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attributed to envy, class hatred, dis-
content with their own lot, ta a mis-
taken view of their own interests, atid
SO on. But this is flot true. Socialists
cio not demand a redistribution of pro-
perty. They regard, rather, the dis-
appearance of property rights, and do
not concern themiselves with the pre-
sent receive(l sehemne of distribution
in economics. lu fact, socialists of
the line contemiplate, instead of a re-
formn of ownership, the traceless (lis-
appearance of it. Property wvith al
its inherited tradition miust pass away.
And 50 with due but not large excep-
tions, the effective body of the mno-
demn population lias been growing
more matter-of-fact in its thinking,
less romantic, less idealistic in its as-
pirations, less bound by metaphysical
cansîderations in its view of humnan
relations, 1ess rnannerlv, less devant.
J'y the umodern machine process one
does flot mean ta contract thc well-to-
dIo with the indigent, but the liue of
(elearcation between those ready for
the socialist propoganda and those not
50 available is rather ta be drawn be-
tween the classes emiployed in the in-
(Itstrial and those .eniployed in the pe-
cuniarv occupation. It is a question
not sa nmuch of property but of posi-
tion ; not of well-being but of work.
It is a question of work because it is a
question of habits of thought, and
work shapes the habits of thought;
au(l habits of thouight are made by
habits of life rather than by a legal
relation ta accunlulate(l goo(ls. The
discipline of the machine technolagy
is especially fitted ta inculcate such
iconioclastic habits of thouglits as
corne ta a head iii the socialistic bias.
Among tho,ýc classes whose everyday
life disciplines tleie ta (Io their serions
thinking in ternis of inaterial cause

and effect the preconceptiani of own-
ership are becoming obsolescent
through distise. It may be said, then,
that the modern socialistic disaffection
is laasely bonnd np with the machine
industry. The machine industry, di-
rectly or indirectly, gives mise ta so-
cialismn; or the two are thýe expres-
sions of the same compl.ex of causes.
Wherever the increase and diffusion
of knowledge have made the machine
pracess possible, and the mechanical
t-echnolugy thie tone-giving factor in
men's scheme of thought, these mo-
(lerfi socialistic iconoclasrn follows
by easy consequence. Th machine is
a leveller, a vulgamizer, whose end
se-ems ta be the extirpation of ail that
is respectable, noble, and dignified in
humnan intercaurse and ideals.

Lastly, for aur present purpose, we
mnav observe that the same effects are
discovered when we investigate the
relation of the machine process to the
religions lifc. M\en trained by the
mnechanical occupation to industrial,
mechanical habits of thoughit cannot
appreciate, or even apprehiend, the
mneaning of religions appezIs that pro-
ceed on grounds of mnetaphysical va-
lidity. The consolations of a personal
relation ta a supernatumal miaster do0
iiot al)l)ecal to nien whose habit of life
is shaped by a familiarity with the re-
lations of impersonal cause and effect.
I t (laes nlot corne as a matter of course
for such nmen ta give the catechism'5
answer to the question, What is the
chief end of man ? Nor (Io they in-
stinctively feel themnselves ta be sin-
ners by virtuc of a congenital taint or
obliquîty. The kiudly iinistrationS
of the chutrch antI of the mjinlister
grate on them, as being s0 miuch ado)
ab)out iiothiiig. The machine is '10
resp)ecter of persous; and knows 'ici-
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