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On the Characteristics of the Process of Dominion of

Canada for Complete Nationhood

Hong Xia

In the ages of New Imperialism, Dominion of Canada with incomplete nationhood was
important to the British Empire. The Britain placed great hope on her that she would be loyal
to the mother country for ever. However, both in politics and economy, and in culture and so—
ciety, she didn t accord with the expectations of the mother country. She developed her owni-
dentity,interest and purpose, and became mature gradually. So, while declaring constantly to
be loyal to the mother country, she deviated step by step from the expectations of the mother
country until she divorced from imperial frame and achieved the complete nationhood. The

thesis focuses on this paradoxical process.

The Power Relationship Between Canon Law

and Common Law Courts in Medieval England

Liu Cheng

Two separate systems of law and court, canon law exercised by church court and com-
mon law exercised by king s court, existed in medieval England. Both of the two legal sys—
tems had their own definitions of competence which shaped rough boundaries between them.

However, between the two definitions there were some overlapped jurisdictional areas
where disputes occurred. When dealing with matters of property, the common law court in—-
sisted on bringing patronage and advowson(the right to recommend candidates to benefices)
within the sphere of royal justice, and thus limited the church s ability to control its own
property. Dispute also occurred in cases of sanctuary and benefit of clergy. The church
claimed the sanctity of consecrated places and consecrated persons which meant secular juris—
diciton could not extend to church places and criminal clerics. Although the church succeeded
in protecting its special legal status and seriously blocked the Crown s jurisdiction on crimi—
nal cases, these privileges could only be enjoyed within a certain limits put by lay authority.

Neither the Crown nor the church had totally put their own definitioninto practice- But,
as the King § power increased the competence of church court was more and more defined by

king & court,



