
SELFISHNESS AND SOCIALISM.

effects, as we know of God by His
works. Admitting the reasoning thus
far, the reanimation of our bodies
after death would simply b3 a ma-
nifestation of energy, elicited by a
change in the form of force, and,
from the scientific stand-point, brings
us within sight of the resurrection of
the dead, and indicates the easy pos-
sibility of the resurrected bodies be-
ing endowed with a permanent form
of force (cail it life, if we please),
which would be immortality.

In conclusion, I reiterate the ideas
I have advanced.

1st.-Anything that is-is material,
either physical or spiritual material.

2nd.-Force is-therefore Force is
material, but it is only manifested or
known by its effects.

3rd.-Mind is a form of force-
therefore it is material, and as such
can exert an influence upon other
material substances, whether spiritual
or physical.

4th.-The more or less perfect con-
centration of all the mind force pos-
sessed by a given organism upon one
subject to the exclusion of all else-
whether such concentration is prompt-
ed by the organism itself, or by an-
other in association with it-consti-
tutes what is known as Hypnotism.
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TiIoU(GH somnewhat of an anonaly, it is,
nevertheless, a fact that the two qualties
of mind which mnostly t nd toward social-
isn are dianetrically opposite to e ich
other-I spe ik of selfishness and unsel-
fishiness.

Looking at the inatter superficially, one
would naturally be inclined to say that, if
this be true, socialism s'iould have al-
ready appealed successfully to every one,
for every person is either selfish or un-
selfish. This thougbt certainly suggests
a great element of possibility, under cer-
tain conditions, but those conditions do
not now exist. for socialism lias not been
intelligently placed before the vast ma-
jority of our race ; and, even if it were, it
is to be feared that many would turn a deaf
ear to it througi careleszness, while a cer-
tain percentage wvould be found not pos-
sessed of the capacity to understand the
question.

To have placed before all persons the
justice and benefit that socialisn would
bring about is, I think, the main and
immnediate need of the cause.

How to do this best is the question.

The principal difliculty in the way of
supplying the answer seems to lie in the
existence, amongst those constituting the
moveient, of the two discordant elemeats,
selfishness aud unselfishness, linked for
one object, or, to be more accurate, band-
ed together under one name, to bring
about, for different purp>ses, the same
desired consummation.

In using the word selfishness, I wish to
convey the idea of separation, or regard
to the interests of self only, and with un-
selfishness, of course the opposite mean-
ing. Though these elementi are diametri-
cally opposed to each other, they are not
necessarily, for present work, b yond the
p>ssibility of being harionized I say
"for present work" advisedly, for I can-
not conceive of selfishness permitting so-
cialisn (once introduced and in practical
operation) long to remain so, though it
may be utilized in bringing about the
system which will not only satisfy selfish-
ness, but at the same time discount it,
and and to its bei-ng gradually uprooted.

The present conditions are the outcome
of disorganized and organized selfishness
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