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Benjamin Kidd's Social Evolution.

For the Reviere.
Bome weeks ago referenco was made in these columns to

Bonjamin Kidd's well known work **Social Evolution.” Ou that
oocasion the bearing of tho author's views on Christiamty, was
taken into consideration. It may Lo of some profit, owing to the
continued popelarity of the book, to say something in rogard to the
underlying principles adopted and advocated in its pages.

Ono of tho most prominent of these principles is, that the
¢ struggle for existence” is the force by which lifo in its more
complex forms has been and iz evolved. Other Evolutionists such
as Herbert Spencer and Dr. Drammond co-ordinate with this force
tho *struggle for the lifo of others.” This author regards the
““struggle for cxistence™ as the only evolving force met 1n tho
highor aa well a3 in the lower forms of life.

Another of the principles advocated in the work 1z that this
law of evolution does not commend itself to reason. To quote the
author's words + ** It seems impossible to conceive how the condi-
tions of progress could have hed anjy sanction for tho hostof
exterminated pooples,” sgain, * The conditions of progress can ba
viewed complacently by ecience, but it vcan hardly be said that
they can have a rational sanction for the Red Indian 1n process of
exterminat.on,” also, ** The conditions «f existenco . . . can
apparently have no rational sanction for a large proportion of
individusls.” Such statements go to show that the author, while
maintaining that the ““struggle for existence™ is 1hie only evolv.
ing force, finds bimself incapable of justifying such a method of
progress.

A third principle which occupies a very fandamental position
is that the place of Religion in the process of Evolution is to give
aanction in spite of the oppositicn of Reason to the method of
Ervolution through the * struggle for existence.” In the oarlier
atages of Etolution before Reasou appearod on the scenc there
would be nothing to oppose this mothod of progress. When man
however, appeared all this would be changed. His reason would
inevitably object to such a methed and would refuse to fulfil the
conditions that went to secure progress. Thoe sesult would natur-
ally bo an end of all evolution. To provent such a disaster the
infiuence of Heligion is brought to bear. To Religion it is given
to overcome the objections of Reason to the method of progresaby
tls ** atruggle for existence.” Thia Religion is to do by introduc.
ing tho altruisti. apirit that is willing to aacrifice tke individual
10 sccure the progress of the specics.  Evolution ssys: the indivi-
duoal must be sacrificed to secure the development of the species.
Roas0n answery - the individoal is not disposed to submit tosuch
anarrangement.  Religion comes to the aid of Evolution by intro-
ducing the altroistic spirit which will persuade reason without
convincipg it to sabmit 1o the evolving method that requires the
sacrifice of somo to socure the progress of otherr. Ipother words
according to the anthor the function of Religionin the process of
Evolotiop is to overcome the opposition of reason to tho method
of Evolation thruugh the ** atruggle for existence.”

Relerence might be made to other principles adopted by the
author. It maust suffice for the present to remark onthosc above
mentivned In regard to the view that the ** straggle for exist-
ence ** 18 the only evolving force it is notl too mnch to say that
tho author 1s behind the most recent statement of the theory made
by Evolutionists. 1f anything has leen catablished by this school
of philosophers it is that the “*atruggle for the life of others™ has
bad as muh to do in the vpward movement of life—as the
- atrugglo for existence.™ Indeed, the statement iz made by
recent Evolutionists and with considerable show of rezson that
without the ** atroggle for tho life of wthers™ hfe could not oven
ba maintainod much lezs be developed. Consquently, whether
Evolation is accepted orrejected it must be regarded az a defect in
the theory to claim that that the **struggle {or exiatence™ can
acvount fur all the varied forms of the phenomena of life and this
can handly fail to arvuse suspicion in regard to the author’s aclu-
tion of the social problems with which he deals,

In re;ard to the stateinent made that the method of Evolution
throngh thoe **struggle fur existence™ cannot commend itself to
rosscn it may Lo aaid that thissan admission that goes to con-
demn the whole tteary. Tosay that there are difficulties in con-
nection with every theory that cannot bo cauly explained away
is 10 repeat & commonplace statement.  Dat tesay that ono of the
fundamental principles of a theors cannot be justitied by rrason is
to condemn the entire !he_ory of which 1t s 2 constituent. To
say that there were ifficulties in connection with the method of

