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of Parliament or the country would necept any such
contrivance,

We subjoin, also, as a most weighty testi-
mony to the same effect, the admirable letter
which the late Puablic Orator of Cambridge
has addressed to the Pall Mall Guzette. It
comes with peculiar authorityfrom an eminent
scholar who honourably resigned his fellow-
ship rather than continue to be bound by the
existing tests ; and nothing can be added to
its convineing reasoning :—

The third recommendation of Tord Salisbury's
Committee on University Tests is as follows :—*That
tutors, assistant tutors, deans, censors, and lecturers
in Divinity be required to make the following declara-
ration: ‘I, A, B., solemnly declare that, while hold-
ing the office of ——, I will not teach any opinion
opposed to the teaching and Divine authority of the
Haoly Scriptures of the 0ld and New Testament. "
This reeommendation, which puts the Bible whers its
authors would doubtless have preferred to put the
Lhirty-nine Articles, iz thus framed apparently with a
¥iew to gain the adhesion of *° orthodox Dissenters.”
But I trost that all who have, on principle, striven for
the abolition of old tests will resist the imposition of
8 new one,

The great majority of  tutors and assistant-tutors”
are engaged in teaching some branch of * mathe-
matios ” or © classics "— subjects into whieh it would |
be very difficult to introduce any allusion to *the
teaching and Divine authority of the 0ld and New
Testament,” Never did T hearthat any one had been
aceused of doing so.  Io their ease the test 13 ob-
viously not required.  “ Lecturers in divinity” ave,
80 far as T know withont exception, clergymen, who,
as such, have already declared their “ unfeigned be- |
lief in all the canonical Seriptures of the Qld and |
New Testament.” TIn their case, too, the test will be
superfluous.  Teaching is no part of the duty of|
“deans,” at lenst at Cambridge.  As for “censors,”’
the tuters of Christ Church, Oxford arve so called.
The only * censor ™ at Cambridge is the officer who
has charge of the non-collegiate students. He does
not teach.

Tha persons, then, whom the test will affect are
the few tutors and sssistant-tutors who may ba en-
gaged in teaching certain branches of physieal science
and moral philosophy (taking the latter term in its
widest sense). Assuming the measnre to work ever
80 smoothly—assuming that it does not in a single
cage preclude the college from employing its best |

1]_I1€1|]|'L{*-:1 teacher—is it worth while to put so vast|
and universally vexations a machinery in motion for |
the sake of so small a result? And it is certain that
all whose conscience would allow them to make this
declaration would, without any declaration at all, from |
a sense of duty and from sincers belief, comply with
itg provisions, But I am persnaded that the measure
g0 far from working *smoothly and well,” wonld |
work disastrously ill, and that if .any persons were
found willing to qualify themselves for the offica of
teacher in physical astronomy, animal physiclogy,
geology, jurisprudence, or international law, by so.
lemnly declaring that they would follow the teaching
of the Old Testament, they would ba persons not
otherwise gqualified for the (ask they undertock. No
student of seience, animated by love of trath for |
trath's sake, imbued with self-respect, and ha
due comprehension of sei
men alone are fit to tencl
himself by a declaration like this.

Even of those whose subjects conld not bring
them into conflict with Seripture many wonld refase
to make the required promize. For there is, be it
right or wrong, o wide.spread and growing opinion,
especially among the younger men, from whom the
colleges must recruit their forces, that the imposition
of any test 1s immoral, and the taking of any test humi-
liating. Even those who do not object to tests on
prineiple may well object to take such a test as this
when they call to mind for how many eentnries men
have been contending 23 to what  the teaching of
the Old ond New Testament” veally is,

g Already in many eolleges, particularly, T am told,
at Oxford, it is fonnd very difficult to induce g sufli-
cient number of the junior fellows to reside and talke
part in the foition, ' If this additional impediment
be thrown in the way, I feel sure that the {lif]icul[_.\'

; will become an impossibility. | And so Lord Salis.
! bury will have effected the temporal destruetion of
ke the communities for whose spiritual interests he shows
such misdirected zeal. It will not be the first time
that the Universities have been brought to the verge
of ruin by the religious persecution of the State.

Woriaw Geonee CranE, Vice-Master,

- nga|
entific method—and such |
—would submit to fetter
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{itself as exercising, or about to exercise, an in-
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Jum nove progenies ceelo demiftitur alto.  In
penning this and similar lines, which are, by the
way, 8o nearly, if not completely, in accord with
the modern theory of evolution, Virgil no doubt
meant to characterise the age in which he lived
as a period of transition of the first magnitude in
jrelation to the affairs of civilised man. And the
{history of centuries has borne ouf the truth of his
{view. DBut the present age has been surmised, not
{ without reason, to be a period of transition hardly
less important in human thonght and human
affairs, Of the trath of this opinion posterity will
be the judge. But the new power which presents

fluenece of the first order in intellectual matters, is
seience ; into whose mysteries everyone now rushes
to be initinted, according to his eapacity, with

| what bids fair to be regarded as the ereatest dis-
o o

| definite atomic proportions be
| central truth, and

something of the same ardour as brought the Jews
of old to the man elothed in camel’s hair upon the
banks of Jordan, or the young Athenianz to the
mystic threshold of Bleusis. This power, by a

sort of European consent, is viewed, for the time |

being, as impersonated in Mr. Darwin ; who has
succeeded in indissolubly attaching his name to

covery of modern times, and in a manner the
crown and summing up of all our other dis-
coveries in relation to the organic universze.
And what portion of the universe, it may
be asked, is not organic? This guestion may |
be entrusted to Mr. Darwin and his friends to
answer. We may remark that scientific thought |
in general has passed through two or three well-
warked stages, Its first great movement, after
the liberation of Europe from her mediseval thral-
dom, was directed towards mathematics, and to-
wards the parts of physies, such as astronomy, and

It iz not for nothing that the man of the nine-
teenth century finds himself snddenly bracketed
almost on a level with the monkey, in the aus.
tere classification of our naturalists. What, ghall
they share the same hononrs? Did God ::o’nimu._
nicate somewhat of His resemblancs to the ani-
mals? Was the spiritual breath of life charaed
from the first, with tracesof the Divina [mfg(.-a'
Who can say ? But hamanity, like the revellar
in the old story, {Mpranst correpius vooe st
hearing, amidst ita height of modern luxury, 1]15
proofs ‘recited of an unsuspected affinity to the
beasts that perish, thinks with sadness that it is
only oo true; but searcely knows whether to load
with praises or with execrations the Orphean
bard, who has tonched his lyre to such g stranca
purport, that it seems rather to untune the ]Il';l\'['ﬁ_-:-,
Surely nothing more gerions can have accosted the
human mind and spirit, since that sonnd amid the
trees of the garden, which convinced Adam that
he was naked.

Yet perhaps these new views, which are now so
demonstrated as to seem almost irrefragable, arve
but the fulfilment of many an old presentiment,
Nay, what are they but the latest and most au-
thentic form of that cynical commentary which
Nature, together with the wisest and soundest in-
tellects, has always scemed to delight in append-
ing to the overweening estimates of human great-
ness ?  They remind us of the fact, the dry un-
palatable fact. Truth, aaid Goethe, has always
an unpalatable side. The truths that have fallen
from the lips of saints and sages, shall they be
withdrawn, gainsaid? . ¢ No,” nature and science
seem to say ; **let the old oracles I'i:tmiu; bnt
take this as a qualifieation.”” Whether you are
Stoie, Christian, prophet, saint, or sage, you must

| come down from every unreal eminence. At least,

both sides of the question must be stated, Is man,
in Hamlet's mouth, the * beauty of the world, the
paragon of animals, infinite in faculties?” Tm-
mediately he becomes * that creatnre of dust.”
“ Imperial Ceesar,” according to the same speaker,
“* Imperial Csar, dead, and turn'd to elay,
Might stop a hole, to keep the wind away.”

mechanies in the most general sense, which are
especially controlled by mathematics, If to these|
we add geography, we shall diseern the outlines of |
the first movement in the sciences of observation |
and reasoning, with which the names of Newton,
Leibnitz, Kepler, Descartes, Galileo are associated
Afterwards chemistry and mineralogy assumed a |
prominent place ; and the law of combination in
i me, for a time, the
1bol of man's newest advance
in the comp lon of the outward universe.
No doubt these sciences are still running an ho-
nourable course fruitful in material benefit. But
latterly, aud for the last thirty years or so, a new
carrent of popular interest has aided scientific
men in bringing into the for round, and giving
the chief place in publie estimation, to the subjects
of zoology and biclogy. And the new and fa-
vourite science of geology has constituted itse
as a union of the three preceding ; while, by the
immensity of its perspectives into past time, it
has brought home to us the fact that seience is
concerned, nob merely with giving an account of
things as they now are, but that it also has to ex-
plore their changeful history during a development
whether of hours or ages; their becoming, as it was
termed in Greek philosophy. For man has to
write, not enly his own annals, but, as far as he can
deeipher them, the vast annals of the unfold ng uni-
verse. In an age too carcless about the study of
antiquity, suddenly have remoter and yet remoter
antiquities been disclosed behind the old, like
mountains beyond mountains. Greece, Egypt,
India, no longer adequately represent man’s c;"u-]y
history. Behind them are Etruria and Pelasgia ;
behind them are Nigritia, Celtic land, Turania,
and Malaya ; further on, the Europe of the lake-
dwellings, and cave- g8, and the rein-deer
period ; the age of i d brass, then the later
stone age, the earlier stone age, or period of the
flint-hatchets, and man contemporary with the
mammoth. Nor iz thisall. We now hear from
Mr, Darwin of our * semi-human progenitors,”
with tails and pointed ears, dwelling in trees;
and beyond them we can diseern the grotesque
cities and bizarve communities of Ape-land.
Strange discovery for modern man in the zenith
of his intellectual power! Is it after all so true,
then, that we are made out of the dust of the
ground? Surely this discovery, foreshadowed as|
it may have ofien been in eosmogony or postry,
must have been reserved for these later times in

i el

Jorder to check some super-abounding arrogance.

