4 THE OWL.

cept the definition of the Smith school of
ceonomists thisis justification enough.
But this is pn.uwl) wherein w cdlllu.
We could accept IFawcett’s delinition if
the words ““as ordained to social weltare”
were added.

Wealth is but a means to an end : that
end is the weltare of society, and by so-
ciety T do not mean the state as it is com-
monly understood and especially not the
state when it is nnderstood to be the po-
litical party . which happens for the time
being, to be in power — I mean soci-
ety as composed of the individuals of a
nation.  The end of the individual s his
cternal salvation — the object of society
is to tacilitate the attainment of this end.
Wealth is one of the necessary means for
this attainment. Therctore the science of
wealth is direetly subordinated to moral
science. — Therefore we must consider
man not only asa Zand but also asa keart
and mind. This it is the duty of political
sconomists to consider when im estigating
the laws that govern wealth as to its pro-
duction ctc. Il is thair duty, for instance.
to investigate the law s thatgovern the pro-
duction of wealthwhile the natural right
is sccured to the laborer, of being ablc to

VICTOR HUGO, AS SEEN

]q great man was this Victor Hugo; a
mighty power for good or evil.
A man of transcendant ability, who
wrote prose and poeiry with equal grace
and charm.  Intellectually o giant, mor-
ally a pigmy. there is no man of modern
France. who ever wicldesd such a power
over the minds of all classes, nor ever one
who used his power to the furtherance
of amore censurable purpose. We would
not aceuse Victor Flugo of doing such an
act wilfully — no. we believe that he was
honestly sincere and desirous of the gen-
eral good, but the fact is painfully evident
that his pernicious doctrvines have driven
thousands of persons into the mire of Com-
munism and false Socialism.

We donot intend (o ofler here anything
approaching a review of Victor Hugo’s

live so as to attain hisend, to support his
family and to educate his childven,

Again take the example which Faw-
cett gives: — C()mpuls(n\ Education.
bpcul\nw of this he says substantially
that political cconomy treats of such a
question in as much as it aflects wealth
without regard to the increase or decrease
ufmm.lht\ th:ltmnfhl ensue from its adop-
tion.  As well mwht political cconomy
treat of all kinds of fl.lud for surely fraud
allects the distr il)ution ()f wealth.

Political cconomy is from its very nat-
ure as we have shown, subordinated to
Moral Science, and toseparate them rigicd-
Iy, cannot be productive of other than the
most disastrous results.

This is no meteoric theory shooting a
cross the firmament of polmczll scienee ,
but the teachng ofa school  of economists
which I regret to say is unrepresented in
English. In Continental Lurope, how-
ever, it has a numerous following.

Lt,pl 1y and Clwdio Janet (not to 1My
knowledge translated into English) can
be 1ccmnmcmlu1 to those wishingto study
political economy froma Catholic point
of view.

J. T. Forey, 'SS.

IN©LES VISERABLESY

works, or a criticism of his style, but
mut.l\ to diaw attention to a few of the
more pmmmmt and dangerous socialistic
tendencies of his book — /( s iserables.
It is written in that elegant, forcible, and
charming style, of which Victor Hugo
was so consummate a master.  Though
clothed in this clegant dress, the skeleton
is as hideous as ever a shroud enclosed.
and it is truly painful to see such beauty
of diction wasted upon such uscless. vea
absolutely injurious matter. Indeed, it
may be tr uthlull\ asserted of Les A/iser-
ables that of all the evil works thrown
upon French society during the past hall
century. ithas been the mosi widespread
n its ravages and the most (hs.l\mm\ in
its results. The rveason for this is not
fir to seek. In Zes Miserables. the
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