
StTGOFSnONS OF SOCIOLOOT. 6S1

We would
i3 possible

. al social-

•^ ant-hill,

ne individ-

terial mr la a stant tsk of mista ini^ metaphors

for scientific la\ ^. Tt adapt a phr;. e of Bacoi a,

we rJght say that the ct ception of evolution which

is atfcequal.; in the biolop oal sphere, is nevertlieli 38

aubtilitati rerum humaiiarum longe .mpar,— ' no

match for the subtility of human hist' ry." *

(a) In looking to biology for hints as to i k- fac-

tors in social evolution, it is necessary to bear in

mind the present security of biol« cal conclusions

on thf problem of evol tion (set v ap. XI), ii 1

the fai't tha' the biol(^isL has ' imscU uftpn followed

the clew suji^ested by social
j
rocesses. here is no

small risk of lamentably vie a^ oircL

sugge^' that iciologists shouif > h
focus (.heir .. ttention rather r. the ai

group ("the herd, the ick, i>ee-h ,'e,

the beaver-village, tl^e i *ok< j than on
nal organism, for iii t- « 1 ter cn^e the analogy is

mort remote, and theri mOiC apt to be illusive.

It shot Id be evidfTu tli .; there is no strict analogy

between struggle i;. on-at al species and the compe-
titi'^>n of social ^roti -. Amons individual men it

is, intseod, easy > jnd annlogues of what cKjcurs

among iuiimals, t^.g ii '^^ struggle with climate

or with Bacteria ; * distinctively social

strugi ; it is a casr organisation against an-

other )rgf! : asation, ysical victor- over the

COT poi'^nt ini^v'.luai u. •• mean victory for the

organisation « ar expressed n ideas) of the defc •^^.

Furthermore, in using the selection-form la,

we must be careful to bear in mind that the se ac-

tion in a progre -,ve society is in part conscious, de-

liberate, and J
"'

al. Selection determined by
* Social Evolution. Intemat. Journal Etbics. vi, (1896), p.

60.


