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ignoring of this spiritual nmature. When Darwin tells us
that he “has approached [the discussion of the moral sense]
exclusively from the side of natural history,” we see the
see the rationale of his error. Natural history has no more to
do with the moral sense than it has with the doctrine of the
Trinity, And when we see the author laboring through one
chapter to show that conscience is only a development of the
social instinets of animals, we realize that from an erroneous
stand-point only erroncous conclusions ean be reached,

We regret that the great naturalist hus adopted these views,
since they will be eagerly seized upon by the assailants of
Christianity. Yet it would be unjust to confound him with
others who advocate the same views with very different spirit.
In this, as in his other works, Darwin avews a belief in a per-
somal God, and never speaks disrespectfully of religion. The
aim and scope of his writings are purely scientific; and not one
page bears a trace of the infidel polemics of Huxley or the
blasphemous grossness of Vogt.