And soon. The old Stoie also was the butt of
sarcasm, in the midst of his real moral elevation,

or.imaginary greatness:—

apiens uno minor est Jove, dives,
honoratus, puleher, rex denique regum ;
1 sanus, nisi quom pituita molesta est.’”

And 50 as to this new theory of onr semi-human
or ape-like progenitors, which so strangely
lengthens oub our pedigree at the expense, pechaps,
of our veneration for our ancestors. If it ean be
rendered fairly probable, or demonstrated with that
degree of cogency which is compatible with the
nature of the subject (and for the present we
assume that it can be), we shall simply have to
enguire what new morality it involves (if any);
in what way a truth of the investigating intellect
will ver i-'\' itself to the reazon and CONSCIence, and
what are the limits of its legitimate influence on
those higher subjects of thought which relate fo
the pursuit of a moral ideal, and the working out
of the great ends of human society. But wemust
not refose to science the right of establishing the
dogma or doctrine, which she so clearly needs to
enable her to set her own house in order (for we
are firmly convinced that withont this doctring at
the centre, modern zoology must remain an irra-
tional bewildering chaos), merely becanse of some
incidental injury that it may seem to carry with
it to opinions that are retained, rightly or wrongly,
in the household of faith. Recovering from the
first shock, we should do well to calmly estimate
the substance of the message that is daily sounded
in onr ears. Arve the heavens, after all, in any
considerable degree untuned? Or is it only
human pride that has received a wholegome admo-
nition ? © Here we shall be a good deal iiI!L[r-‘d
by the wery gentlemanly, temperate, skilfal,
and considerate manner in which Mr. Darwin
s brought the subject before what must be
deemed a reluctant public. Mr. Darwin, 11]10 -"-]_1
thorough scientific men, is perfeetly frank in his
statements, and above disgnize. Yet his pages are
not ovérloaded with theoretical or general state-
ment. Ile L
and careful
his readers

ntific induction, and the tastes of
by filling his books with facts and f.l'.‘-f
W Lo & gl't,'-:ﬁ extent, and in themselyes
inating to every naturalist. These, of cours,
atquire a much higher interest when seen in rela-
tion to that theory, which has attracted theatten-
tion, we might almost say the deliberate adhesion,
of two-thirds of scientific and semi-geientific Eu=
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rope, under the name of Darwinismn, and to the
full elaboration of which almost every zoologist of
gminence has lent a hand ; together with many
who are not so eminent. Indeed, the general
verdict of seientific men is so near to being unani-
mous (although Mr. Darwin modestly conceals
this point, and the circumstance ig not at all ap-
preciated in England as it should be), and their
thoughts have run for so many years in this parti-
cular direction, that we might hold ourselves, as
mere Jaymen, almost absolved from the duty of
attending to the evidence. Mr, Darwin specially
cites, as among hiz pledged supporters, the ho-
nonred names of Wallace. Huxley, Lyell, Vogt,
Lubbock, Biichner, Rolle, Hickel, He might, we
are convinced, have added te the list. So that

the hierarchy of those who onght to lenow has |
And even |

told usz what we are to believe.
archbishop Owen seems to have virtually aban-
doned the schismatical position to which he so
long clung, fnore from temper, we believe, than
from conviction. At any rate, his occasional
charges to the inferior clergy have long ceased
to have any perceptible effect. And we think
that the theory of evolution, or specially, of the
modification of animal forms and species by the
twofold procesa of natural and sexual selection,
reposes, in Mr. Darwin’s pages, on a much more
solid fonndation of probable-and inductive evi-
dence than was ever before arrayed in its favour
by any naturalist ; even althongh the * Vestiges
of Creation’ ig, in onr view, in spite of some errors
and erudities, a powerful and convineing volume.
But knowledge of the facts bearing on the subject
has been much enlarged since that work appeared ;
and Mr. Darwin's book is a much greater practical
success: for he, and he alone, has found the way to
riveting the theory in the general and popular mind
of Kurope. And it is from the publication of the
present volumes, if we mistake notf, that the his-
torian of science will date the first establishment
of a principle, which Mr. Darwin, after all, has
been the first to bring into a really intelligible
and acceptable form. [Ile has grappled =i

fully not only with the other great difficulties

T

the subject, but also with the deep-seated objection
which has been felf, particularly in this country,
and most of all,
iteelf, to any la

pechaps, by the scientific world
e theories or cosmological specu-
lations whatever. Great patience, great prudence,
and a determination to submit Lo all the toil in-
volved in approaching the subject by the strict
methed of experiment and obgervation, have been
[ ry to effect this. And the aid derived from
numerous coadjutors, in Bngland and on the Con-
tinent, particnlarly perhaps from Professors Hux-
ley and Hiickel, not for a moment be put
out of sicht. At last, however, Me. Darwin finds
himself in the proud poesition of being able to say
that he has *all but demonstrated” the great
principle of the evolation of species from their
primordial archetypal forms. This language, we
are sure, 1s uot lightly used. At the same time,
while fully agreeing that Mr. Darwin has furnished
a reasonable basis of belief, we cannot accept
his statement as meaning that no more evidence is
either desirable or possible. His investigations,
we admit, give him the right to speak as he does.
But that which is *all but demonstrated " may
sbill admit of a great deal of additional confirina-
tion, when it rests in part, as this does, upon cu-
mulative evidence. 1t 1s probable that a great
deal more evidence exists in the archives of na-
ture, and far from impessible that it will in due
time be forthcoming, We allude, of course, to
that portion of the argument which consists in
supplying, either from the present resources of

r, or from the records of the geological

primitive or intermediate forms, or eommon

mush

&

ancestors, first, for species in relation to con- |

tiguous species; then for the genera, in which
these are included, in relation to contiguous ge-

nera, and so on ; the intervals between the forms|
al

thus referred to a common ancestry becoming

wider and wider, and the presnmed period of their |

divergence from that common ancestry being
pushed continually further and further back, till
we succeed in establishing a similar affinity
even between orders and orders, and between
the great classes themselves into which animals
are ultimately divided ; so as to detect, with Mr,
Darwin, the germinal or embryonic form of all
the vertebrata in a small fish (or amphibian 1)
like the lancelet, and the common starting-point
both of vertebrate and invertebrate forms in a
gmall animal like the free-swimming larva of the
present ascidians, The missing links, in such a

vagt and complex gystem of genealogies, must con-
tinue to be immensely numerons. It iz idle to
suppose that we shall ever obtain the full ma-
terials, or even that our minds, limited as they
are, could avoid being lost and baffled in the
intricacies of the subject ; or could easily coneeive, |
even hypothetically, of the various phases of this|
complicated development, many of which, so far
ag known or plausibly conjectured, seem to be well
caleulated to astonish. But it is not unreasonable
to suppose that several of the missing links will
be supplied. Already sufficient has been made

