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varions essential elemnents of H-is character have been dis-
covercd in ail their beauLy, fis grentleniess, flus faiLthfulness,
flis hieroismn, I-is true cosmnopol itan isni, IIis synipatliy wfitl
ail classes, andl other like qualities, mid one after anotlier tbey
hiave captivated the imagination of large nunibers of' followers.
At every step the' ideal lias l)eCOmIi loftier, more coînplete
more excig vr ril~y freslî itJ))prcenisioii of it lias
more or less convulsed Society, as we sec Russia comîî'tlsed hy.
the wvritings of' '1olstoi. Tu old i<Iual ever resents the imtru-
Sion or thie nevas famiticisn. Evrbtykos tha lte
Chîristian idea11l'or condiiet is at present F'ar bigbier lu Ulie
fanîîly than it; is iii busine.ss lire ou in international relations.
Every Qne feels that, the fzamily ideal is Uie one that slîould
prev'ail universally, anld ivili ultinmately (10 $0. Yet, every
fresli asse,ýrtion of its olilgationî is re-garde(l as a vrsonary
(ireaiii.

Thie thiird direction in whicli furtlier (levelop)iiieiit niay be
hoped for is in the inoralization of tîmose areis of life w1îIihh
hiave thus far. rc-sistedl mie control or morial 1)riiiciples. Mie
absolute supreînacy of Uhc amoral law ini ail the relations of
life is an axioia of Clîristianity. But it is ani axioni îw'lose
validitv is far [roin bein<T mniversally aed ou even by pro-
fessing. Clîristianis. It is acknowled ged as bindingr even whien
violated lu the relations of the fanîily and of ordinary coin-
Mierce. In the latter field, ixideed, it inaintains itself wvith
soine (lifliCUlbV, anld 0110 ofteti still biars the imaxiiii, that
business is business, pleaded as a reasoî l'or exenmpting i t froîn
thîe operation of the liher obligations of Chîristian duty to
love ouîe's nieighhbor ats lîimself. Buit there are ilnaly other
larî-re Irets iu Whlicli tie suprcmacy of moral law is stili

'l

strenuously dis puted. 'l'lie faîxilliar phirase, "Art for Art's salke,>
15 simply a skilful inethod of ela,)iimnîng tîat, Art is not botind
to biave any moral purpose. Literature wqnl filin make for
itselU a siînilar dlaiim. I)iploinacy lias begunii to be conscious
of moral restrictions oiily (luringr the present, generation. The
average poli tician recrards the application of moral pri uciples,
in the ivarfare of parties- as aliiost wholly iimprzicticable, and
even pious ecclesiastics hiave beexi kuowiî to resort to devious


