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of profcssional skill which cannot bc cqually as wcIl accomplishcd
in Canada as clscwherc. Quibblc as some gcntlcncn may, the
question of fecs lias a grcat deal, if not cvcrything, to do vitlh this.
Wc have all at times given our vcry bcst professional scrviccs at a
financial loss ; but it is not the naturc cithcr of honcsty or justice
to do this forcvcr. Thcrc arc casuists, like the landlord, and the
d butchcr, bakcr and milkman,'" who would not sympathize with
sucli sentiment.

Any one at all familiar witli the contributions of so many of
our Canadian dcntists to this Journal and its prcdcccssor, must
admit that we have donc fairly wvell. If we havc not becn favored
withl highly scicntific articles it must bc rciembered that we arc
a young profession. The politics of ccntistry lias, too, ncccssarily
cngaged a great dcal of energy. As the onily local mcdium of
professional communication, the journal lias had to cxist upon tic
material supplied it, and one objcct lias bccn, not to make it a
spccimen of scissoring from its contcniporaries, as to cncouragc
original nattcr and socicty procecdings in our own Dominion.
If it has not bcen plhenomenally succcssful in this respect our
good fricnds will know vlon to blaime. Nobody but the captions
critics who ncver do mucli, if anything, tlcmsclvcs, could rcason-
ably cast blane upon thxe publisher or editors.

EDITORIAL NOTE.

7TiHE article by Dr. Lodge on anotlhcr page puts the argumncits
against advertising in plain language. It is unlikely that a local
press which profits !liandsoniely by quack advcrtisencits would
reproduce it ; but it is worth reprinting for distribution among the
class of patients vho arc cauglt by the trickeries of the sensational
advertiser. In this way evcry dentist vlio cares to do so, could
" educate " the public without any self-advertisement.
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