clear to warrant us in concluding to the existence
of the general law, which assigns community of
descent as the real cause, and satisfactory expla.
nation of the close affinities of structure, which|
strike us in every department of the animal and |
vegetable creations. It is the admission of this
law which reszcues modern zoology from a state|
which we feel tempted to designate as little beiter
than illogical impotence,
| evidence of this sort be produeible, it will probably
bea work of time. And the theory of evolution
teems with problems for the future. We doubt
if much more will be done in unravelling the
history of species, till clearer conceptions are
attained of the past history of the changes of the
|earth's surface, and of their effects on organic
life. This side of the subject appears to await
investigation. It may be said, upon the whole,
that Mr. Darwin has presented the subject as
clearly and as convincingly as it iz likely to be
presented in a popular form to the present genera-
tion. OfF course the principle of the argument
eonsista in the exhibition, as existing in nature, of
gradations of closely allied forms, not differing
from each other by wider intervals than those
which can be seen to be artificially surmounted,
in the changes caused in animals under do-
mestication. It is then shown that the forces
concerned in these changes, and whose aetion is
exprezsed in the ** law of natural selection and of
the survival of the fittest,” have been operative
fromn time immemorial in a state of nature, and
really concerned in modifying not only the struc-
tire, but the mental habits and characteristics of
animals; so that the wide structnral and moral in-
tervals we perceive are really an accumulation of
the differences so produced. We must, of conrse,
assume a force tending to produce slight varia-
tions, which, when guided and regulated by the
principle of-selection of the fittest, under the con-
|ditions of the struggle for existence, becomes a
growing and developing power, capable of pro-
duging that *‘long gestation of the animal king-
dom in the womb of Nature " which the author of
| the * Vestizes" gave us as in a few words the
gsummary of his thought. Now the element of
paradox, which is so often used to bring this theory
|into diseredit, is very much lessened by the con-
sideration of a certain class of facts. Indeed, this
| is the chief useof the argument from embryology,
fpwith which Mr. Darwin opens. When we think
fibf the inherent improbability of such forms as the
horse, the deer, the lion, or still more, the mam-
mal, the bird, the fish, being derived from a com-
mon parentage, we are apt to forget that we are
comparing these animals in their mature form. If
iwe direct attention to the early and immature
states, through which they pass in their develop-
| ment ab ove, In order to arrive at that mature
{ form, we shall be struck, 1in each ease, with a won-
derful series of transformations, in the earlier
portion of which the embryos of the most dif-
ferent animals are scarcely distinguishable from
each other. This fact alone removes the in-
herent improbability. TIf, in the process of or-|
dinary reproduction, the most different animal
fforms are thus wonderfully drawn together at the
outset, why should they not have been drawn
jtogether in antique periods, in those common an-
cestors, which presented in one and the same or-
ganism the yet unspecialised features of several of
the succeeding races? This partof the argument,
veposing on facts which are fully verifiable, and
always within onr reach, is of great importance as
doing away with the inherentimprobability which
| seemed to attach to the theory, and securing a fair
consideration for the more direct evidence. We
regard the theory of evolution and natural selec-
tion as in itself intrinsically acceptable, suitable
to the actual state of modern knowledge, and to
the general tendency of our period; and likely to
take, evenif it has not already taken, a controlling |
and co-ordinating position in comparative physio-
logy, like that which Dalton’s discovery of the |
law of definite proportions has taken in chemistry, 4

|

Buk whatever further |

and the Newtonian prineiple of gravitation in re.
gard to astronomieal science, It is a principle that
will tend more and more to be received as self-
evident, and almost as a necessary axiom, by seien-
tific students. And the time cannot be far distant
when it will be a received article of popular belief,
Perhaps room may have to be made in the theory

{ for the occurrence of changes more abrupt than

those at present contemplated.  And the principle
of the  correlation of variations ” will, we doubt
not, receive further attention, Buk even now, no
seientific journal of any standing ventures to im-
pugn the theory ; though the scope and details of

|any particular presentment of it are the fit sub-

jeets for a searching eriticizm.

This being so, why not, as we have said, ook at
the matter calmly ? We propese nothing further
in this article than to endeavour to indicate the
place of the new theory on the field of thought,
and in relation to existing beliefs and sentiments.
There is enongh of prejudice in respect to it, to
say nothing of more reasonable misgiving. The

| Arehbishop of York, in the address, remarkable

for its ability, delivered by him the other day in
Langham-place, took the ground that in opposing
the evolution theory he was opposing * material-
ism ;" which is, we suppose, something extremely
dreadful. Now this appeal to & vague sentiment,
which is pretty widely diffused both among the
clergy and elsewhere, onght to be examined, and
its precise meaning ought to be, if possible, ascer-
tained. We hold the word materialism to be un-
fortunately ambiguous. Materialism, in that sense
in which it is deserving of moral reprobation, and
is a fit subject for clerical protest, must corre-
spond to a tendency of decadence in society. It
must mean, in an over-refined civilisation, the de-
liberate preference of luxury to duty, things out-
ward to things inward, the gign to the thing sig-
nified, and of what is pleasurable to what is noble
and ardoous. It must mean the disbelicf in virtue,
the judgment according to appearances, the laying
up of treasures ** where moth and rust corrupt.”
But we fail to see that these varions delinguencies,
or any one of them, are at all implied in the pre-
sent tendencies of science. If seience, or a scien-
tific theory, is spoken of as materialistic, it musk
be in gquite another senze, Science, it is true, is
primarily concerned with the study of the changes
that oceur in matter, and in organic structure.
Through those changes it studies the action of in-
visible forces, without which material structure
would not be so mueh as conceivable, and of
which it is the more or less transparent veil, I
views matter as an effect, of which force iz the
cause ; and all the complex conditions of matter as
indicating a corresponding complexity in the play
of incident forces. We are compelled by our
mixed bodily constitution, and by our relation to
the world around us, to take note of these facts,
to embark in these researches. But, apart from
that, what is there low or debasing in our recog-
nition of the part which matter, in obedience to
disposing forces, or in its marvellous contextare
as the wonderfully diversified recipient of the vital
flame, has been ordained to support in the great
drama of the universe? What is there in this
that is unfavourable te wvirtue or to spiritual
faith? A new conception of matter is in fach
eontained implicitly in onr science. It is a truth
too much lost sight of, that the distinetion so often
taken between spirit and metter does not corre-
spond in the least to the old distinction between
good and ewtd spirits ; and that it is a most serious
practical mistake to substitute, as 15 so often done,
the former for the latter. The distinetion between
the spiritually good and the spiritually evil is, with
certain reserves, valid enough within the sphere of
moral and spiritual experience. Not so with the
much abused distinetion between the spiritual and
the material. It is noteworthy, that the absard
opinion that matter was essentially evil was, in
ancient times, the tenet of a set of heretics, who
distorted the leading principles of Christianity
by the exireme vehemence of their reaction againgt
the Old Testament, and against everything Jew-
ish: we allude, of course, to Marcion and Basilides |
and their schools. Matter, in fact, iz in moral
problems a simply neatral element, DMaterialism,
therefore, in the sensein which it is blameworthy,
is not predicable of seience. In the sense in which
it iz predicable of science, on the other hand, is is
not blameworthy. We doubt if the theory of eve-
lution is more materialistie than the first chapters
of Genesis. But, it may be said, it is dishonourable
tothe Creator to suppose that man wasdescended or
modified oukb of a * man-like ape ;" and this we sus-
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pect to have been really the archiepiscopal thought.
Well, but why more dishonourable than to suppose,
with the inspired writer, that man was formed
i+ out of the dust of the ground?” We cannot see
the least real contradietion between the two views ;
they both unite in the admission of a pre-existing
material; but the ancient cosmogonist depresses
that material as low as possible, in order the more
to exalt the sovereign efficacy of that ** breath of
life,” without which, after all, the modern theory
of evolution must be just as powerless for any
practical purpose, as if it had never imagined
guch intermediate forces as natural selection, and
the preservation of favoured warieties in the
gtruggle for life. Science, no doubt, now fills up
with definite ideas the blanks left in the older
theory ; it seeks to trace the methods of the
Diving action, where religion was contented to
point to that Divine action as an object of unrea-
goning faith ; but apart from that, the difference
merely consists in the use of a different set of
phrases to cover the same ultimate mystery. Nor
would there be any conceivable advantage for man,
as far as we can see, accruing from the cirenm-
stance of his having been produced directly from
the dust of the ground (if that could be substan-
tiated). Tor such a cirenmstance, far from being
especially honmourable, would seem to assimilate
him to the very lowest types of animals, or rather
to the animaleules ; and to remove him from the
more creditable association with the higher mam-
malia, who all seem to have sprung from highly
respectable progenitors, nearly resembling them-
gelves in dignity, and in organic status. So that
it is diffienlt to mend matters by recurring to the
text of Genesis.

