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it miight be adrnitted that there are too many who place their
owfl selfish aggrandizement over the consideration of the public
good. But if this pagan indictmient is true, then Canada is slipping
rapidly into an oblivious perdition, if she bas not already arrived at
that uncoveted and over-populated goal.

But, f ranidy, we are flot quite convinced that this is the case.
ii fact, there are many indications to warrant other conclusions. It
is, alas, too truc that the politics of the world are given over to the
,nere matter of selfish aggrandizement by people whose commercial
iintçrcsts are their politics, and whose politics are their commercial
interests. Such people are the ever-present (human) examiples of
the apotheosis of the acquisitive instinct-a species of insanity when
miade the main business of life and the fundamental motive of hum-an
enideavor. This instinct neyer can be the basis 6f rational politics,
tior can it furnish material for an adequate foundation of a lasting
state. Men in both parties recognize this, and act on this: that a con-
glomeration of acquisitive instincts without a principle which bas
crystalized into a sentiment-a national sentiment, if you please, and
a national sentiment on which men vote-cannot furnish the mate-
riais out of which great states are made.

The situation which makes possible such a statemient as we have
quoted places the index upon the weak place in the armour of de-
miocracy; this fact, that our politics are based SO largely upon
iiiterests and flot principles. Yet with ahl this, people have been
known to die for a national sentiment without hope of pecuniary
reward.

Is it possible that they will no longer vote for it?
Towards this point is written a paragraph in Canadiani Collii's

on1 "More Faults Like These Needed":
The former Minister of Labor, Mr. MVackenzie King, annotinces bis intention

of reniaining in politics for some years to corne. He also announices, that there are
sceveral, large problems of the Empire and of Canada which lie intends to study. Mac-
kenzie King's critics hold two things against him-his youth and bis way of looking
nt public questions fromn a professor's point of view. Youth, alas, lie wvi1l soon over-
conic, but the student habit we hope he will neyer survive. As hie was a college
lecturer before hie was a Cabinet 1\inister, the chances are tliat the love of learning
'viii persist. It is as strange as it is becoming to biear a young Canadian sotenmnty
devote bis life to the public service and state at the sanie tirne that lie is going to
traýin himself for it by study. Most of our politicians cut the studying out. They
IviIt cross the bridge when they corne to it, so they saty. They hope tbcy bave enloughl
colnon-Setlse to pull themn throughi. They are practical men, and wvbat they want is
t, gM' down to brass tacks and leave the theorizing to the doctrinaires and visioniaries.
Ali of wbich means that they are content to, be Lazv and ignorant and let somiebody
1ic do their thinking. Doctrinaire! Visionary! These are narnes to be prou(l of.
A doctrinaire is usually a man wîo, is coincernei .for abstract riglht as against concrete
, 1ron g. A visionary is a~ man who hias imagination. Tfe Government whicbi wbolly
disre.,.ds abstract right is saît without meat; the Governrnient xvhich lias no imagina-

tion is mecat without sait. Mackenzie King is younig; lie is a doctrinaire; lie is a
\1,ýofl,-1X; lie is an altruist. WTitbi ail these faults we can love hîrin stili. Politics is
'Vorti .just as much studying now as when Aristotie wrote a book about it.
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