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'business affairs would restore the balance

and cure ail industrial i11". But as the

isubstitution of the higber for the lawer

principle is beyond the power of human

legisiation, this remedy 18 unavailable, be-

yond, the limite within which it may be

applied voluntarily by individuals and so-

cieties. It is ta be deeply regretted that

it has neyer yet been so reduced to practice

by sucb individuals and societies as to

bflord the world, on any large scale, a dem-

onstrat ion of its superiority as a law for the

regulaticn of the every-day affaire of life.

But is it clear, as almoat ail the world's

great statesmen, including apparently those

who now compose the British Government,

have openly or tacitly aflirmed, that the

State, which means or should mean the

concentrated political wislom of the nation,
can do nothing ta promote a more equal

distribution of both the opportunity for

work and the products of work 'i How

unequal this distribution 18, 18 very striking-

]y brougbt out in an article in the December

number of the Political Science Quarter7y, by

Mr. Holmes, of the National Census Bureau

of the United States. Accurdiiig ta Mr.

Holmes's caloulationsi, the sixty billions

which constitute tL~e wealth of the nation

is disti ibuted amcng alittie more than twelve

and a baîf millions of familles as follows

One and a half millions farm-hiring families

have $200,000,000 (average wealth $150) ;

£ve million home-hiring families have $2,-

500,000,000 (avcrage wealth $500) ; two

and a haîf million families owning fanaus,

(worth less than $5,000) have $6,500,000,-

000 ; two and a balf million families own-

ing homes (worth less tlian $5,OCO) have

$8,000,000,000 ; while the remaining $43,-

000,000,000 is owned by one and onc-

tentb million familles. Mr. Holmes also

quotes approvingly an estimate made

by the Tribune some time since, according

to whlch four thousand millionaires in the

United States poesess flot less than twelve

billion dollars, or about one-fif th of the total

wealth of the sixty-five million citizens of

the Republic. The inequality is probably

8omewhat les in Canada, but perhaps fully

as great in England.
Can it be in accordance with the design

of beneficent nature tl'at such inequalities

ehould exist in men's ability ta procure the

means of existence and enjoyment which

ehe bas Bo bountifuliy provided ? If not,

there muet be something in the structure of

civil eociety, or in the character of its legis-

lation, which gives undue advantage to

certain individuals or classes in the struggle.

If that be not sa, it becomes almost self-

evident that it ehould be the business of

organized legisiatures ta devise some check

%ipon th* aquisitivenese of the strong, or

some protection for the natural rights of the

'weak.- Yet that je wbat fia Legialature bas

as yet succeeded in doing ; we migbt almost

eay bas as yet attempted ta do. And it

muet be confeesed that the objections ta

many or ail of the plane which have as yet
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been suggeited, such as reduction of the

bours of labour, state employment for the

unemployed, etc., are so many and weighty,

that it le hardly surprising that fia Govern-

ment bas as yet seen its way clear ta stake

its existence upon the introduction of any

radical measure looking ta this end. The

cynically disposed Lnigbt, however, retort

that both governmerits and legisiatures have

not hesitated ta enact niuch legistation, fromn

time to time, designed ta produce the oppo-

site effect from that eo manifestly needed,

such as protective tariffs, charters witb ex-

clusive privileges for close corporations,

combinations, etc. It is becoming iucreas-

ingly evident that not only the well-being

but the safety, if not the very exifýtence, of

organized society in the future, will depend

very largely upon its succees lu devising

effective legislation of the kind whose need

18 sa plainiy indicated, and now sa ioudly

demanded by large bodies of the working

people.

PARTY IN POLITICS.

Rev. Principal Grant, in bis series of
very independent letters on the political sit-

uation, which have appeared ln the Globe,
deplores the spirit of party. Dr. Goldwin
Smith, whose influence during bis long per-
icd o! residence in Canada was so poant,
was canstantly inveighing against the evils
of the party system, and laying bare the mis-
chie! wrought by faction. Ail good men
join ln this view which la undoubtediy bc-
yond debate.

