
11 RoEcta lDtctoriana.
SVox POP uli, Vox Dei." Triumphant demnocracy thus threatens to

sweep away every social barrier. The individual is supreme. "L' état
c'est moi."

13't just here a great difflculty presents itself. Granting the indi-vidual to be suprerne, what is said individeal going to do about it ?Will he dispense with* social control altogether ? If he continues totolerate it or use it, to what extent, on what grounds, according tOwhat principles ? This is the great problem for the individualist tO
solve.

What is the place and function and justification for collective or
social action ?

Let us note a few problems that ahl turn upon the enquiry concerfl-ing social or collective action. What, to begin with, is the place Ofgovernment in our national life ? How should government be consti-tuted ? H-ow conducted ? How regulated ? In English history weread of the stages of the struggle through which we have passed inour endeavors to obtain the boon of " representative government."
Yet we are far from satisfied. Some, like Professor Dicey, dlaim thatrepresentative government needs to be amended by a division of labor,whereby every departnient of it will be carried on by a committee ofexperts ; and this sounds reasonable. On the other hand, many dlaimithat legislation affecting the whole people shouldi be more directlYdecided upon by the whole people by a vote, or "Referendum." Thisalso sounds reasonable ; but these two reasonable proposais are inapparently opposite directions, and both propose to amend what baslong been regarded as the highest form of government. Then thereare proposais and agitations for further extension of the franchise;demands for what bas been termed cgthe emancipation of wonien ";the dlairn that women, too, should be directly and by vote consultedin regard to legislation that affects everyone in the community. Tbisis a far-reaching question. There are difficulties about the properfunctions of a government. Should government merely restrain orcontrol individuals and corporations, or should it become an activeparticipator in corporate action? Should government undertake andcarry on certain enterprises usually conducted by individuals or corpo-rations ? In the debate-sometimes acrimonious-that goes onbetween the individualists and the collectivists, there is usually a fail-ure to see that already in the great corporations we have abandonedstrictly indîvidualistic action without having arrived at fully collectiveaction. Tbe resuit is that the large corporation is sometimes dreaded,sometimes lauded by botb individuaîists and collectivists.


