imperial Parliamert, and our Legisiatures would be siiîuply the inistru-
mients of the Parlianuent. The Privy Counceil preperly answer that this
position is net seund. he laws of our Legë'islature are of the saine nature
and force and of as high an erder as if enacted by the lInperial Parlia-
ment; and te eriginate such laws- they have powers as plenary as those
of the Iniperial Parliainentb-wheni acting within thie limits assigned te
thcm. But tlîey have limîits assigned te thein, and are, therefore, iii sub-jectien te, the power which placed tIre lirnit. The creator is greater thanthe creation. Our Legisiatures ewe tlîeir existence te the superior legisla-
tive body whîich created themn, and therefore cannot ho equal te, it, inuchiless superior. Thîey aie iniferior, derivative, subordinate. The Imperial
Parliainent, when it createdl thein, and onde woed thîcîn with law-uîiaking
powers, net oiily set linîiits te those pewers, but puit the legislation of the
Parliament of Caniada under the direct control of 11cr Majesty in Council,and that of the Provincial Legislatures under tho direct control of the
Governor-General in Counicil. Notwitlistanding aIl thîis there stili remaîns
iii f ull vigour tlic suprelîre power of the linperial Parliament te make
laws for Canada upeir any subjeet, whcther confided te the Canadian
Legisiatures te bo dealt with or net. For ià is unqucstioried tîrat theParliament in creating legisiatures for us did net renounce its ownauthority in their faveur. Therefore the Canadian Legislatures haveco-ordinate jurisdiction only, eaclr within its limits, with the Im pcriai
Parîrainent, and if the latter is a sovereigui body, as it undoubtcdly is, ourLcgislaturcs are net severcigil. And, finally, tho Logislatures arc se mucli
subject te the j udiciary that, if thre latter pronounce an Act invalid, there
la ne power to enforce obedienco te it. Truc it is that the Legislatures aresupremne, in that the laws which they make mrust ho obeyed. But te bea law the declaration of their will must bo within the proper limits assigned
te theru; and so, while deînanding obedience frem tîre subjects of theirpower, they in tura act in obedienco'to a power above them. They are iiia state ef subjection te tire author of their heing. They render habituai
ebedience te the supreine power in the Statc-the Imperial Parliament.
by the very recurrenceoef their semiions, and it is enly when rendering that
ebedience te the Imperial Parliarnent which is demanded by thec British
North Arnerica Act that they caLn exact ehedience te themnselvcs. We
have here noe cîcîent of sovereigu y, but radirer every indication of suh-
jection and subordination. E. DOUGLAs ARmouit.

PARTIEs arc thc necessary outgrowth of our institutions; but a govern-
ment is net by the people when one party fastens its control upon thecountry and perpetuates its powcr by cajoliug and bctraying the people
instead of serving themn; a govcrnmont is net by the people when a result
which should represent the intelligent will of free and thinking mien is orcan be determined by tlie shameless thef t of tlieir suffrages. -C leveland'8
Letter.

re NATIONYAL LITERA TUBE.
mn
re To tl 'rose who desire a Canadian Nationality, witlî ail thgt is implied
)n by thc words, it înay ho unpîcasant te feel that one of the chief glories of
.A a nation, a distinctive national literature, cari hardly ho a reality ini this
ýd country fer many geneî'ations te couic. Yet while acknowledging this

Le truth, forccd upeni us by the nature cf eur existence, we may withîout
i-despair tura te seek that in which we nîay achieve a moasure of success.i. A healthy caterpillar state is necessary te the final glory of the butterfly.

