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MR. DARWIN'S NEW Bi}(l](.*

THE opinion which we form of Mr. Darwin's new book
_ must depend entirely on the principles by which we
Judge it. If we are toregard it simply as a confribution to
natural history its value is very great. It is repertory of
new and curious facts, the collection of which must have
required an extraordinary amount of diligence ; and what-
ever doubt there may be'as to the conclusions educed from
them, there can he none as to the extreme interest of the
observations which are thus recorded, and which are
grouped together in such a manner as to make them
specially attractive. Mr. Darwin has wandered through
all the varieties of animal life in quest of information
which might throw some light on his own special theory,
and it is only fair to him to say that he has given us a
candid and complete statement of the result of his in-
quiries, omitting nothing because it appeared to militate
against his own views. The hook, therefore, is not & mere
piece of special pleading, but a large induction of facts,
which may or may not be explained in the way that the
author interprets them, some of which may not admit of
solution at all, but which are here for the student to ex-
amine and judge of for himself. This mode of condueting
controversy is unhappily so rare and at the same time so
valuable, that we are bound to give due credit to the writer
whohasadoptedit, and to commend his example to those who
are engaged in discussions of this character. Thereare not a
few questions whose satisfactory settlement might be has-
tened if they were examined in this scientific style, esta-
blished facts looked at by themselves and in their entirety,
and the conclusions to which they lead frankly accepted.
Theological and political disputants have much to learn
from such a book as this. No doubt the phenomena of
the physical world are of a more palpable character than
those with which they have to deal: but what we com-
plain of in many controversies is that eager partisans

continually ignore everything that does mot accord with

their own views, that they continually allow themselves to

be imposed upon by mere shams; that they mistake words

for things. Their views, therefore, are one-sided,

and their reasonings unsatisfactory., Mr. Darwin

shows them how a frue scientific inquirer, even when

his preliminary investigations, perhaps even his pre-

possessions, incline him to the adoption of a particular

theory, proceeds to test it ; what pains he takes in the col-

lection of evidence; how carefully he seeks to assign to

every ifem of it its own proper value and no more; how

anxious he is to take into account any fact that tells

in a contrary direction ; how evident it is thronghout that -

he cares nothing for any areumentative victory, and that '
what he has to do is not to establish a favourite prineiple,
but to discover and exhibit truth.

We say this entirely irrespective of the truth of M.
Darwin's opintons, We value the book as furnishing an
admirable specimen of the mode of scientific investigation,
but we do not, therefore, repose confidence in it as a scien-
tific guide. Taking it as it stands, we do not feel that its
facts sustain the conclusion which the author vests upon
them. To many we have no doubt that the book will he
disappointing. They have been expecting some new and
formidable assault upon revelation which would create a
fresh excitement in theological ecircles, probably afford

ground for exultation and triumph among the armies of}

unbelief. Unwisely, as we think, many champions of '
Christianity have treated the Darwinian theory as in neces-
sary antagonism to revelation, and have discussed it on
theological rather than on purely scientific grounds. Of
course, therefore, on the opposite side there has been a
corresponding eagerness in its defence. There ave a cer-
|| tain class of thinkers who wonld gladly accept any theory

as to the origin of our race, however humiliating it mi ht | 5 passing is that they are far from being so uniform in
1

be, if only it served to throw some discredit on the Bi le,
and are anxious, therefore, to find Mr. Darwin's specula-
tions true, “We think, however, that even they must con-
fess that this book does not really advance the argument.
It is one thing to collect facts; it is another thing to
show that there is a connection between them and the
position they are adduced to establish, and it is just here
that our author appears to us to fail. Of course, the
greater the number of facts, the more improbable is it that
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is not less manifest nor the wisdom which pervades the
economy of the universe is not less marvellous if we be-
Lieve that the present state of things has been brought
about by the slow operations of laws. Still, it would be ab-
surd to deny that the adoption of Mr. Darwin’s views would
materially affect many of our opinions on subjects of the
highest importance ; but even this should not be allowed
to bias our judgment of their truth. We must say,
however, that because we can on his theory  under-
stand how it has come to pass that man and all other
vertebrate animals have been constructed on the same
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need not fear the consequences: The power of the Creator |

