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against which, in reference to this hideous affair, we ought to be on our
guard. One is, injustice to the class in which these scandals occur. Rank
a'r"d wealth undoubtedly are snares, and industry is the best security for
Virtue. But the vices of the palace are dragged to light, while obscurity
h“des those of the cottage. Ask any one who knows the manufacturing
C.lties of England, and you will be told that the moral maladies of civilisa-
tion are not confined to the higher grades of society. The other error to
be avoided is exaggerated alarm as to the moral condition of the world.
People give the reins to their fancy, and imagine that for one Colin Camp-
) Il case which becomes public there must be scores lurking beneath the
ﬂflrfa,ce_ But there is no ground for any such belief, and a glance over the
cl_rcle of our own acquaintance will be enough to dispel the hateful sus-
Plcion,  The worst consequence of these loathsome disclosures is the
desecration of marriage, than which no greater injury can possibly be done
tohumaniby. Might not the Duke of Argyll and others, whose family
Bonour g concerned, have done something more to save their own names
80d the morals of the community from the publicacion of this scandal?

® verdict was no doubt right, and it covers the husband with special

Shame’ though to believe in the purity of either party seems to us im-
Possible,

I is & relief to hear that the Coleridge-Adams scandal is dead at last,
th? libel suit which the Lord Chief Justice’s daughter had been induced to
v:Ilg against her father having been quietly settled. We rep.eab that the
ni;y fact of such a suit having been brought, necessarily with th(-? cog:

e and approval, if not at the inscigation, of Mr. Adams,i s a suflicient
Proof _th&t Lord Coleridge must have had sufficient reason asa father for
'Pposing the marriage. He appears to have been unguarded and per-
r:f 8 Unmeasured in his expressions to persons on whose sec'recy he hn'd
nj %01 to rely ; that is the sum of his offending. All the sb.orles about his
nogga"'dly treatment of his daughter while she was under his roof are pro-
co“;lced totally false by those who knew his household well, while the
m:stuCt of the daughter herself after her flight from home shows that there

be something in her charactor more than strange.

,.e'f:f,E ,B‘“thor of % The Democracy of Reason, or the Organisation of the
» 18 before his age, but the world may some day come up to him.
grl;:; his mind has dawned the great truth that deliberative agssemblies are
ng obsolete. No real deliberation any longer takes place in them,
“&t?; &lre .bh.e invention of an era in which there was no ?re:‘;s, and
repre:a Op}nlon could be formed and ascertained only by brmgmg'the
egis]ai?mtwes of the people together to deliver themselve.s orally in &
b ive hall, The name of a Parliament denotes its original object.
&l‘; ";Bl deliberation and the decisive debate now take place outsid(? Phe
is noo the Legisluture. It is by means of books and jouma‘ls that opinion
edico‘:: flor,m ed. . The speeches delivered in Parliament are llttl'e more than
is COR?.' 8 in a diluted form, discharged against the pfu'ty opposite. Nobody
isteng ltnced by them, nobody is expected to be convx.nced by them : nobf)dy
with, ¢, 1;). them unless they are seasoned with rhetoncal. uppeals to passion,
o t&ni ing personalities, or something alien to the ob.]'ect; of deliberation.
would bof the different parties in the assombly ag taking coum';el together
says, t), ¢ & mockery. It is quite true, t00, a8 the auth?r of this pamphlet
are . 8t many of those who, by their knowledge and intellectual powers,
manquahﬁed to give the best counsel to the State, are no orators, W.lnle
or ylvw ho possess the gift of oratory are otherwise totally unqualified
p&mgph;ng counsel to the State. Recognising these'fa.zcts., the' auth?r of the
p’OVidiet Proposes to organise the Press, by methodising 1ts (.lxscusmons, and
duly ren,g an apparatus for registering their result. Their result, w‘hen
ike t}, gistered, he seems to think, will prevail by force ?f demonstration,
in v? correct solution of a mathematical problem. vadencl}'l he take.s f,

is to a:ew of human nature. His apparatus is a central (fomlxllttce'e, whx;: L
editopg range B.‘nd classify the various arguments tra.nsmltted to it by the
oF pro » Who vall have manifested by insertion their behef' that th'e argume%lt,
ia to E’)Osa], is worthy of consideration. Each legislative project, or Bill,
equivg through this alembic of discussion three timgs, 80 as to' keep up an
o valent for the time-honoured form of three readings This done, and
. weﬁght of reason on the side of the proposal is sufficient, the Com-
° Z‘:‘l.wlll take the Bill, putit in a legal form, and present it to the Houses
into 1&:: went, calling on them to show cause why it shoul('l nof, be passe'clli
N~ - Should it be thrown out, the public will reconx?l'der it, to see (li
Whey Pn Teet the views of Parliament ; if not, it must again be presented,
aib; ity a?m‘?en.t must either pass it into alaw or take upon itself the respon-
°ns? rejecting the demands of justice, common sense, s.m.d. reason, :s
be Bare;“ted by the intellect of the nation.” Tha.t responsxblhty:l: hlt ;s ﬂ;
Sulty win :;5 Parliaments are at present, would be lightly borne. e 1h
e in appointing the Committee. With this the author of the
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pamphlet at present does not grapple. The fact from which he starts, we
repeat, is unquestionable, and is likely some day to force itself practically
on the attention of the world. Parliamentary debate, as & mode of making
up the mind of the nation, is becoming obsolete. It will probably give
place in the end to something more rational, though it is likely to last for
our time, and perhaps for some generations beyond.

