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is derived from two Greek roots—aristos, the .
best, and kratos power. The term ‘‘demoe- -
raey’’ differs from this inasmueh as the first part of

THE word ‘‘aristoeracy,’’ as most people knaw, =

the word comes from demos, the people.

We may take it for granted that government by
an aristocracy means, and has meant for the period
of almost six thousand yecars which we will now dis-
cuss, a government by those pcople who are best eal-

eulated to be willing to contribute to an effort to -

bring about an endless duration to the current or-
ganization of society—an organization, that at least
financially, has been developed compatibly with their
own interests.

We venture to say that this ideal of a governing
body eould only obtain in a metaphorical society of
the blind, where the one-eyed were appointed kings;
but, where it does prevail, and it prevails almost uni-
versally, it is responsible for mueh haraship, since an
attempt to prolong the life of any organization in

whose eonstitution there¢ have developed signs of de-

erepitude, must, in the long run prove a sure
means of hastening its <deat h. >

It is only when the current otganizations become
sufficiently plastie to enable them to undergo a kale-
idoscopie transformation compatible with the ever-
changing needs of seciety that we shall know that
the moulding of them is in the hands of sueh an en-
lightened demoeraey.

Sach a demoeraey eculd give frec rein to that in-
dustrial evolution that operates in the interests of
society whenever soeiety allows it to do so; but. it
stands to reason that a misinformed society, drunk
with the metaphorieal wine of propaganda, must get
rid of its delusions before it ean be sufficiently sane
to grant its permission.

In order 46 show why society has not allowed it
to do so for seores of eenturies we shall take a ihnce
down the long vista of the ages where we shall be-
hold countless generations of thoughtless men under
the leadership of those who ought to have known
better masked in the tinselled costumes of warrmr
mothn, and brainlessly flying eentury after eentury
into the destructive flames of greed and glory. Such,
indeed, were the activities of the Mespotamian peo-
ples, who for forty centuries B.C. were wont to de-
luge the land with one another’s blood. In refer-
ence to this Mr. Wells, in his ‘‘Outline of History”’
at page 141, has the following to say: ‘‘ After four

. thousand years the warriors and eonquerors were

still going to and fro over this growing thing that
they did not understand.’’—(Civilization.)

If we analyse the rule of the ‘‘best,’” as it mater-
ialized during those four thousand years, we shall
find that partieipation in aets of bloodshed, rapine
and plunder was the charaecteristic function of the
bandit war-lords of those days, even as it is of the
hireling variety of to-day. Thus they spent their
time eentury after century promoting mental stagna-
tion, undoing what had been done, and doing many
things that should never have been done im their
suceessful attempts to take from other people wealth,
the equivalent of which they eculd have pro@ficed
themnelmtnth lecsanorgy than was expended on
their unpdgns, and so they kept the world poor,
and prevented the race taking the mnext stép in a
higher development. .
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had wealth, the plebian had the poverty, the distress,

and the burden of grief and bereavement for which .

the only emellierit n.i0 man was “Monp
touch of natnn tht mlde the 'hh 'N‘ldﬁl”
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Thus was the lmntl) eternal tngedy enacted
in many countries. During the latter part of the
period, ‘when the m&tallts of Mespotamia were
playing such havoe with each other, the Romans had
successfully emerged from thé long night ef eom-
parative freedom known as savagery . The old tribal
organizations were still in vogue when the eity was
founded in 753 B.C, and for a couple of Wundred
years. approximately, the affairs of men were regu
lated in acecordance with the ideals of two divergent
systems; in one case the individual as a member of a
tribe owed loyalty to a chicf; in the other as a citi
zen in possession of eertain lands he mtunlly eame
under the jurisdietion of the magistrate, so that for
a couple of eenturies at lcast we see a tribal, over-
*iapping an embryo politieal system. (See the chapter
on the subjeet in ‘‘Morgan’s Ancient Society’’) and
as the tribal system gave way it eould not fail to
leave a deep impression on the newer organization.
Its democratic chiefs who could be deposed, under
certain conditions, by fhe will of the people, now
took on the eharaeter of kings—a character-in which
for a long time they retained their reputation for
‘democracy, and to this fact we may attribute the
following statement on pagc 432 in Oshorne Ward’s
“*Ancient Lowly.”” He is referring to the long po-

< litical struggle between the plebs and the eonsuls—

the two officers who were installed in the republic
“instead of the old~tm kings after the overthrow of
the monarchy in510 B.C.

“It had been the kings that npheld the labor
unions. The eonsuls from the very first had endeav-
oured to suppreess them. These magnates were the
natural enemies of the working elass; the kmga their
nuataral friends.”’

