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guinary logic, well and good. And bis pbilosophl lie
Siînply had nonre. He scourged the brutal eleints iii the
characters of botli sexes liîke a confessor of the Middle
Ages.

Behoîhl the y oung mien, Canada,
in thy arena throng,rlrley tomn to thee tlieir dawn -lit eycs,-
}Iow brav e tbey are and strong!

Irhey bear no blades withi lethal power
The swishing scythe they swing,

The rustling, fragrant hiay in niotnds
WVith tangéd speais they Hlingý

%Vith hiew aiid liack aînong the pines
Their battie-axes sound,

Till dark Goliath topples o'er
Crash-crashing to the gronind.

'l'ie ploughi's bright javelin they tlîrwst
Tlîrougli browvn sweet-sinelling earth,

War arrows inake their harrow.poiiîts,
And lient Ibows hav e no worth.

'l'le stealtlîy daggers tlîey have urosseul,
Vine-cisters tlins to clip;

1'leir tridlents seareli the streaiîs, tiij net,,
.No more with ian's lood drî1 î.

Hear i hein salute thee, Canada,
'l'ie air is relit wvitI cheers

No s;lanazhterers of mien are these,
Biit triue lîart pioneers

BY HAMPD)EN BURNHAM, IN.A.

In Il Man vs. the State," Mr. Spencer sumns up bis
ideas of socialism and individualisni as follows : Il As 1
heard," bie says, Ilreinarked by a distinguislied professor,
Whose studies give ample means of judging. 'Wlien once you
begin to interfere with the order of Nature there is no
kniowing were the resuit will end.' And if [Mr. Spencer
Continues] this is true of that subhumian order of Nature te
which lie referred stili more is it truc of that order of Nature
existing in the social arrangements produced by aggmegated
buman beings." In this connection it would seem as if we
Inight reasonabiy ask why the extraneous power of interfer-
ing with nature was confermcd upon man unless there be
S3ome higher tban a natural reason.

The Greek state was founided upon the supposed pres-
ence of the chivalry of self-sacrifice in every breast. Each
One who bad attained the dignity of citizenship was expected
to die for the gond of all wben occasion offered whether as
a matter of fact lie wished to (Io so or not. Thus Apparcntly
there was more of altruism in the people of anicient Greece
than in the people of tlîe prescrnt day. Though, without
doubt, the ideal life is that of self-sacrifice, yet it is onity se
wbere self is sacrificed voluntarily by self. To compel the
sacrifice of self by means of political systems is to mule witb
a despotisni littie less than that of thse kinp of Dahomey,

Law bas been calied the declaration of custoin. As
Sncb it must be co-existent witli custom, ceasing wlien tlîe
custom dies ont. Tt will be observed how different tbis is
from the moral law wbiclî is not local but universal. A
8ense of duty, for example, is universal. No wliere is it
thougbt riglît te wilfnlly deceive thougb it înay be considei'ed
Perinissible. To say that the idea of duty is the idea tbat if
We do not do in a large way what we find expedient in a small
Way the whole systemn of mutual understanding may faîl to
the ground, and so imreril our interests is to deprive duty
oIf its real meaning in our rninds. The man whio lias a con-
scOientious sense of duty is prepared to face tbe loss of every-
thng and the destruction even of te world to oby is
,sense of allegiance to tbe ideal. 0f ideals tbere can be but
One Supreme one, a supreme Being. Froni tbis ideal tbe re-
action of tbe mo'ral sense comes. Conformitv to tbe moral
ideal and to nature conduces most to theiî- realivation, wben
m~ade in barmony. This îiecessitates tlîe preservation of
'Idividnality as a first consideration, and this, 1 venture to
8ay, is the ti'ue doctrine of !uszcr.Not the blind

fatalisi of a îîarroxv iiiterprectaioîî of evolution wbeî'eby
mon cry iaissez el/cr.