EvoruTiox has still some hard nuts to crack, at least unless a space of
time absolutely unlimited is allowed for the process of natural selection, or
of natural selection and hereditism combined ; hereditism being, let us
observe, a supplementary addition to the original theory, and an account of
the matter hardly less mysterious than creation itself. One of these nuts
a writer on the Origin of Instinct in the Revue des Deux Mondes essays to
crack. It may be objected, he observes, to the theory of hereditism that
among animals the acts which are assumed to have given birth to an
hereditary tendency were purely accidental, and such as could leave no
trace on the organism. Such, for example, is the act of a European cuckoo
laying its egg in the nest of another bird. The thing may have happened
once, and possibly, as Darwin suggests, the young cuckoo in that particular
case may have derived some advantage from it, and have thus survived in
the struggle for existence. But how did it become common to the whole
species, and hereditary 1 The writer in the Deux Mondes says that there is
a tendency in young children, which is strong also in all inferior intelli-
gences, such as those of animals and idiots, to the mechanical repetition of an
action until it becomes a confirmed trick. Of this he cites several instances
guch as that of a caterpillar which will starve rather than eat the leaves
of any plant but the one to which it happens to have become accustomed.
The hen cuckoo, according to this theory, having once laid her egg in another
bird's nest, repeated herself mechanically till the habit became ingrained
and was transmitted, with the organism, to her progeny. This might account,
though we cannot help thinking in a supersubtle manner, for the hereditary
character of the habit, but would hardly account for its universality. Are
we to suppose that in the struggle for existence all the European cuckoos
perished except the progeny of the one which had by accident laid its egg
in the nest of another bird? But the whole subject scems replete with
difficulties for the Evolutionist. An ordinary bird builds a nest in antici-

n of laying its oggs. By what process of natural selection or of natural
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have been evolved

selection and hereditism combined can this forecast
We may go further back and ask how, in the beginning of things, there can
have been a bird without an egg or an egg without.a bird? Any conceiv-
able process of evolution which could afford a solution of this problem
seems to postulate infinite time ; and infinite time, the astronomers tell us,
must not be postulnted. Evolution is still a hypothesis, and it is not the
only hypothesis which covers the fucts. They are equally covered by that

of a single creative force, infinitely various in-its productions but showing

its identity by homologies.

Wz thought we were saying rather a strong thing when, in speaking of
Paul Bert, the atheist and vivisectionist, we suggested that if there were
no law but that of Evolution to enforce respect for humanity, he might
take it into his head to vivisect an Annamite. But it seems we were not
saying a strong thing at all. Paul Bert himself, if the correspondent of
the New York Z'ribuns is to be believed, distinctly contemplated human
vivisection as a possibility of the soientific future. He said, truly enough
no doubt, that animals were not entirely satisfactory. He proposed to
vivisect criminals. He hoped to find & Chinaman who would sell himself
for the purpose, as they are said sometimes to sell themselves as substitutes
for other men on the geaffold.  His light and callous language on this
hideous subject makes one's blood run cold. He showed a vestige of
humanity only by rendering the tortured animal voiceless, so that it could
not cry out, thereby enhancing the torture, while he relieved his own ears.
Even Paul Bert, however, condemned vivisection when practised as an
amusement. He declared (if the correspondent of the Tribune may be
trusted) that there was to his knowledge a group of fashionable ladies who
profited by the throwing open of all the lecture rooms at the College of
France to learn there how to vivisect, and exercised their art for amuse-
ment in their boudoirs. Morphine intoxication, he said, gave a passion
for this sort of thing. Cruelty became a delightful stimulant to the
deadened nerves. If this be true, the admission of women to the anatomy
school is likely to produce curious results in more ways than one. Victor
Hugo, it seems, who was present at this discourse on the scientific neces-
sity of vivisection, was staggered by the mystery of iniquity which it
geemed to disclose in nature, It would indeed be difficult to believe that
the world was under the government of justice and beneficence if the
horrible torture of innocent and helpless creatures, which are never to be
requited for their suffering, were a necessary part of the dispensation,




