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University; in li-s 'ork on political
economy %vriîes dîlus concerning the origin
of tliese p)rejtudic.!. " liLardbeartedi and
selfisb, are the stereotyped epithets applied
to this science. II1*definied antipaîliy is
sure nul 10 rest longý suspended upon a
niere abstract idea ; it seeks sonie con-
crete object, and therefore the epithets.
aI)plit:d to the science are sp)eedily trans-
ferred to tbio-e who study it, and a
l)oli1ica! econoniîSt exists vaguely in the
baze of polilar ignorance, as a hiaid-
hearted selfisli being, who %visites t0 sec
every otie ricbi, but bias no symipathy with
those liigber qualities which ennoble the
the character of mnen?' 'l'le injustice of
tiiese ig-norant prej udices beconies inan t-
féEt 10 every ireasonial)'e person, wblen, we
conscientiouslv examine the true object
and scope of ihis science. For we then
discover that the polîtical economist may
be the niost uiseful of philantbropîsts, in
as niuch as lie seeks, and acquires that
information which %vill enable inii to
imp1 rove the mnoral and physical conditions
of ail classes of humanity. Far fromn being
desirous of enriching the few at the
expense of the lower classe.; which after
ail constitulte the greait portionî of the
human race, the true economist should
seek to increase the inaterial advantages
of the poor, and by so doing hicighîcen
their intellectual statuis, which bias deter-
iorated throughi lack of cultivation. Vicv-
ing the mission of the l)olitical econonîist
ii tibis liglit, which is the only true one,
the economisî should be looked upon, not
as an egotist, but rather as a zealous
benefactor, deserving of our esteen and
gratitude.

Liberatori, that beacon lighlt iii the
arena of phIilosoiuhic l':arning, dermnes
political econony as "the science of
public ivealth wiîh regard to0 ils nightful
ordering as a mieans of comminon well-
being. "Let it flot be interpreted to
niean that a nation bias no other mission
to fulfil, than to becomne richi. For no
one, other than a sensualist wvill contend
that wealth shoîîld bc the one absorbing
amni of life. Notvithstaýiding tlie niany
assertions to the contrary, the great
liolitical econonmists recognize that in deal-
ing witli the phenoniena connected witlî
the p)roduction and distribution of
wvealth, the bîhier phienoniena of man's social

existence niust not b)e ignored. If there-
fore, an economist considers îhat the sole2
aimi of tbis lite is the bioarding up of
colossal fortunes, by mens of tbe forma-
tion of powverful combines and iiono,-
polies, tlien let the individual be blamied,
andl fot the science of which lie prol"esses
to be an expontent.

\Vlien il ks considered that tlie object of
î)oliticaî1 econ<)my is the acquirenient of

eatan obj .-ctioîî is raised by somne tbat
tbe tenets of ibis science are in direct
contradiction t0 the christian doctrine
"Blessed are the poor." And as inany

even anîjong the educated classes imagine
that tbis repugniance really exists, il may
not be in>)pOrtune 10 show the absurdity
of such a contradiction. Il is truc that

the Cahoi k ucl says "I13lessed are the
bti snot true that sbte disap-

proves of acqtiiring riches. Christianity
teaches tînt thîe riches o)f tbks lifé are nol:
the sole end to be attainecl, but that there
is anotber life hereafter, whlit:bi cati bc
enjoyed by the poor and rich alike. And
in the sense alonte that tlie attainment of
this end is less difficuilt for the pour tlîan
for the ricli does thîe church igtyexclaim

Blesseci are tîe Ipour." Po accuse
Caîholicity of fosîeriiîg po,,'erty anion()
lier adherenîs is a base calunîny, that viIli
not bear the Iigbit of invetigaîiion. I-istory
affirnis that civiliz.ition and Catholicity
have alwvays gonte hand iii hand. Religio
lias been the plant as il %vere and civiliza-
lion ils flover.

We recognize twvo factors in the acquire-
nient of w,.,altli, lab:)r and saving. Whio
dares t0 say that Catholicity does not
prescribe labor ; and what is saving but
sz-l-f-deuîial, and the restraint: up0f our
sensitive appetites -,and are not' labor
as well as sel f*denial prescribed by
the Churcli. It is obvious then that the
truc Christian spirit leads t0 wealth, aïîd
th-, nation wlîiclî is faiîlîful to tle precepts
of Clînistianity ni ust eventually become
prosperous. Idleness, moral corruption or
political oppression, flot religion, are tlie
causes of poverîy.

As an active factor in society, and
wielding an influence of ils own, political
econony lias been in evdence o:îly since
the dîne of AMain Sinhi. And the
thoughitful reader is likely to inquire
whether this, coinparatively new science
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