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%vould seemi, the first principle of liberty, which is primiarily
concerned with that of the individual.

Whether this moral ri ght is really more than the utili-
tarians admit, whether it is really more than a physicai
rigbit, and is in thc nature of a revelation in man to hin of
bis condition by the Cî'eator,we shall, in the folloxving pages,
atteipt to discuss as weîî as the protective and initiative
phases of State-interference, and what measure it seenis
desirable to adopt for the impî'ovemient of the industrial con-
dition of society.

Men have îlot been born equal either in talenît or go
fortune. Against the wvanton exem'cise of this superiority
there lias ailways existed in the minds of men a correspond-
ing sense of sympatby or of shame whiclî in its way was
probably intended as one o? the perservatives of tlhe species.
The final stage of man's development contemplates the bar-
inonizing of superioî'ity with infeî'iority, the cessation o? ail
warfare and the gcîîcral recognition of the desirab)ilitv
Of conforining to ean ideai. Socialismn also conterrplates
the establishaient of an ideal, ini the State, but one
il, which the naturai inequality of men is î'elicved hîy the

eoèpuSO,//union of ail together, at least for pur-poses relat-
ilng to productionî and trade. The final stage of inan's exis-
tence repî'esents iîim to the individualist a5" ait ideal iidi-
vidual ; to the~ socialist cbietly as an ideai unit. Though, as
it would appear, the socialistic state would conflict witlî the
freedom of the individuai, it is <lifficuit to sec how it runs
counter.as some contend, to the theory of evolution foi' is îîot
every atof mari by or accoî-ding to, the 'axvs which 1-overn
his8 being, even tiiose lawu which are înerely " ne-atively
regulative." It may be well liere to distingruisli socialisi
front sontie of the othei forms of popular agitation. Anarchy
is individuaism run to madness. It rcjects not only physi-
cal restraint but moral restraint as well. Communism us a
theorY of holding ail property ini counmon, and rnay act upon
its believers in one of two ways. It înay give them tbe
idea that what is everybody's is nobody's, and breed insecu-
1'itY oif possession, or it may give the idea tiîat the, uight of
eaci to the common property is a separate right, and so end
in a systeui sinîiiar to the present,after having, in the miean-
time, done incalculable damage. It is contended by coin
lnunists Ilthat pr'imitive propertv was everywhere communal
'lot personal." Is it not truer to s;ay that tlîat property
\vhich is flot personai is not pî'opeî'ty at al? If thc coin-
inunistic systemt of hiolding does not give security of posses-
sion apart fromt ownerslîip, it mnust lead eventually to rîoîua-
dic barbari.9m, thougli in the interval it*îuîay assuiîîe a
nieutrai phase. Socialismn likewise proposes thc abolition of
Private property, but to a less extent, viz., in the means of
production and distribution. Thougli it would thus aboiish
private pî'opei'ty ini capital, socialism aiiows the pri-
vate accumulation of the rewards of labour. Dating
fromi the French Revolution of 1848 it bas cone to mnean a
scientific polity involving state-ownership of the îîîeans of
production and distribution with a re.turn te labour ini notes
redeemable in nîcans of enjoyment. As under it the state
COîtrols empioyment and the means of employînent,
to tie individual is left enjoyment and thc means
Of enjoynient. International socialisrn is an interna-
tional novement to bring about this corporate organization
and management of the whoie proccss o? indu.stî'ai pî'oduc-
tofli and distribution. But tic trend o? tItis paper wiil be
to the conclusion that every plan tending to deprive men of

thIilvd uay nd seif-reliance tends to deprive them by
tiose other virtues upon which alone can be built up the
highest type Of tuait. To say by way of aaswer tîtat thc cxi-
gencies of thte timte demand prompt rather than profound
attention may be an offer te seli the birtirigit of the race
for a dissoîving view.

Aniongst tic theories bearing upon the relation of tic
individual to the state, there is but very littie agreemnent,
and whilst Mr. Herbert Spencer is wrestling mightily witi
the problems of sociology as they relate te lis system of
8 Yrithetic Philosophy and Hobbes, Lasalle, St. Simon,
Fourier, Blanc, Marx, Mill, George and Goldwin Smith are

recei\in alternateîy praise and censure, it is, perhaps, per-
'rissible, at least until the case is closed, te review the social
question without feelings of restraint.