‘volution through the **strogple for existence™ might leave the
theory uf Evolution intact, but to sa) that this method of Fvolu-
tion 13 as & methd condemned by reasoa is to condemn the theory
of which it furma a0 important a part. The Chbristian Apologist

has ever with confidence traced the band of & wise and benovolent
Creator in thoe very lowest form of life. And tbo fact that ho
oould do 0 has ever been regarded as one of the svidences for the
existonce of such a Creator. The admission of this suthor, were
it made necessary by the material at hand, would forco the Christ-
1an Apologist to reject this evidence hitherto relied upon and to
admit that there was no trace either of wisdom or goodness in the
phenomena of lifo. In this admission, therefore, there is dealt a
serious stroke both to the Evolutionist and the Christian Apolo-
gist. Itis only just to add, however, that more recent Evolution.
1sts who give much placo to the *“atruggle for tho lile of otbers”
do not leave themselves open to this objection. It should alzo ve
said that while the admiasion of this author is the logicalsequence
of the firat priociple stated, all Evolutionistsof bis school have not
thought i1t nocessary to make an admisaion so fataltotheir theory.

The third principle atated is that the function of religion in
tho process of Erolution is to provide the altruism that would
overcome thn oppoarition of reason to tbis method of Evolution.
Man endowed with reason would inevitablyobject to the method of
Evolution that requires him to sacrificeself tosecurethe Evolution
of the race. Religion appears and through its altruistic spirit
subdues this objection. Here also a serious difficulty presents
itaclf. For the altruistic apirit is destructive of the spirit that
begetsthe **struggle {ar existence.” The **struggle for existerce” is
purely sclfish. Theal.ruism of religion is purely uuselfish. Theone,
therefore, tends to destroy theother. If then the “struggle for life"
13tho only evolving force, the introduction of religion to theextent
that 1t begets an aliraistic spirit brings evolation to a standstiil.
Itix, therefore evident that here also the author is inconsistent
with himself. e

Offence Given te the Devil,
Rev. J. A. R Dicxsox, B.D., Pi.D., Garrt, OsT.

A certaio honeet and God fearing man at Wittenburg, told me,
says Luther, that though he lived peaceably with everyone, hurt
20 mav, was very juict, yet many peoplo were enemies to him. I
comforted him in this manner : Arm thyself with patience and be
Dot angry thourh they hate thee ; What offence I pray do we give
tho devil? What ails him to bo 30 great an enemy unto Ta? only
becauss he has not that which God has ; I kzow no other reason of
his vehement hate toward ue.

1Was the decil in the case at all? It scems clear that howas
Uar Lord points out how he yokea men to his chariol in the case
of Y'cter who would turn Christ aside from the path of doty if he
could; ** Get thee behind me, Satan ; for thou art an offence unto
me; for thou zavonreat not of the things that be of God, but tkoso
that be of men.” An offended devil inds agents through whom to
wora, among his own people. e is the god of this world and has
bosts of worshippers, and legions of workers whoare pleased todo
hiswill. He will even attimes, working on the lower natureof God's
pooplegetthem toserve him, and becomo ~reatinstrumentzof evil.
Ho makes his hand felt throngh tho grip of his followers, and his
voice beard through their cry, asd his powerknownintheinfluence
thoy exert. Heisno paioted devil. He is no bold figure of speech
He 13 no mere creature of tho imagination. Hois a veritable ovil
spirit of great capacity and ceurage, and set againat God cnd al
of good in dead earncst. He * now worketh in the children Jf
disobedience.”” There he reigns and maintains his rebellious farce.
That is hischoren ground. Ho biinds the minds of them that
beiieve not, lest the light of the glorions gospel of Christ, who is
the image of God should shine into them. Ho steals away the
word out of hearts that are thoughtless, lest thoy sheald believe
and be saved. Heis the adverrary of God's people.

When thegospel of God's grace iz preached in i#s purity, and
the mercy of (iod in Christ is disclosed to their minds of men, 30
completely and perfectly meetingtheir miserableestate, that they
are aroused to consideration, and encouraged to flee to God and
embrace the pardon offered to them inthe gospel. Then the devil
is highly offended, then ho rages in his wrath, and throws his
fierv arrows thick upon the heads of those who have robbed him,
or into the hearta of those who have deserted him. Heroarsto
terrify them. He strikes to wound them. He bescts them with
manifold discomforts to cause theta to desert Christ and return to
him again. The temptations of John Buoyan are well-known.
He says, **Oh ! many a pull hath my heart had with Satan for
that blessed sixth chapter of St. John.” Again, “ This acripture
did most sweetly visit my sonl, ** And him that cometh unto me I
will in no wiso cast out,” John 6:37. Oh the comfort that 1 had
from this word, in no wiss! As who should say, by 5o means, for
nothing whatever he hath done. Bat Satan weald greatly labor
to pull this promiss from me, teiling of me that Christ did not
moan me, and auch as I but sinneca of a Jower ravk, that had not
doneas I bavo done. But I would answer him sgain, Satanbere