Yet let us learn to bear this new and grave
calamity. We are not called on, like the Chinese,
to worship ancestors ; especially if that proelivity
should furn out, curiously enough, to be much the
same with the Egyptian superstition, and to lead
logically to animai-worship. We suspect that
mankindfwill acquiesce, with singular equanimity,
in the new light thrown upon their remote ante-
cedents, We believe our children and our grand-
children will come to regard their descent from
Simian ancestors as probably true, but very pos-
gibly unimportant. Virtue and vice, the ideal
and the real, the character of Hamlet, painting
and sculpture, the Aristotelian unities and the
Kantian categories, to say nothing of the Chris-
tian beatitudes, all remain pretty much where they
were. The odes of Horace and the epigrams of
Martial still have a flavour, and so have the songs
of Shakespeare, and the effusions of Tom Moore.
Will you betray your close proximity to the apes
by shrinking from them? Shounld a great man
disnwn his poor relations? It is for those not
quite secure in virtue to be affronted at the chance
company of the vicious. You havea right to bear
the guarterings of a king of the monkeys, and to
include the valiant Hunaman himself among your
ancestors? Well, why fash your beard about that ?
By the way, that beard, that tusset brown, that
rutilant, that yellow or orange - tawny beard,
where did you get it, how did you come by it, my
good Sir? Under what circumstanees, where, and
how long ago, as measured by the preceszion of
the equinox, was it prepared for you by sexual
gelection ? Be sure of one thing, that the end
justified the means, if nature, after such a pro-
fuse expenditure of generations, has arrived
at last at you. "Edwyor rardv, elpor dueivor,
was the watchword of the old initiation ; let
it be ours also. The first man was of the earth,
earthy. We need fear no contamination from
the facts of our evolution or origin. The
apes have more to gain, than we to lose, by
those facts as they are now elicited ; and by ap-
Plyivg to Mr. Darwin, they may cerlainly hear of
gomething to their advantage. By this time we
are something more than semi-human, let us hope.
BShall we say, three parts towards it ? If, indeed,
I do not bitenor rend, if T neither frisk nor climb
nor swing, if I exhibit no palpable reversion to a
remote ancestor, if I play no pranks, if I dance
no polkas in mid-air, if I steal no fruoit, if the
green boughs do not cover me at night, if 1 know
how to crack nuts with nut-crackers, then, even
though T sometimes use the Cambridge sugar-
tongs, it is clear T am not exactly a chimpanzee, I
?"3""3 amelioratedinthecourseof ages. Whatmatters
1t, 1f that be so, whether the fierce gorilla, or the
mild Hylobates, or the eccentric orang, be re
};ﬂrﬂccl as my more immediate ancestor? I can
vok without repugnance upon the portrait of the
almost-human Ateles; and in the privase sanctum,

where I think it right to Pay a certain amount of
respect to the memories of those who have pre-
ceded us,—
Lifigics sacri nitet aurea cercopitheci,
S,

—

LITERARY NOTES,

Tee Rev. Jomy Ricasrp Tuerser Eatow, of
Merton College, formerly fellow and tutor, has been
elected Bampton Lecturer for the year 1872,

MEessps. WILniams AxD Nomeate will publish by
subseription, in September-next, a work by the Rev,
Edward Higginson, entitled * Ecce Messias; or, the
Hebrew Messianic Hope and the Christian Reality.”
We extract from the prospectus the following passage
on the nature of the work :—

““The title of this book will probably recal the
‘ Ecee Homo! of a few years past, and :J]_\,,{J‘th(' various
imitations and antidotes which that book elicited ; as
the 'J:Iuct: Deus,’ ¢ Beee Agnus Dei, ¢ Ecce Spiritus
Opus.” It secms strange that the great Secriptural
Al hail Messias shonld not have been put forth in
that sequence ; for this iz pre-eminently the Scriptural
thesis respecting Jesus of Nazareth. ¢ What think ve
of Christ?* € Of a truth this is the Prophet.” Others
said, “This i3 the Christ.” But some said, *Shall
Clirist come out of Galilee?" What was the Jewish
expectation as seen in the Old Testament; and what
the Christian realisation as claimed in the New. To
this investigation the present volume is devoted. It|
is no new subject of inguiry with the auther; and the
revival of intelligent relizious discussion in Encland
has led him to put into writing the mature thoughts of
many vears, in the hope of contributing toa reasonable
and reverent opinion on the subject,”

Tee CaurcH CoNorEss.—A meeting of the Exe.
cutive Committes of the Church Congress was held
at Nottingham on Friday Iast, the Ven., Archdeacon
Trollope presiding, and the Ven. Archdeacon Emery
bieing present as the Standing Seerstary of the Con-
gress. The Subjects Committes reported that they
had completed their list of subjects, of which the
following are the heads:—* Eduoeation,”  Christian
Evidences,” © Church and State,” ¢ Origin of Church
Endowments,”  Parochial Councils,” “ Promotion
of Unity,” “The Inflaence of the Deelaration of
Papal Infallibility, * Foreign Missions,” * Clerical
Edueation,” * Church Patronage,” “ Hymnology and
Chureh Music,” * The Aoral State of Society,”
* The Deepening of the Spiritual Life." The Bishop
of Lineoln will preside. The Bishop-Suffragan of
Nottingham, the Earl Nelson, the Dean of Durham,
Dir. Westeott, Regins Professor of Divinity at Cam-
bridge; Du. Lightfoot, Canon of St. Paul's, and Hul-
sean Professor of Divinity at Cambridge ; Dr. Barry,
of King's College, London; Dr. Benson, of Wel-
lington College; Mr. Farrer, of Marlborongh Col
lege; Bev, Canon Gregory, Rev. Prebendary Harris,
ERev, Prebendary Macdonald, A, J. Beresford Hope,
Esq., M.P, ; G. 5. Welby, Esq., M.P,; the Revs, J.
. l{}']l.‘, B H. Hil:]n‘rntut]l, G. H, Wilkinson [:."-_-.'[,
Peter's, Pimlico), G. Body, Benjamin Shaw, Esq.;
J. Clabon, Esq., and others have undertaken papers
or addresses, The Congress will be held at MNot-
tingham, on the 10th, 11lth, 12ih, and 13th of Qe-
tober.

A MzrHoDIsT CGHAPEL is about to be opened in
Rome. This will be the sixteenth heretical temple
which has been started by the Revolutionary party,
nnder the eyes of the Chief of Catholicism.— [lest-
minster Gazelte,

Tae ArcapisHoP OF Mossurn has paid a visit to
Oxford, where he visited the principal objeets of in-
terest, and was very cordially received. On Monday
evening he was entertained at dinner in the hall of
Balliol, and among those who met him wera the
Master (Professor Jowett), the Revs. Dr. Payne
Smith (Dean of Canterbury), E. Palmer {Latin
Professor), Wooleombe, Rawlinson, and Canon Oake-
ley of Islington, the last-named of whom dined in
the hall for the first time sinee his old deys as an
Anglican. The Avehbishop is engaged in writing a
work in Syrine on the testimony of the East to the
supremacy of the Wast.

THE ARCHDEACON OF KEssEx, in a charge delivered
on Monday te the clergy and churchwavdens at
Chelmsford, speaking of the Burials Bill, said he
would not deny the Dissenters the privilege of bring-
ing their dead into their churchyards, nor would he
force upon any the sclemn and beautiful service ol
tha Chureh ; but still it was too much to demand
that persons almost of any creed should, under the
walls of their shurches, have the right to use cere-
monies and utter professions shocking to all devont
Christiang, and which might almost be said to dese.

erate the place where they were spoken,

@ur Tontemporaries,
MIt. MIALL'S DISESTABLISHMENT MOTION.

The Times of Tuesday observes that Mr. Miall has
e:::lmuslunl on his motion all his powers of emphasis,
wil]mut\ﬂp]_lt'nnclnng the nicety of the question, With
almost feminine eagerness, he urges Parlisment to
do 'tim dl::xircil work “at the earliest precticabla
period," without staying to consider what is meant by
a period of time, or in what sense a period is practic
able. Yet this nse of the word betrays, what Mr.
Miall eannot wholly ignore, that the work is an affair
of time. Tn fact, the Church of England is beine
disestablished, piecemeal, indeed, but effectnally, m:&
not slowly. The more jealons and sensitive mem-
bers of the Church of England already feel them-
selves the subjects of a painful and tedious ope: a-
tiont, which some of thern wounld wish ns to interrupt,
others to finish altogether, so as to put them out of
pain. But that the work of Dizestablishment is in
progress, even this very session, cannot be disputed,
the only question being as to the pace, which is not
fast enough for Mr. Miall. That really is the ques-
tion for P'arliament. Tt is scarcely possible to doubt
that this century will see the consummation Mr.
Miall so devoutly wishes. In the face of the gret
changes at home, and the still greater changes
abroad, in the face of Papal Disestablishment
itself, wa cannot expect anything else. As things
are, the Church is being trained to independence ;
it is being weaned from supremacy and domision ;
one by one it is losing its titles, weapons, and
prerogatives. Wit till its education is completed.
The real grievance is not the political one. Tt is the
social form of it. Ne probable plll']iétlt]unhl]'_‘l' men-
sure, no conceivable revolution, will abate the soeial
grievance. 'The Church of England will hold its
ground under any circumstances, and assert its
superiority much as it now does, a little too much,
perhaps, in the pride of exclusive caste, high enlture,
and good connection, It would not be improved in
these respects by any amount of deprivation, spolia-
tion, or humiliation its worst foes conld inflict om it,
Turn a good man ont of doors, and he becomes, in
spite of himself, an ascetic, o confessor, a martyr.
He will be and do a great desl he never thought of
when he was the institution of his parish and tha
pillar of an establishment. OF course BIr. Miall will
brave all this. He sees no terror in a whole army of
ousted, hungry, and persecuted parsons. They will
only eondemn themselves if they break out into field
preaching or other excesses. Possibly this is just
what Mr. Miall hopes and desires. Tt is the element
he hopes to live in. But the Times cannot think
Parliament will be equally eharmed with the pros-
pect. HEven successful capitalists have ideas about
village churches, and wish to spend the rest of their
days in peace and quiet. They certainly will im-
peril this sweet anticipation if they turn the Church
of England into the streets and lanes.