Some philosopher5 maintain that society is a migbty and
mnYs-terious organlsm. Others maintin that à is merely an

nggrgaton o iniviuals Whlst thes aain ay hatit

is both ini one, 1eaving to those stili unconivinced the coiitifl-
uance of philosophical lucubration. Mil] (Liberty, cap. KIl)
says: IlThie sole end for which mankind are warranted imdi-
vidually or collectively in interfering witb the liberty of
action of anv of their nuinher is self-protection." This doc-
trine then would suggest to those Nvhio are not satisfled withi
the capitalist that they simply liave nothing to do witlî hii.
Anîd wlîere the capitalist wouid trespass by seeking to pie-
vent others front obt.aining froîn nature their natural, nîans
of subsistence Miil would sanction lus being quietly brushed
aside. The natural ri"glit of mnan is presumedly to a fair field
in which to contend with nature for existence. So long as
lie is flot hunigry or exposed to deatlî frorn iack of covering,
tis natural riglit does not develop, but so soon as lie becornes
8o it is the bid dinig of nature to fali to. The riglit of accui-
ulation of die natural inean-, of subsi,5tence is manifestiy ini
any event entireiy secondary to the righit of the starving to
the niatural incans of subsistence. Such is the law o~f
Nature and also of God. Othier s0 called natural riglits,,
in this connection are lot riglits given by Nature
wvith referenee to Nature, but are moral, biaving reference
tii the agreenients of individluals Moral righlts are
correlated to iluties. I)uties towarils miankind consist ini the
observance of the riglits of otîjers. The sanction under which
thiese moral rights and duties are observed is the religions,
transcendental or objective sanction. Where a sanction is
utilitarian the riglits and duties lieconie mierely utilitarian,
and are not moral ini the strict îneaningý of the word. Somne
contend that righits and duties are neyer moral in a trans-
cenden ai sense. 1 biat remains foir ecd one to determine for'
hirnself. Th)at they can appear positively so is intellectually
possible.

'llie Last ofits a Mtirdeî Trial.

T IlIE long llyamls trial was drawing to a close. Actuated
J by a feeling which miglit have been the love of scientific

investigation, but which was probablv morbid cuî'iosity, 1
resolved to sec the end. Civilized humnanity bas become so
uniform and stereotyped that any opportunity to see natur'e
uni-nasked by strong emotion bas powerful attractions as a
subject for interesting and instructive study. Holding this
cold-blooded principle of philosopby 1 becaie a tenîporary
reporter. Thie assembled crowd was being jointiy and sev-
eraliy shoved back froin the court-rooin door, but I was
able to say IlPress " with that simple confidence which deties
distrusting suspicion and so was passed iîîside.

The roomn is a dingy, stuffy, little hole, seemingly too
cheaply inean and baidly prosaic for anything but the cent-
rnonplace. It was certairîi îiot a fitting stage setting foir
tragedy. Nor' did the people make a hurnanly harmonizing
background. They were tbere to bear what miglit be the
most awful of ail] sentences, but they could riot realize the
situation. Jndeed the thing was an inmpossibility. A wornan
bebind me said she Ilhoped they would be acquitted as she
couldn't bear to bear thein sentenced." People were com-
piaining of the drauglits. Some one near me was munching
peanuts. Wben womnen were found seats by the court
officers, tbey smilIeZd their thanks not otlîerwise than they
would have donc in a street car'. Yet there were nien very
near te death within i-cd of their parasols. The counsel
for the crown was deliveî'ing bis terrible indictinent. and
when lie would succeed ini piecing out the damning woof of
1ligic with merciiess astuteness, mnr here and there would
chuekie at what they saw only as uncommon Ilsmartness."
They would have been impresped quite as mucli, if not more,
by. the aspirate idiocies and theatrical gesticulation of a
lawyer before the foothghts. One could not put one's self
in a position to feel with the accused. It was unreal, a
'garisit d rama, Truly the jury were affected, but the current
of intense feeling running between the judges and those te
be judged was almost comnpietely insulated. This lias not
the ring of probabiiity, but truth is stranger thanl fiction.
On the faces of those not directiy concerned there was no
Ccchili dread," no Il breathiess suspense "-not at that time;
even later there was not înuch.

The prisoners' box was thc cenître to which. wandering
eyes kept ever i'eturnin g. Their drawn, sleepless f aces were
the colour of unbrowned pastry. Their eyes hatd that duli
rigidity which coînes fî'oin constant looking in one direc-
tion in horrible unwinking fascination. It is a tenet of
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