We might add that he probably refers to the
Latin kings.  ‘‘At first there were Latin kings in
"Rome, then it would seem the city fell into the hands
of the Etrusean rulers, whose tyrranous conduet led
at last to their expulsion, and Rome beeame a Latin-
speaking republie.”” ‘‘Outline of History,”” page 383.

Not only did it become a republie, but it develop-
ed in short order all the usual viees and shortecom-
ings of a republic. Its achiévements in the way of
chieanery were amazing. ‘“The Roman voters, at the
time to which we refer, were organized to an extent
that makes the Tammany machine of New York
seem artless and honest.”” They were organized in
clubs. “‘and the rising politician working his way to
cffice went first to the usurers and then with the bor-
rowed money to these clubs. If the outside voters
were moved enough by any question to swarm into
the city, it was always possible to put off the voting
by declariug the omens unfavorable. If they eame
in unarmed they ecould be intimidated; if they
brought in arms, then the ery was raised that there
was a plot to overthrow the republie, and a massacre
would- hbe organized. . . . . The senate and the rich
equestrians were vulgar and greedy spirits hostile
and contemptuous towards the poor mob, and the
populace was ignorant, unstaple, and at least greedy.

. they do but demonstrate how clever and eun-
ning men may be, how sabtle in contention, how
brilliant in pretence, and hgw utterly wanting in wis-
dom and graee of spirit. ‘A shambling,” hairy brut-
ish, but probably very ennming ereature with a big

"brain behind ; so someone dueribed Homo Neander-

‘thalensis ’’ 2 2

““To this day we mustwnimihrtemtodu—
cribe the soul of the politician. The statestman has
still to oust the politician from his lairs and weapon
heaps. History has still to become a record of hu-
man- dignity."’—Wells’ Owine of History, Plgﬂ
426 and 427. .
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tions,”’ says Wells- in his Oomtline on ‘page 447,
““thcre was no ehoice between ehaos and a return to
royalty, &otheuqeptanhe of some _chosen individual
as'the onemifyhgwﬂlmth:tat_e "> and thus; be-
ginning about 27 B.C'ﬂld for eighteen centuries
thereafter the accepted ruléta of the world, of whom
so mueh was expeeted,-were, aceording to: the light
thrown on their character by history, on the whdle
of an ornamentsl rather than of a useful type.” Was
it any wonder them thaf men in the eighteeﬂh_ een-
tury after Christ grew tired of the imperfeetions of
royal government, and once more commenced a
series of experiments, the continuation of whieh,
cconomie eonditions will obviously demand of future
deeades—experiments of which the first were im-
proved reeonstruetions of the ancient republic, They
were born equal. Notwithstanding this, it-is said
that their supreme and other high courts of justice
arc so superior to the eircumstances that gave them
birth, that they keep in stoek; in their metaphorieal
warchouses graded brands of pseudo-justice which
they dispense to suit the exigencies of particular
cases. There is, for instanee, a special eoncoetion
to be administered in eases of emergeney to each of
the following elasses: labour unions, manufaeturers
associations, wealthy men, paupers, common or gar-
den assassins and thrill-killers. :

It is, however, not to be understood that because
of this wesult of republiean genius we are disposed
to blame that portion of the world that has not yet
thrown off its monarchial swaddling clothes for cul-
tivating its aesthetic taste; but we do find fault
with it for filling the annals of European activities
‘with biographies of these people, worthy though

*‘some of them have been, and then presenting the re-

‘sults to our schools and eolleges as histories of the
‘several nations. Nothing could be more eonducive to
ignoranee as to the meaning of history than this,
sinee the real regulator of the actions of men is em-
bodied in the economie neecessity to do, in the main,
what is profitable.

"~ . It is to the economic and industrial experience
of the past that we must tarn for guidance if we

.would eonseiously aid in the development of better

conditions in the future.

Our salvation lies not in the abstruse knowledge
of our would-be advisors, but in the sound eommon
sense of the average man—a common sense founded
on a knowledge of the eeonomie foundations of so-

“eiety. When the average man understands the mean-

ing-of that he will also know the cause and cure of
nearly all his troubles, including that of war. He
will know how fo organize a government sufficiently
plastie to enable it to undergo a kaleidoscopie trans-
formation ecompatible with the everchanging needs
of soeiety. s

Nobody ean deny that nations of sueh men would
be the very best specimens of the race to direet the
affairs of humanity; and being the very best the ap-
propriate nature of the term aristocracy in deserib-
ing them will be recognized. They would alse be
‘‘the people,”’ and therefore a demoeracy; or in
othtwnrd-theywuldhetheuhtoenqotde-
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