The Daily News maintains that the principle laid
down by Mr. Miall that a man © =uffers injusiice at
the hands of the State when the State places him at
i disadvantage on acconnt of his ecclesiastical asso-
ciation or his religions profession,” is fundamental to
modern Liberalism, and is fatal to Church Establish-
ments. It is a vital principle of modern thought
which is gradually wearing away the very foundations
on which all religions exclusion rests. Very few
who heard Mr. Miall, and saw the reception his
apeech met with on the Liberal benches below the
gangway, could have much doubt of the eventual
adoption of the policy he recommends. There was
probably & widespread eonvietion in the House thag
Mr. Miall was merely before his time; that his mo-
tion pointed out the path in which the legislators of
some years hence will have to walk. On the Church
gide the Unicn between Church and State is break-
i.ng down. It is no longer one of affection, or even
of protection ; it is one of bondage. As to the result
to the State of the dissolution of the union, there is
biardly room for the possibility of disenssion. Tha
political loss, under the existing system, 18 incal-
culable, The mere waste of legislative time over eg-
clesiastical squabbles wounld need a great advantage
to outweigh it.

The Telegraph remarks that if the same terms wera
granted to the Chureh of England in the event of
disestablishment as were awarded across the Chan-
nel the English Church might be set free from the
control of tha State with something like eighty mil-
lions sterling in its coffers. Does Mr. Miall serionsly
believe that the separation of Church and State under
these eirenmstances wonld !IL!L:I_::iS!I.l'i]_\" make the
Chareh of England more tolerant or put her really on
a social equality with the Nonzonformists ? Another

1=
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e The Descent of Man ; and Selection in Relation to
By Charles Darwin, M.A., F.R.5., &c.
st R John Murray, Albemarle-street.
e [eECcoND NOTICE. |
R ‘We have dwelt the rather, in the first parb of
L e this article, upon the topie of * materialism,” be-
o canse it is a string that will be often harped on,
i and because it seemed a pify for an influential
; member of the episcopate, together with the U](.‘i'g_].‘
under his gnidance, to be taking up a position
from which they will certainly have to recede. It
might be said with greater truth that the evolu-
tion-theory implies pantheism. But pantheism is
a religions result which has followed in all ages |
from the intellectual contemplation of the universe. |
We also deeplyregret the existence of sowide a gulf
AEEIR it between the teachings of the pulpit, and the prac-
[ R tical intellectual interests of the modern world ; a
s ety gulf which, we fear, the addresses now being deli-
R veredin Langham-place, however well-intentioned, |
ke will zo but a short way towards removing. Wesup
pose that the development-theory in science is part |
b A and parcel of a renovation of thought, which well- |
e o wishers to religion ought to accept, and even to
g A e facilitate ; notwithstanding that it must eventually
e B reach theology as well. No weapons can be forged
against it which do not derive the main portion of |
their strength either from prejudice, or from inade- |
. quate appreciation. Indeed, the natural pri neiples, |
L s which it has elevated into cosmological forces of
phE g guch avast historical significance, are simply those
which have been perfectly familiar, for a long time
it e " past, both to those engaged in the profession of
FREE SRR gardening, and to the fanciers of animals. [ow |
L ig it that the flowers of our present gardens differ
[k SN go remarkably from those which, as we can see by
TR any botanical engravings of a former period,
o flonrished in the parterres of our great-grand-
y mothers? The taste of the public has demanded
little less than a revolution in this domestic flora,
and the gkill of the professional gardener has re-
Ak gponded. We have little doubt that the old say- |
ing, Omnic mutantur, nikil interit, in which the
' ancient physicists summed up their wisdom, has

el Sex.

: et that a new generalisation, founded upon a much
L e vaster array of facts, has finally broken up the
i 5] unspiritual and irreligious opinion, which viewed
e the fairest realms of nature as destitute of an
s, 00 o eventful history, destitute of a living and ereafive
P breath, and given over to immobility and stagna-

i tion. The doctrine of progress, and of an ascen-
LA, sional movement in the universe, has been ren-

dered valid through unoumbered agez, and im-
. 3 o ) s 1 e o =
e e 1;111;.;;!1,' extended in its operation over past, present,

and future time. Yet this 18 received with mere

i apathy, or antipathy, by those who minister at the

] altar of a God who declared His purposze to make
£hi all things new!

: Before the appearance of the present volumes,

remarks such as these might have been premature.

=] The theory was, it is true, so demonstrated to scien-

tific men, that very few of them refused it. But

for a wider public, there were reasons which might

have justified a suspension of the judgment. Indeed

the difference is immense, in one respeet, between

ELr e, Mr. Darwin's first presentation of the subject, and

o the fuller and more perfect theory he has now laid

e hefore us, accompanied with such a wealth of

i illustrations. In the * Origin of Species” we

heard of little except eonflict, the law of battle,

the strugele for existence. It is quite true that this,

as o recent writer (Mr R, H. Intton) has remarked,

gave a higher meaning, and =0 to speak, a final

: cause, to a class of facts that have always been held
Eiliass to be embarrassing from the natural theologian’s
: point of yview, Still, that aspect of the evolution-
doetrine had in it something depressing: it tinged

creation with a somewhbat sombre hne. We may

even say it was the Ahrimanie aspect. But now, Mr.

Darwin has introduced Ormusd, In fact, who can

fail to see in the principle of connubial love,acting
by sexual gelection in remote ages, the lineaments
of a truly demiurgic angel? Who can fail to zee
that the preferemce of the opposite sex, upon
whatever characteristics founded, must have been
a chief determining condition, with recard to the
power of the individual to leave behind a
numerous progeny ¢ Mr. Darwin has deve-

: i theme.
the young Love of the mythology, emerging

animals and. men, even if not gods and damons,
underneath his wonder-working agency. ‘There
iz much complexity’and much difficulty inherent
in the attempt to estimate the varions modes
in which sexual selection may have acted as a
formative force. The magnificent development
of ornamental plumage in birds, such as the eyes
in the train of the peacock, and the polyplectron,
and the ball-and-socket ornaments of the Argus
pheasant, are traced by Mr. Darwin to this cause.
The whole diseussion throws an unexpected and a
not unpleasing light on the characters of the
higher ‘animals, particularly birds. But looking
further into the recesses of past time, we shall
divine that the separation of the sexes wasifself, in
a senseJeradual ; and that even animals high in the |
scale refained wvarious traces of a former andro-
gynous condition. Tt is thus that Mr. Darwin, in
a bit of speculation as original as it is profound,
explains the fact, to which he thinks he sees his
way, that fora long time the male mammals pro-
duced milk, “just as the females, for the nourish-
ment of their yonng. Of course the lower mem-
bera, both of the animal and the plant-world, place
beyond a doubt the fact of a primitive reprodue-
tion not requiring the separation of the zexes.
Thus Venus was born, and Love was born, But |
if the bright colours of animals came from sexual |
selection, whence, we would ask, those of flowers,
or the equally bright and curiously sheeny and
complex colours which we find in ninerals 7 It can
searcely be said that onyx and jasper, opal and
chaicedony ever indulged in the felicities of mu-|
tual admiration, like the Argus pheasants. We
guspect that mature is not only a very great co-|
lourist, but that, like certain artists of our day,
she has more than one palette, and more than one

| method of laying on hef tints, and that she can

o
contact, we shall find that much misapprehension
has arisen on this point. Towards the elder cgs-
mogonies, we might say that the new zeience bun;-,-
no direct relationship at all. Tt would scom thag
the religions sentiment, or doetrine, has, in T.]I'LE
absence of any genuine gcience, from t-imc‘; to time
ocenpied ground beyond its own precinets, which
it had, strictly speaking, no need to rjrcnu]w
but which it merely held in trust for the [crritiu“,_'t,;,
cultivator, That trust it may be {:n]ic’.[ﬁipnn to
relingnish, If it be said, however, that we nead
no system, no definite ideas or beliefs, upon tha
subject in question, and that we have nothing to
do but to confess cur ignorance, the old cosmg-