'.tEE}" are accidental coincidences, the stronger the proof |

of the existence of a general law by which they are all |
governed. But the question returns, What is that general |
law? and on this fhe book, we submit, throws little light.
The resemblances between different members of the animal |
world, and especially those between man and other
mammals, are striking enough ; but the point to be proved |
15 that these are due to a process of development in the
way supposed by Mr. Darwin. The analogies are theve; |
but is it so certain that the only way of accounting for
them is by assuming the descent of all the members of a
class “from a common progenitor, together with their sub-
sequent adaptation to diversified condition”? Tt is easy
to dismiss an opposing theory by a passing remark that
it is no scientific explanation to assert that they have all
been formed on the same ideal plan,” but this will hardly
be accepted as conclusive by those who, even admitting the
remarkable evidence that appears to lend countenance to
the idea of development, see also the difficulties by which
1tis swrrounded. His view of the subject, could not have |
been stated with more ability, exhaustiveness, and candour
than it is here put by Mr. Darwin; and if he fails to con-
vince our minds of the truth of an hypothesis advocated
with such remarkable power, it is because his inferences go
& good deal further than the facts justify. We are far
from saying that his conclusions are irreligious, and we
agree with him that “he who thus denounces them is
bound to show why it is more irreligious to explain the
origin of man as a distinet species by descent from some
lower form, through the laws of variation and natural
selection, than to explain the birth of the individual
through the laws of ordinary reproduction.” All that we
say is, before the view for which Mr. Darwin contends is
renrolled among the established conclusions of science, it
needs to be fortified by arguments that approach mruch
nearer to demonstration than those we find here.

The book really consists of two parts—the first, which
though freating of the main subject, is the shorter, adduces
the evidence bearing divectly on the * descent of man; "
while the second sets forth at great length the author’s
view of one of the modes in which the changes in the
forms of animal life have been effected. Axtistically, it is
a defect that the latter, which forms only a subordinute
argument, should receive so much attention, and OcCupy.
so much space, as almost to thrust into the background
the subject to which the book is professedly devoted. It
18 extremely interesting, no doubt, to review the evidence
by which Mr. Darwin seeks to show that the differentiation
of species is due not simply to the process of natural
selection—that is, to the perpetuation of those powers
which gave their possessors special advantages in the
struggle for existence—but also to “sexnal selection,”
that which depends upon the superior attractions which
individual malpes possess for the females, and the ten-
dency to the multiplication of the class ossessing these
advantages. But, still, after he has deve oped the whole
proof, all that he has done is to show that there is another
cause coming in to account for modifications not adequately
-explained by the former theory. So far as this tends to
remove any of the difficulties surrounding his general
position, it is important, but so far only. Granted the
general principle that man is “the modified descendant
of some pre-existing form,” it is a matter of considerable
importance to decide what modifications are due to
** natural,” and what to © sexual selection ;” but until this
is done the details here given us as to the peculiarities of
different classes of animals, the rivalry betiween the males
for the favour of those of the opposite sex, and the pecu-
liar t}lualitics of colour, voice, or structure which the con-
test has developed, form only a curious and instructive
page in natural history. Facts so numerous, and some of
them so remarkable, must have their significance. Whether
Mr. Darwin has laid hold of it is a point we do not pro-
fess ourselves qualified to decide. All that we must say

their character or so clear in their indications as to justify
any strong and decided utterance. 4

We must reserve our examination of the main position
of My, Darwin's undoubtedly great book for another
opportunity. We would fain hope, however, in the in-
tevests of justice and religion alike, there will be mo
attempt in any of the discussions it must provoke to ex-
cite the odiwin theologicum. It is a question of science to
be decided simply by an appeal, and no loyal servant of
the truth will fear the issue of such appeal. " Could every
point for which our author contends be established, we

. , why they pass e same early
stages of development, and

rou
¢ why they zita.in certain rudi-
ments in common,” we do not see why we should be called
¢ on “irankly fo admit their community of descent,” still
| less why we should be told that “it is only our natural
Ereiudice, and that arrogance which made our forefathers
eclare that they were descended from demi-gods, which
leads us to demur to this conclusion.” We are surely
warranted to object to this summary mode of treatment
when, on our author’s own admission, * Of the older and
. honoured chiefs in natural science, many are still op-
. posed to evolution in every form.” '
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