h In it must ho accuinuîated sufficient vitality te carry eut the evolution ofth.le chrysalis that finally dovelepes the perfect insect. We cannot attain
e tihe perfection of the hutterfiy at once ; yet we eau seek eut and store
tf ourselves wvith that wlîich, in after years, nîay lend a beauty te our
e maturer state. Wo have amiong us the relies of a fast fading race, whose
y, history, tradition, and religion are wvcll werthy te ho preserved by the pen

rof the Canadian historian ami peet. It is tlie legacy bequeathied te ns bya dying people hiastened by oui' advancing civilization te thc toîuîb. To
us reniains tire gencreus task cf preserving these ureinorials, and te
Canadianr Literattire vrill ho the boureur, if we perfermi it well. These

rpigments, thoughi few ini number are rich in celour, ai-d xvorked hy tihebrush of the skilful word-paiinter would produce pîctures of character and
incident, with hack-rounds of unsurpasseci scenery, well werthy te ho
"hung on the line " in any nation's gallery ef faume. With Cartier and

Chamuplain a nlew cma opens, and frein their days te the tornîination of theFrench ruie lu Canada wvere vigorous stirring tiniîes tirat have already
*furnishied niaterial for historical and imaginative woîks tlîat are, lot us

hope, but precursors of brigliter geins of literature. Sinee the foundation
of English mule the diflerent Provinces now formiug Canada have irad
varied and net uneventful histories. Canadian biood lias heon shed in
defence of Canadian houres, and rebellion, the causes aird results of whilh
loyal mon calmly judge to-day, lias given us a storrny page in our history.
By sucîr inaterial as this, the literatures of o ther lanrds have been enriched.
May we not expeet as nîuch froni this for our own ? To-day we are anation, and though conflictingy interests may now and thon excite dissen-
sions, time will harden the cernent that biads us ln a national structure.

Many of the worîd's greatest novelists have been, wliat is frcquentiy
terîned, writers for a purpese; and te sncb the Canada of te day ofFers a
fair field of labeur ; but the Canadian wmiter wio seeks famne in such aitarena mnust boar in nîind thrat, though lio writes te sceurgo a lecal evil, ortlcpict a local phase of life, lus treatnîent must be organie te toucli the
nerves of humanity wherever mon read'the lauguage thrat lie writes. Do
we net find in the works of Erîglish and Arnerican authers of notç, pas-
sages descriptive of life and char-acter not oniy truc te those who know the
originals, but se universally human that the nature of anotiier land dees
net say Ilthis is tee local," IlI cannot appreciate this ; " and when we
read such do wo net long that seme one frein amnong us might arise and
speak thus, thuat the nations might listen, understand and applaud? Who
can satirize the evils and follies of a nation se weli as-a resident or native
hem i A stranger is tee often prejudiced. lus ideas are moulded by the
mode and custom of Iris own land. The urreoin mon te him is frequently
reprehensible for ne otiier reason than that it is unfamiliar. Thus good
and cvii alike receive the lash and excite bis raillery. Ho quibliles over
the use or nîisuse of a word. Peculiarities of inanner and custeur that areonly w.rong by arbitrary ruîirîg, net fromn inherent cvii, are strange te him,
and lie mocks hecause •c knows ne botter, lis superficial criticisms seize
upon the cflect and overlook the cause. The resident or native born whois net a pedant distinguishes between the right and wreng of things. Ho
knows the reot of tIre evil and folly hy which hoe is surrouuided, and from
hlm rehuke or ridicule is a power.

Among the disadvantages under which literature labeurs in thiscountry thcrc is one, which irîstead of being a detriment, should ho a heip,
and forîn a steppirîg-stone te luigher things. This is the iDaiiy Press of thecountry. It 18 net as newspaupers that they ferra the detriment te goodliterature; the rcceipts from subscriptions and advertisements mnust
regulate.to a great extent the amount expcnded on the collection of news :but it is these pages of original matter, those studies in black and white
through magnifying glasses, the editorial columas, that deserve a word ofcensure. Black abuse and slander and fuisome adulation, spouted eut
upon almost every prominent character in the political or municipal arena-laguage that used in conversation would provoke and deserve a hlow-
18 censidcred justifiable and perhaps gentlemanly by the politicai writer,
and it 18 frequently of a construction, grammaticalîy speaking, te justify
tire application of the bircir te its carelcss or illiterate, author. Turn tethe local paper. The Ilacrid mud " of the political editorial 18 net there;
but bad grammar and slang rua a close race up aird duiwn tire coluinîns of