| gonies may serve to refute the notion. ']_'|,c‘.|_- T

l:lil;!y were not written from any such point of
view as that. Meantime it i3 well worthy of
remark, though it has been but little dwelt on
in connection with the subject, how much modifi-
cation of cosmological thought has already taken
place, within the sphere of religion itself. Taking
the Mosaic system as our starting-point, it would
not be difficult to show that the direction of
divergence, among religious thinkers, has heen
almost always towards a view like that of evolu.
tion. The first stage of divergenee wounld be that
prezented by the Hebrew Psalter. It is remark-
able, although seldom noticed, that this body of
pesalms, the composition of the most varions
anthors, although replete with sublime allusions to
the creation, never once notices the theory of the

| * gix days ;" which seems to have dropt out, as if

by a common consent, from the entire poetry of
the Hebrews. And the doetrine of * wisdom,” in
the Apocrypha, equally amounts to aninnovation
on the old cosmogony. Again, Philo, thongh in
his treatise ** De Mundi Opificio” he has gone
considerable lengths in the defence of Moses—if,

colour fairly well, without being at the same | indeed, it be to Moses himself that the sublime
time q_l[]gugul] in Et'l}'ﬁ":l‘i]'liﬂt](].i.l.]g a .[].il'l.'ai-iUl]. lt ]3: CCI-‘:'l'I'ngDt'Ii(“—;'ll pi.f‘.tlll'i‘:, ]._'11'{3.[1."&2".1 to the grnﬂ{. hig-
needless to remark that in the atbempt to decipher | torieal and legislative docoments of Isragl, i3
the past history of animated races on our planet, |t be attributed—yet did not so sapport the
a great deal will be brought forward that is more | old cosmogony as to abstain from placing a
or leas conjectural ; but we are not for that reason | new one by its gide. A similar allegation, with-
to suppose that the main pillars of the whole|out a donbt, can be sustained as to the anthors
theory resb on an insecure basis, ; of St. John's Gospel and of the Pauline Epistles,

We confess, however, that we feel better satis- | Indeed, the Christian development beeame respon-

r

received an enlarged and a deeper meaning, now | fied about the general theory of evolution, than |sible for an entirely new turn of thought, and eon-

about many important peints which arise in con- | stitution of doctrine, with reference to cosmogony;

nection with the descent of man. We admit that
Mr, Darwin has thrown great light on the possi

Eil:u descent of a human from a Simian stem,
| There are some curious anatomical facts bearing
| upon this question., We see no reason to believe
| that the animal world was ever cut up into dis-
! tinct species, as a chess-board is divided into black

| and white squares.
Darwin prove that the variations between indivi-

usnally supposed. At tl

me time, the process
| of integration which const

utes a separate species
[
[in the plan of nakure, since it is this which has
| prevented separate lines of development from in-
terfering with each other. But the particular
guestions, at what points, or at how many points,
a semi-human may have diverged from a Himian
stem, and the further guestions as to the ge.
nealogical relations to one another of the varions
races of man, do not seem to ns well cleared up in
Mr, Darwin's book, and still less, in the scientific
opinion of the time, And we cannot help owning
to an opinion which we think we could justify if

space permitted, that seience has not yeb suceeeded |

in making a true and sufficient statement of the
difference which separatesman from the lower ani-
mals.
the attempt to solve this question simply from the
data of anatomy, are such as tosuggest the further
question, whether that method of eclassification is
not over-rated over the whele field of zoology ?
Clearly, thereis a vast difference between the dis-
gection of a dead strncture, and the observation of
a living aniimal.  Why shonld the former process
be almost exclusively relied upon by science? The
main physical difference between man and the
guadrumana must lie in the cevebral system. But
how could it be possible to observe the brain in ac-
tion, as a living steueture 7 That we are in reality
ignorant of the chief structural differences be-
tween man and the guadrumana, we should have

loped in an admirable manner this inviting thought followed as a matter of course.
We seem to see again in his pages

If now we glance finally at the relation which
these new decrees, promulgated from the very

S from the primeeval egg-shell to shed a tender light | Capitol of Buropean science, bear to the tradi-
on chaos; again assuming the power to evoke ! tional elements, with which they seem to come in

Many facts adduced by Mr. |

| nomena of the univers
dual and individual have a wider range than is/

must be viewed as a fact of the firat i:l]]mrlzulce_

The anomalies which seem to resulf from |

one which brought with it, in conrse of time, an
attendant halo of absurdities, such as we see in the

bility, we do not mind saying the probability, of | writings, already alluded to, of the Gnostics. But,

in view of sach a doctrine as that of the *firat-
horn of ereation” (mpordrokes mdoys kriséws)
what became of the “ six days?” Clearly they were
held as superseded by another, and a sublimer me-
diatorial agency ; in a creed which seems to say,
i horn, not made,” with reference to all the phe-
g, Yet this has never been
argned as a triangalar controversy; but Christians
have been contented to assume their case to be
contained in the first chapters of Genesis. Bok
the cosmology proper to the Christian faith 1, we
| contend, that of evolution from, or througl, &

o

| first prineiple ; and its tendency is to contemplate

the myriad results of creation as flowing from, or
included in, a single original creative act. Now,
the Darwinian theory bears the same sort ol rela-
| tion to the crader speculations of the old #00logy,
which the Christian cosmology, thus defined, bears
| to the Mosaic. No doubt, part of the intention of
| the ** six days"” of Moses was to disabuse 1]1.3_!11111(1
of the cycles upon cyeles with which Oriental
imagination had uselessly loaded spiritual thought.
Vet the special creative fiats would ca}-ruspnls!d
tolerably well to the special births of species which
Greco-Homan speculation attributed to l|lrc t;:c_m-
ing womb of earth ; when, as Milton puts it, | the
| grassy clods now calved.” It may be s‘;u-.l of 1Ihqs|:,
| whether ancientsor moderns, who remainedsatizfied
with this sort of conception, t]l:LF they were but \‘crfi'
imperfectly acquainted with the real natare. an
the multitudinounsness of the facts to be account
for. Indeed, the classic world only }_11'-.1_:11wur1 two
real naturalists, Avistotle and Pliny. The area ot
| observation was nob extended enough, nor the
powers of observation keen enough. It s 0“!,3.- in
quite a recent period that the wide intervals oL
structure existing, in particular, between Ithe ‘rf"
rions clagses and orders of invertebrate life, have
been properly appreciated by zoologists. I'he At
gients viewed somewhat obtusely the difference
between thesmaller animals, and the minuter points
of differentiation in the large ones. 1n guch ELE.i.‘f'fte
of mind, the separate animal species whose exist-
ence had to be accounted for, might present them-
selves as about forty or fifty., The immense num=
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ber of specific forms, the closeness of their grada-
tions; aboveall, theananifoldedness of theiraffinities,
which renders a circular arrangement pessible from
whatever point we start as centre ; these dominat-
ing faets, which almost foree upon the mind the
doctrine of development, were not really above the
horizon either for the classical or the mediseval
world. Tt could not appear to them, as it does to
us, as absurd to suppose the animal series to be the
Juxtaposition of distinet births, or fiats, as it is to
suppose a curve made up of a multiplicity of de-
tached points. What we expect to see in nature,
even « priort, is continuousness of variation, not a
sueccession of discontinnous states. We find that un-
derlying unity, plusa modifying principle, has been
the road really taken by nature for the production
of almost endless vaviety. And we cannot doubt
its being vastly more efficient than any which the
wit of man conld have devised. In one thing all
cosmogonies agree, in asserting the essential unity
of the universe as rooted in a spiritual force. This
is the postulate of religion. We may further ob-
serve thal Scriptaral religion, and the great moral
interests which are inseparable from if, are based
upon the dectrine that man eame into the posses-
sion of a spiritual nature and of the ““image of
God ;" but 5 to kow this cceurred, and after what
antecedent changes, Scripture is nearly, or wholly
silent ; the fact itself, of man’s ultimate constitu-
tion as aspiritual, intellectual, and moral being, is,
therefore, the proper and sufficient basis of its
teaching,

In the above remarks we have entirely abstained
from introducing the special contents of Mr. Dar-
win'svolumes otherwise than incidentally. To have
bronght even one small sub-section of his argument
properly before our readers wonld have reguired our
whole space ; nor do we feel qualified to enter into
the scientific criticism of his statements. We have
essayed a task more in harmony with the aims and
character of this journal, by sketching the general
outline of his theory, and marking some points
whether of harmony or of contrast, which either
assimilate it to, or separate it from, views and
theories that have previously prevailed. And we
have sought, however inadequately, to abate the
force of some prejudices and prepossessions, and
even to indicate some rather decided advantages,
which the theory possesses from a moral and reli-
gious point of view. But as we have been able to
put down scarcely a tithe of what must ocenr,
under any one of these heads, to a reflective per-
son, we commend the subject to the further con-
sideration of our readers.

