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But the unwieldiness of ancient as-
scmblies, coupled %vith, tie proverbial
ficizlcncss of the miasses. mnade the
pursuit of a definite policy almnost an
imnpossibility. Any windy dc:magogue
who rningled a littie tact with his blus-
terings wvas often sticcessful in carry-
ing his proposais againist a1 safeî- or
more beneficial plan advocated by a
Iess giftedi but more sci-upulous adver-
sary. Hence tlieir government %vas
very unstable. But to-day,, when
cvery member liolds bis seat becauise
lie lias pledged hirmself to a certain
course of action on aIl vital questions,
tiiere is reasonable certainty that the
policy of the stronger party ivili be
persistentiy foliowedi during the nat-
ural liCe of the Parliam-ent.

Anotiier consideration ivhichi aclded
to the fickieness of tue Athienian Ec-
clesia.is the fact that meetings must
be held at least four times a month.
Thus, in case thc policy pursued for
the time being appeared to hiave mis-
carî-îed in any way, the people deait
wvitli the matter summi-arily and while
under the influence of anger or indig-
nation, a condition of affairs not con-
ducive to clear thinking and careful
legisiation.

Again, wvith regard to tlîe method
of conducting elections a %vide differ-
ence is found. At tlîe time when
Athenian democracy w as at its lîeight
alînost any citizen rnight give in bis
name as a candidate for the office of
arclion, and the selection was made
by tlie casting of lots. B3ut to-day
the numnber of candidates uisually cor-
i-esponds to the number of political
parties, and the election is made by a
ballot vote ; in thc-ory, eaclî elector
independently griving expression to
his lieai-tfelt convictions-in practice,
oiten wieiding his suffrage in the in-
terests of the party that xviii pay him
Most, or voting whiie bis brain is
stupificd by drugs smuggled into his
systemn tnder cover of an election
treat. Eachi systemn bas its disadvan-
tages, but in tlieory, at Ieast, we of

to.day can dlaim a great superiority
over the ancients.

With regard to, the field of legisla-
tion there lias flot been much change,
each Assenibly dealing wvith ai mat-
tcrs of borne and foreign policy. But
the Ecclesia liad, supreme and final
power in ail matters of national Iaw-
giving, of war or peace, cf external
alliancos; ivhile to-day the powver of
the representatives of the people is
lîampered by other authorities. The
effect of such restriction of the power
of the Commons is held to be very
salutary, but is somnetimes feit as a
serions incon vcnience by the party in
power.

In the Executive Department of
State Governr-nent another contrast
is presented. In the early demo-
cracies the Legisiative Assernbly it-
self attcncled to the execution of its
decrees and enactments. This it did
partly by giving over certain duties to
the various officers of state and partly
by appointing executive committees
as occasion required. But to-day the
President or Premier of the 'land is
responsible, through his colleagues in
the Cabinet, for the proper adminis-
tration of the laws.

A comparison of the judicial sys-
tems reveals considerable difference
in custom and procedure. At Athens,
through their somnewhat elaborate sys-
terri of dikasteries, the people dire ctly
controlled the civil and the criminal
courts. Except in cases involving a
very small fine, w~hich came under
the jurisdiction of an archon, or in
the matter of homnicide-to deal with
ivhich ivas the peculiar province of
the Senate-the popular dikastery
alone hiad powecr to act, and its de-
cision was final. Butin modem demo-
cracies is found a graded system of
jury courts, where, under certain limi-
tations, appeal May be made from
each lowe'c -) the next lîigher court.

Again, a criminal court of to-day is
presidcd over by an expert in crimi-
rial lawe who is believed to be, and