To deny à pricri moral grounids, or to maintain. thiat
moral sanctions arise froni utilitarian sanîctions, is to founid
liuinan relations, in the lasr analysis, upon force. i nder
sucli a conditioni we sliould expect a return to first principles
as the comipletion of a cycle. T1'le ideal juan, unner sucb
conditionis,is the strong mai. But tlîe inovenient of niankind
is iii accor(lance witlî an acknowledged tendcncy or striving
to the ideal. IlAnd Gr'ieen," says MUr. Ritchie (Pt-in. of Statc-
Int.)," argues tlîat the self is otlier than a mere series of feel-
ings just because it is what renders possible the consciousniess
of a series (of feelings: tbe self -con sciousness whiclî is inanifest-
ed in tlîen must yet be otber tlîan tbey ;for as If. S. Mill
biiself Lad seoin it was a ' paradox ' tlat wlîat is only a series
of feelings sbould be aware of itself as a series. In this
fact of self-consciousîîess, discovered by examination of
menîtal phenomena, Greern finds Che nietaphysical liasis of
etliics - on the otlier sile, tbe interpretation of scîf-realiza-
tion, as tîme mealization of a conînîon good, is wlîat itakes tîte
connection between etlîics and politics. Tlius, Mr.
liitcliie, continîue,;, the practical tests wlîiclî Green applies
to (letermirie tlîe righîtness of any propose(] course of con-
duet, citlier for tlîe individual or for tbe State, seeni to coin-
cide witli tio-se whlîih would be proposed by tbe utilitarian."
This limits self, it xvould sento self -consciousnress, Tbe
sanie reasonmng would confine aIl plîenoiena to oui' realizaý1-
tion of tlien. Whereas we know tbat alinost tlîe first.thing
we apprelieîîd is the dependence of self upon soinething be-
yond our realization. It is also to say tlîat tlîe objective is
liinited by tie subjective as sorne contend and that the uni-
verse isîliniîted by our ideas of it. This, lîowever, is hardly
satisfactory. It seems meoreover impossible to suppose tlîat
oui' conscious suffering is merely a process of nature iii tbe
course of a systemn of plîysical evoîntion. Tlîat it is a process
in the evolution of spiritual mari, is, however, both suppos-
able and apparent. The, maintaining of tîte tbeory of utility
in its entirety seems iinevitably to tleny a settled criterion of
judgnient. Foi tlîe selection of the greatest liappiness for
the greatest nurrbeî' is impossible where the experiences
and requirements of mnen aie nnilimited in extent and var-
iety. " And lie (Green)," says Mir. Ritchie, Ilconsidered
the Hegelian attempt to read off tlîe wlîole secr'et of the
unîverse, to fill up the whîolc contents of tlîe eteî'nal self-
consciousness preniature and overlîasty."

In leading up to the discussion of the social iiîdividual
we sîsaîl begin witlî Wotrnan.

WTitli regar'd to Woman it iîay ho said that, as tlîe life
of thle species requires and supposes the conteînporaneeus
existence of mati and woman, it is proper to consider bieir as
identical witb man. Tliere relations are by nature those of
complete coimmunion, ecdi sacrificing and providing for the
otber. To deny woman bier independent theoretical position
as anr independent individual îeriber of societY is a picce of
uiiwarî-aitable assumuptiosi. Shie is morally eqnally respon-
sible witî înan and pbysically eveiî more se. It is only fit
that while she realizes in bierself tbe final consumination of
niature lieir mate slîould assist liem in procumiiîg food.
Is tire procuring of food luis conceurîi onily ?, If se, tlie coin-
mnercial and political relations of life are for liimi alone to
determine. Nonre tlîe less does nature accordl to tlîe fenale
the glory of tIse mightier acliievements, nom, indeed, does
natur'e deny te lier tire î'iglt to sustain lierseîf by precuring
food.

Social relations are of a different kind. As tbe persistence
of tIse species depends uponi the last nian and womnar left
alive and capable, tbe needs of tIse species in general are for
tlîat reason subordinate te thie needs of a single pair. The
individuals of a pair must agree upen a satisfactory
mofedts vivendi te permit of reproduction, but tliere is
ne natural. obligation that pairs should agree witb eacb
other. Agreemients between pairs are artîficial and there-
fore it is better te take a pair as the primal compo'nent of
society. It is tî'ue tbat it is usually considered tbat every-
tbing tends te the preservatian of tlîe type. Il Se careless
of the single life " as Tennyson puts it. Yet it must bie
supposed that nîature strove originally te preserve tbe first
pair, and that, thierefore, it would sti]l be, if necessary, bier
first censideratien. It would Feemn, indeed, if eue may venture
te say se, as if she were net careless but careful of tme single
life. Tîme "I type " is evidently the individual, not the r'ace.
But just as physic 1 conditions soften the struggle leading
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