We sball conclude by giving an interesting
sammary of Mr, Darwin's position, in his own
words :—

The main conclusion arrived at in this worls, namely,
that man is descended from some lowly-organised
form, will, T regret to think, be highly distasteful to
many persons. But there ean hardly be a doubt that
we are descended from barbarians. The astonishment
which T felt on first seeing a party of Fuegians on a
wild and broken shore will never be forgotten by me,
for the reflection at once rushedinto my mind—such
were our ancestors. These men were absolately
naked and bedaubed with paint, their long hair was
tangled, their meuths frothed with excitement, and
their expression was wild, startled, and distrost-
fol. They possessed Liardly any arts, and like wild
animals lived on what they could cateh ; they had
no government, and were merciless to everyone not
of their own small tribe,
in bis native land will not feel much shame if forced
to acknowledge that the blood of some more humble
creature flows in his veins. For my own part I
would as soon be descended from that heroic little
monkey, who braved his dreaded enemy in order to
save the life of his keeper; or from that old babocn,
who, descending from the mountains, carried away
in trinmph his young comrade from a erowd of asto-
nished dogs—as from a savage who delights to tor-
ture his enemies, offers up bloody sacrifices, practices
infanticide without remorse, treats his wives like
slaves, knows no decency, and is haunted by the
grossest superstitions,

Man may be excused for feeling some pride at hay-
ing risen, though not through his own excrtions, to
the very summit of the organie seale: and the fact
of his having thus rigen, instead of having been
ahoriginally placed there, may give him hopes for a
still higher destiny in the distant future. But we are
not here concerned with hopes or fears, only with
the truth as far as our reason allows us to discover
it. T have given the evidence to the best of my
ability ; and we must acknowledge, as it scems to me,
that man, with all bis noble qualities, with sympathy

He who has seen a savage |

which feels for the most debased, with benevolence
which extends, not only to other men, but to the
humblest living creature, with %is god-like intellect,
which has penetrated into the movements and con-
slitution of the solar system—with all these exalted
powers—man still bears in his bodily frame the inde-
lible stamp of his lowly origin. )

——

SHORT NOTICLES.

Thiree Hymns. Set to Music by Russell Martinean.
No. 1, * Beneath our Feet;” No. 2, ¥ The Christian
Warrior ;” No. 3, Holy, Holy.” (Novelloand Co).—
Considerable skill and feeling are manifested in these |
three compositions, which are of a somewhat elabo-
rate character, and they are well worth the trouble
requisite to master the oconsional diffienlties pre-
sented. OF the thres pieces we prefer No. 2, which
is, perhaps, the simplest; No. 1 being a more im-
portant eomposition, inginding =olos for alto, tenor,
and bass, with trio and chorus. No, 3 exhibits some
effective fugal writing, and is agreeably relieved with
passages for the voices alome, which require good
singing to ensure their sumecess. Wa lope DMr.
Martinean will be encouraged to further efforts, and
that we may soon see his name attached to works of
a larger calibre,

Thoughts Suggested by My, Voysey's Addiesacs i
(flasgow i3 a geénerous reply, by the. Rey. J. Paga
Hopps, to some of the Orthodox eriticisms on Mr.
Voysey’s recent utterances. Mr. Hopps has quite
the best of the eritics, but wa cannot but express the
opinion that Mr. Voysey would exercise a higher and
more lasting influence if he dwelt rather upon his
great affivmations than npon mere denials.

Rowene; or the Poet's Daughtsr, A Poem, By James
Cargill Guthrie. (Hodder and Stonghton).—The out-
side of this book is very elegant, and there is a pretty
frontispiece of & rock-bound bay and the sleeping
ocean ; and the anthor seems to have a high con-
ception of the poet's theme. The lines are smooth,
and the descriptions of seenery show a true love of
nature in its milder aspects: but we cannot say that
the author has true poetic inspiration, or that his
work ranks higher than tha ordinary drawing-room
verses, of which we already have far more than
enongh. The subjeckt is a good one, the conflict in
a poet’s mind between the desiva for riches and en-
thusiasm for his art, represented in the form of a
colloquy, with his danghter Rowena, whose eloguent
vindieations of the dignity of the poet’'s work form the
most attractive lines in the volume,

Examination of Giliespie (Provost).—This is an
anulytical criticism, by Mr. T, 8, Darrett, a member
af the London Dialectical Soeiety, of the argnment
o priopd for the existence of a Great Tirst Cause,
as developed by a Scotch metaphysician, Mre. W, H.
Gillespie, in his work entitled Necessary Existence
of God,” not long ago reviewed in these columns,
Mr. Barrett advocates the « posteriori theory, and
denies that the bolief in the existence of g Deity is
either innate or intuitive. The controversy is of a
kind which never has been, and, prabably, never will
be, settled on purely logical grounds.

T

LITERARY NOTES.

Tae famous journal the Revie des Mondes has
| been suppressed by the Committee of Public Safety,
i Tre Rev. J. A, Frovpe, the historian, has taken
| 8teps, under the Clergy Disabilities: Bill, to divest

| himself of his clerical designation, i
I'ne Rev. R. Dewmavs, author of the * Tifa of
Latimer,” is preparing for publication a “Tife of
Tyndale,” the first translator of the English Bible,
k will contain many original documents whioh

=k

The work w
have never been printed before,

A Russmax archimandrite has translated the protest
of Dr. Dillinger against the dogma of Infallibility,
and published it with a commentary of his own, In
the preface to this work he says that hitherto he had
thonght the Jesuits were worldly wise, but that his
belief in their sagacity was completely shattered by
their conduct at the (Eeumenieal Council. © Those
must be blind indeed,” he proceeds, “ who are so
incapable of making use of the spirit of the times
to advance their own ends. Seldom has any Corpora-
tion committed so snicidal an act as the Loly fathers
did on this accasion, for in their wish to throw dust
in the eyes of the Catholie world they have opened
the road to its reformation, and talken the first step
towards filling up the cavern of obscurantism. The
wheat will be cleared of the chaff, and the mountain
which has so long pressed on the hearts of true
Catholic Christians will totter onits base when men

like Professor Dollinger and his brave followers fight
for the truth pgainst falsehood.” J

not in the least afraid of disestablishment.
manner in which the Catholic school have been

Bur Lontemporaries.

THE DISESTABLISHMENT DEBATE.
The Spectator thinks that Mr. Miall and 3y,

Leatham represent respectively the statesmanlike and
the rhetorical arguments that may be urged for the
disestablishment and disendowment of the Church
of England; and of both of them it may be said

that there is an indefinable want somewhere,—not of
ntellectual ahility, not of earnest personal convie-
tion, not of pungent expression, but one which pro-

duces the effect of a want of faith in the popular
forces behind them, and therefors diminishes the
moral effect of their speeches, giving to very con-
sidexable efforts the air of partial failure.
speeches, with all their high measure of success, thera
was & marked absence of what, for want of a better
word, is usually ealled popular weight,—not convie-

In both

ion, or breadth of view, or taking and effective form,

—Dbut that sense of uttering the full and urgent belief

of a large and inereasing multitude which often
vivifies a very poor speech into importance, and the
absence of which will sometimes make & very abls
speech dwindle inlo comparative insignificance. Now,
My, Miall and Mr. Leatham gave, on the contrary,
the air of striving in their own inner minds to believa
that their principles had taken a vastly greater hold
on the imagination of the nation than they really had,
and when M. Miall concluded his brief reply by
emphatically prophesying the near triamph of his
cause, he gave the impression of a prophet who was
striving to make up by the intensity of lis personal
faith for a certain sense of disappointment in relation
to the visible and earthly signs of any approaching
fulfilment of his prophecy.