I have ieen no one, hoWever, who bas

undertaken to de~i with the task of deflu-
ing the lîne between wh£tt is legitimate and
useful in party politics and wbat is hurt-
fui. That government by party 18 the
be*ýt system available under popular institu-
tions is scarcely toa strang a statement ta

make. The mast legitimnate hunes ou wbich
to divide parties are Liberal and Conserva-
tive, because in the ktrulggle Letween chese
two forces a jui t equilibrium can be abtain-
ed. One bal! of the community urging
change, progrese, reform ; the other bal!
carefully and vigorously guarding the es-
tabiished institutions of the cauLtry. In
the struggle between two such opposing
forces ably led and wis( ly contýrolled, the
British system of governmünt bas sprung
up and grown ta the state o! perfection we
now see it.

It may be safely affirmed that the full
stature of popular government wae neyer at-
tained in England until the party system
made its appearance. If party were elim-
inated from government in Great Britain,
in the United tAates and ln Canada, le it
toa mucb ta say that the intelligence of the
present genei aticu bas not yet devised a
substitute which would produce equally
satisfactory resuits î Amid ail the evils of
party, we have ta recognize that it does se-

cure the most searching discussion o! public
affaire, and the keenest criticism of public
men. Lt sustains constant interest in public
matters on the part o! the mass of tbe peo-
pie and tbereby secures a wider popular in-
telligence. Eliminate party aime and party
struggles and statecratt would degenerate
into a mers routine, and statesmanship
would give way ta an effets bureaucracy.
And !oolish and blind as are the deede done
in the name of party, the game o! party poli.

tics makes it absolutely essential that (a>
good men and abie men be put at the head
of the organization. The people will neyer
long worship rascality or mediocrity ; (b)
and that sound and patriotic measures be

advocated as the basis of the organizatiafl
The people will neyer long support a foolb
ish, unpatriotic or isase poiicy.

Granting1, then, that government of the

people by the people is most effectively car-
ried on under the ficrce and surgîng con-
flicts of party strife, the problem of the day
is how ta eliminate froin this system the ele,

ments which are paipably miEchievous.
Certain features of the party system are

manifestly evil. When it becomes a muach-
ine in the hands of one or more leaders or
bosses, then it i8 a danger ta the state.
When party discipline is so maintained that
the electorate are kept strictly in party

hunes, then again the welfare of the commun-
ity is distinctly threatened. Under the

party system whole families maintain witb a
sort of proud tradition an unbroken history
as partizans for generations. This is un-
questionably bad. In the naine of partY,
every wrong which a weak or disbofle5
ruler can perpetrate is upheld and sustaiiied
by blind adhereiitg. That the wrong la de-
fended honestly does not mitigate the evi14
Blindness is almost as dangerous as wicked-
ness. The party organization iu most O
the counties or constituencies in Canada bas
been in the samne bands for generations. If
you visit a constituency af ter twenty year9
absence, some changes will of course t
found. Some leading men will have- died,

and some few may have changed their pali
ical faith. But a party convention wl
iuster the saine men and especially the
saine familles it did twenty years beforO'
Political issues may have chauged, leadersi
may have changed and the party may have1

gone utterly wrong in the lutervai, it luBit
ters nat. The~ old party traditions hav'
gone on and its adherents have r@tmained
serenely blind.

Illustrations could be given w;th0"t
number. lu my own constituency, as
was driving along during an election cOl'
test, [ encountered a man whom I knew t'
be a political apponent. I stopped ta spek

with hlm for fun. IlIt is no use ta caulvaol

you, Mr. L-," I remarked. IlYou are,
always the one way." IlOh yes," he repied
with the utmost frankness, "l I dono
bother much about politics. When ai'
election cames on I find out if there are ail

Tories running and if so t go and vote for
thpm."

Not only is this a condition of thinlg
actuaily present in connection with OtUe

political institutions, but it ia persistent 1

glorified as something noble, loyal "
laudable. The man who says, dg I hav
voted Grit for forty years and intend ta V;Ot

Grit as long as I live," le slapped. enthUsBS
tically on the back and pronounced a finle

fellow-a regular brick. Yet it wotild bl

treason against nature ta argue that sucob
line of action is wrong, absurd and fatal eo
good citizenship. That is apparent. tt

how are you ta get rid of this tendencY o

the party system ? By what process
men be made ta think, and reflect, 01
speak and vote according ta the rights of th
question every time i

There le such a tbing as treason ta
cause-perhaps, treason ta a party.whl

the issue is cleariy deflned and a man.li
definitely made Up his mini that one ie
of the question is rigbt, he is bound ta
ta that view, and duty calîs upon blix'
exert every legitimate effort ta accowP1 0'


