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notice further on. Thcy wcre- m ostly intendcd to les-
prove the condition- of the spiritual life, that of tlic
prescrnt day aims at the improvement, of the material
earthly condition. We sec then that the difféence bc-
tweeti socialismn past andI preserit is very grcat. The
present rnay perhaps be catted a new species of an
old genus.

One of the great difficulties met îvitb in discuýsing_
socialism is the fact that in its modem form it bas neyer
bcen put into practice. Theories look cxtrerncly beau-
ti*ful and proinising on paper, or in thc mouth of the
iecturer. There is no probiem under the sun which in
the'iy couid flot bc easily solved. Whcn thc thcory
cones to be put in practice, numerous unlooked for fact-
ors spring up which prove a source of great perplexity.
The problcm looked a very simple equation with two
unknown quantities, but in adciation to the Il x " and Il y "
thtre arc numcrous other letters wvhîch refuse to be ig-
nored, and bring confusion instead of solution.

Wc arc incliiicd to tbink this is the casc with ail the
modern theories of Socialism. If it ivere a matter of
disposing of the ives of 10,000 horses, of various sizes,
the mattcr %vould bc simple. Thcy would ail live alike
on oats, hay and watcr,, and îvork an equai number of
hours. Tite hcavy, large-boned animais would do the
draughit and agricultural wvork ; thc lightcr, correspond-
ingly lightcr îvork But ;vhcn it cornes to the disposition
of humant bcings, a factor cif unknown dimensions, not
takzen into accounit, opposes itsclfviz. : Thc I>ersonality
of Mfankind, his sense of Free-Will and Liberty. Truc
it is that a sehool of philosaphy holds the belief that
mani is a creature of nccessity, and bas no frec-,.vill at ail;
but wc think it will be very long bcforc lic is brought to
believe it, and, at ail events, until the exact iawvs of bis
necessity arc discovcrcd, it will be impossiblc to act on
the belief with safety, or accuracy.

WVe shall endeavor to discover to somc extent, wbat
the efrect of Sociaiism wvould bc upon this sense of
Individuality and Personal Liberty.

Tite object of Sociaiism is to aboiish ail private
capital, and to transfer it to the Govcrnmcnt, wbich
would bc the soie cmployer of labor, and would be, to
a very great extent, the absolute master of ail the in-
habitants of the country governed by it, and %would allot
to tbcm tbeir various occupations, bours of labar, etc.
Evert under the niost absolute monarch the peop' e bave
more rights than they would have tinder such a formi of
Government.

In order to make the production of the country equal-
ize the consumrption, wvould it not be necessary to secure
conteol oves the choice or occupation wbich each bas at
prcs.-i.t. Under the txistitig state of tiigs, the demand
regulute's tbe ~h'adif too many men engage
tbcmselve-s irn any given occupation, the consequent faîl
in the remuneration it affords, and the equivalent risc in
some other industry, vcry quickly balances the scaies

But in a Socialistic state this natural law, which alloîvs
of freedom to the grcatcst extent, wvoLld not exist, and
frcc choice from occupations cqually rcmunerated, wvould,
in ail probability, leave many branches of industry
ivithout the nccssary hands, hence the necessity for flic
regulation of each man's work by thc State.

In tbe cyes of the socialist property is the root of ail
cvil. More particularly docs lic inveigli against the pos-
session of land, So grcat a sinner is the landoîvncr, that
it is proposed not only to wsrest that front him %vhich hoe
at present holds under protection of the State, but even
to alloîv him no compensation iwhatever for it.

To effeet this is the objcct of those socialists iviho are
particularly nterested in what is called IlTite National-
ization of the land." One cannot .help auguring ili in
the future from men wvbo hold such peculiar ideas of
justice, and right.

This schcmc of Land Nationalization applies not
only to thi c vaIthy landovner, but also to the setties
%vho after years of hontest toil, lias clcared tic forcst,
drained the sivamp, and miade of a dreary wilderness, P
fertile garden, and rcasonabiy expect,, to reap the fruits
wvhiciî have cost him so much to produce.

Let the Land Nationalizer take a visit to our C .na-
dian back'.voods, and sec the various steps to bc taken
before the dense wvoods, and marshes can bc made to
yieid an average crop, and let bim consider that this is
the way in %vhich the whole continent bas beeiî cleared
and made a great feeder of the wvorld, and then ask him
if hie can reaily tliink that it wou:.I be right, %vould be no
nterfcrence of his personal liberty, to strip froin thc
setties, the homestcad, %liich bie regards as the 'faisest
spot on eartb, because to a certain degrec, kt bas been
created by him, in the sweat of lus brow-and to make
bim a day-labourer on bis oîvn farrn.

Without entering decply into the quesdon of propcrty,
let us briefly reviewv the wvay in wvhich land owners have
become the most imirrurtant part cIr the population of
Canada, and the grcatcst factor in its prosperity. We
stast froir the time wbh, -iCanada became a British pos-
session, and under British rule. The State tiien found
itself the possessor of a vast territory of millions of acres
of fore, lake and sîvamp. Virgin soul of unsurpassed
fertility they knew ivas there, but bow to get at it, hiou
to make it productive, wvas the question. Manifestly the
easicst and quickcst îvay wvas ta offer the land as it was in
lots, ta aIl who would undertake to cultivate it. And so,
from, the old world, came the enterprising pioncer,
took possession of his lot, overcame ail obstacles tat
stood in bis wvay, ard quick-ly repaid the Govern-
ment for its gift. In wvhat way couid possession be more
lavfully gaincd. If these uncultivated acres did not bc-
long to the State, wvhose werc thcy ? Whoso wvould the
land be if it wvere nationalized ? And if it bciongcd
to the State wvhat hindred tlbcm fioom grar:ting it to thioso
wvho wvould make it remunerative botîx to tlicmselves and