After remarking on the unnatural division
drawn by Liberationists between secular and spi-
ritual interests, which has necessarily the effect of
shutting our eyes to the spiritual elements really
present in secular affairs, the Spectafor adverts to
the theory of a widely comprehensive Church :—

Counld not the Church be widened so as to again
comprehend thie larger part of the nation, instead of
making the growth of the nation a reason for rend-
ing the Chnreh in sunder? We confess that this is
the salution to which we still look, and look hape-
fully. It may be quite true, as Mr. Miall said, that
the Church lias not carvied into our rural parishes
as much * sweetness and light " as we might have
hoped ; but it i3 also froe, as Sir Reundell Palmer
said, that it has done not a little to sweeten and en-
lighten the bare and rugged lot of the people of
those rural parvishes, and that if its influence wera
withdrawn their condition would be far worse than it
now is. And one thing is certain. If the Church
does her work imperfectly, she does it less imper-
fectly than she did, and that this is greatly owing to
the competition of the Dissenters. Disestablish the
Chureh, and we doubt if the competition of the
various seets among themselves would be half ag
serious and energetie as is the competition of thesa
seets with the Hstablishment now. IF you want a
really energetic and healthy competition you must
have a standard, and & conspicnons standard, of com-
parison. What would the Opposition be without a
Government? Yon must have one body which hears
a greater burden of responsibility, has a higher oppor-
tunity of success, and a greater culpability in case of
failure, than the others, if you would have real and
efficient competition. Is it not certain that what Dis-
senters now aim at is to discharge their responsibili=
ties so as to surpass the Church in faithfolness, and
that they think comparatively little of each other?
We shouldlose this advantage,—and it is a very great
one,—if we destroy the one body on which the State
imposes a heavyresponsibility, even if it also bestows
on it a certain casual dignity ; and we do not see what
we should gain exeept a vicious enhancement of that
spurious and artificial distinetion between things

spiritual and secular, whieh is even now beginning to

falsify the landmarks of our social and political life.
The Eraminer urges that the separation of
Church and State must become a watehword of the
Liberal party, simply because it is always the first to
recognise Lhe changes demanded by the progress of

soclety, In the interest of all parties—of the clergy-
men, of the people, and of the Government—there
should be a fair field and no favour, there shonld ba
no bribes to clever men, no premium on ecertain
opinions.
the progress of society is rapidly carrying us, and

To this—a free Chureh in a free State—

Mr. Miall's temporary check will, befors long, be

converted into a victory.

The Church Times (Ritualist) writes :—Wa are
The

Copyright © Cambridge University Library _ |
ve Commogg Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 Unported License (CC BY-NC 4.0)



May 13, 1571

THE INQUIRLR.

T Purlamens or (s couieyvoud ssph 40 300

peieey
Wo mu

oo, aeo, s & mont weighty

iy

S ratber than aouinge o be bousd by the

exising tets ; and mothing cun bo added 1o 1o e
tn oot

uabaryt

o ll ho bave o prinio i
ot 1 it g

T gt ity of
ar angogd i o

T
f=

i
£t

i

in o
)

S T
Rod what Torion of e snfers,
: e

i
R
Bl T

“The persrs, s, ol
e o wd

ani

wechunic o e Tkt geneal sone, whih ar
1110 thos,

apcilly controlad by athemaics

EiEE

i
|
£

!

:

4
[{
|
o

£

i
E
2
i

1

£
H
£
|

i
H :€E1
i
£ S

it
Eig]
Hl
il
i

e

B

pera

_gf
i
]

i

ir

v | Aarw

. | the vt movemest in the scienees
e )
AT

Eetbits, Kepler, Do
v Shenit

"Ghereaion o

2
1
15

!
I

i i b s
‘hors vasiencs woud sl e 1o ke

et

; e
o ami

it bevet i
ento i saeu s
ibt theso acicnces aro will rus -3

b ke g e

era?

T et Wity e o
it of poplar Ineret b shdod
e i o e

o et ox
et chaogell bisory during » oralopment
; Tl becoming,

g o g, id spead
epeialy smong the ynger

iz hm,th i annaea hs g
IS o e iy o
iy, dnly e remoer ad 7o Tt
i o [y oy

E2E;
H

raiime
b it
ompors

Lok Sale
niration of
ity oy

hat th Unierkion hae bcn bnght 1 e ege
of o by th eiion porseion of the St
Wtalk Geonan Cians, VeoMawar.

it
Sirge dincon
of b Tl
o

i
1
i

i

i
i
5

B

biarr. communties of

“modery i
T Ta e
o out of the

2

bl povs

7
iz

E
;E

PR P U RSN ML AL

i
E’g

edre ity protabe o
ngrn o coeey whick
et o T B

2]

onad
incldental
o

FET] EE SEEE
il

i

!
}

1

!l L
£ ,ﬁi

i

i

T
gl

2
4

i
£

£
H

i
}

il

i

Hi
!;n%
il

£
H

H

i.réj

13

§

i
i

1

!

i il

HH




206

THE INQUIR

£
4

Byt
.m’.‘i.a“.., Engand s shoud

it i

i frd 100
oros tod s

b ropiblo sist, Abd o hi ton with
oy .m!u\m ettty o e
¢ by iy

GiE
i Ef‘-_é

e et o o e e T AL

00 B o mch gt it

s of ol lisd T ill-n-llnp-d on:

i
il

i
i
}rﬁfls
this
bt

i
i

e e o o o S i el Sk e et o e g
i Tk (o Gty g o
e ool e e 0 s o el

o i e

B e T S o ot gt st Pt
e i B, s B e T o ara action s . oo S epis ol ot
il 1 e ol e et ol e

ot v 1 o bt e v

Ty ety itk he ol o it o

rmcmorial 1n ' ste
el

e o ity e o

ot o i el by o i v

ol

i it o G U

e Grent paience, Rres pradsace,
e T s
Scivel T spprosching tho sabjct by th stk
o f e oo, v b
Deccmnry i el Ui And tho i darive (o

one, which

ore vindiog 10

fon &

o
i oy Ly
rttl e eminon coma s Wou 08

il o

ey gt i
LA G, ot b
M. Darwin

emmary el i g How t et

o are - iih e acor o cam o o he com
o word e indcaing  cormpon

« S o o locichn forom:

e e e
b e el

fence, or '

(T
e Ty 2 el o b SIS A e e S
e g

et i e iy o

hat cocur In i

p.s..a...;—.....m-u-um._
el

s e

13
g and imisng Jora, cusl o o Wi 1 e e et eyt vl 18
oo et lovs o animl Mg v S o b T s he

st 10

o ko o
i el e gt
iy tom S

W Tangong, we

o e v Lo by i o th vk aoun o ke ot of h e
i b fh el s

ey
v e

it i dmami:
. portion of the argumeat which o
g e e ot o o

-t th el o g

si%
!

W Er
a0d by our o

s e

il
z%éif

¥
?i&;:i &l
fH
HHTHHR}

|
i

3
i
2

;{i




May 13, 1871 THE INQUIRER. 207
v el kepeope] onght Wi T K 1t g sy + crils smows o,

s e e | I e s 5 o i Bt Bur omemporaes,

fer sy

1Tt e oo ebeen e ey P

ey S Sl te o o  precensing b o e s o g o e

material; but the sacient X  wichoat approachiog the mieety of the With-
Pt e e o
| G, e, e o
oo iou o st i et o
e e e .
010 s ot e S
i i e we
Fry P
o o ey e s e e
ot o i Sy o
o e o Sl o o s

]
i
|

y R e e e
e b i ey s M
RS e A e i bt SR S
e et e Ry S o ol il S
[ e e e O e g e ey
oo e T, Tt G e Sl o e
ry lowest typea of avimal, or rather | XF Sy o ine Now, o[ shroady in the of Papal Disestabl shment
oo et wvors b 5 e proce vlime . g T 1l s ook expok snplng e s thogs
R e e o
oeho sl seem Lo bare wPrung from blgbly | eviva of ntalgeat g n' |11 being vesned from supremaey and do uion ;
mepeciable ‘progenitom, esrly remsubling ing e V"o it in lonog e ties, wespons and
B e o e i B e B e o i v
o * Fhrr
= s ST
i . o b s e o G | S PSS o
Sk o T e e LT
et T LT
5 ) el P T
mme with the Egyptian i pride of exelusive caste, bigh enltare,
g e ik o 11 ey by oy amenr i
ey T T o e e e e
e ! e
e T L e S ST SR
S e e e o
i Papal afallibility, * Forsiga Mi )" * Clerida | ::::a-m ; bie. -:n:
e e o e e e
[y M e oy A
oy
PRy e
2 o e R
S gt e e e e
h v, :n'-x' in. Bat the Times canvot think
e e e
ey e e
i e
T, L
o a A
g T i i S T e
e L e
Rt o] [ A ey g e,
PR

ary

i bese s i
i are o U CAt of Cuthlicum Wek| o
G

ensined 4

e s b et By wers

"Jovet) the e De. Pug
iry), F. Famer (Gt

lage. Sy b e wo
i nabing more tha ses b, ot s o
Bl we s, hre paratowanda 117 1, Indocd,

2o wiog,if 1 exbiit 5o pulpaiereverson (o,
et o 1y sk 1 e
1wl e

o bdair, 1 s D0 i, - the oo Monday o he ey s shaehwunio
= bt do 3 apsing of ha Dol Bi, it

Kol Gk i with ot crackem, thes,
thougl, T seaeies o the Camidge sopur
longs it cea 1 am 0o exsdly » citpusate |

I ST




	DarwinArchive_CUL-DAR226.2.84-86_001
	DarwinArchive_CUL-DAR226.2.84-86_002
	DarwinArchive_CUL-DAR226.2.84-86_003

