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'vhicl? determine to a. iarge extent tbe lite of the corning gen-
eretiotis. If w-e go bakto the tinte otf te Greelzs we tind
the social Ille to be a, lité af citizeiislip, every itdlividual in-
tel'est is sacritic&ed ta the sovereignty of the State. miî the~
principle of subjective freedorn is tiot rucoguized. lit Plato's
Repilliu titis ideat is wiried La its extretue limit. lThe in-
dividnal linds his true ethical sphler-e in te Srate. TihIe Coin-
muniistie state,ini w hich ali pri vate liroperty, euat'~ens
arts, attd eveti the domiestic lit, au' plcd n the eittite
cotr(> of the State, is accor-dimtt PLuJIato, the ottly perfect
SocUial orgaiizatioti. But graVI(Itltally this couceltioti Chatl(cd,
p"t-soîtaîlity became more anda more sigriiicant, antd men begali
to sec titat ecdi iiidividual must h-ave a Vife of bis own apart
firon tlhaýt of the Statc, lii other wvords, tlîat the aibsorptiont of'
the individual ii the state does tiot giAve room for te working
out by each mati of that; full inidtviduality, ivhich is nature's.
grift to everly human) beiîtg. Christiaitity, witb its strong
etuphasis on the individual, wviLh iLs tcacwhitîg, that eauli man
inust worlc out bis oivii salvation antd bear bis own burden
gave a new stimuiluts to, the trend of thougbt, atnd throughout
mnodernî history we cati trace the gtoivth of the theory of in-
dividualism, the ernancipation ot the individual iron) the
contr>l of the state.

We may say that since the middle of the Eighteenth
Century te theorv of Socializatioti lias bean cm inetîtly in-
dividuailistic, eaîch iidividuial hravinig sole cotîtrol. over bis' li-
dustrial pursuits as long as they did tiot interfere wvitî te

.ibts ai others. But tite carr-yîng out ot tlîis doctrine of'
laissez-faire ta its extreme liinits bas giveni rise ic iïîaîîy comn-
plica-t;oiis and diffictilties,aî'd te itnvetntions ot the latter' part
of the last centurv w~hich h-ave resulted in an industrial revalu-
Lion, by collecting the wvorking mett ini large factoî'ies, niati;-,-
ally turtied the nîinds of the worlcing people toward a social
sy;teni itn w'hicli the state should replace the capitaliEst. Dur-
ing the pt'esett cetitury there bas spruîtg up ini opposition to,
individualism -a thieory which stands foi' aitruism, foi- socializa-
tion, foi' tite interests of society, in 'vhich the goveruimetît shall
.40 direct- t1e industries as shail remove as far as is possible by
leg;slati on the utîjust inequalities in social conditions. Th e
t.vo requisites of labor, land and capital, which under the ex-
istiîîg econoinie systeni are the property of individuals shall
be under the coitrol of the society and managed by it for tbe
public weal. Inistead of the present system of competition
there shiffl be produc' tive assoQiation with a commion capital
anîd an equitable system of distribution. The means anid di-


