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Searly that there is a vast logical distinction
"Ween the fiow and the why of a process.
; Other words, they have come to recog-
) the fact that such words as “law”
‘;d “force,” *struggle” and *survival,”
- 79d ng rea] explanation either of origin,
T of Progressive and orderly upward devel-
.:hent; that intelligence and power and
cre‘ " Are just ms necessary to explain the
o ation of a world or & man by a process
. 8tadual development as by a procass of
'fect creation. The theologians, on their
‘ert' have also come to perceive that even
e the theory of evolution capable of
iemonatrative proof it would simply estab-
‘_h _the fact that the modus operandi of the
~ . 'Vine Architect of the Universe differed
n0:_°me respicts from their previous vague
co““mﬂ-' It is certainly hard to see why the
the%ptlon of a prograssive development of
the World and its inhabitants, by means of
Operation during countless ages of some
Y8terious force or tendency working out
reos infinite patience, yot with unerring
“Clsion, all the grand results which find
i e"_culminatiou in the human intellect as
®Xists to-day, should be thought less hon-
Tlug to the Creative Intelligence than the
"Ception of a series of definite act or in-
"Positions. The latter, as Professor Drum-
ond very clearly points out in his first
*ture, seems to imply that the Creator was
thonnlly present, if we may 80 express
raelves, only occasionally in the creative
‘ woc"“, which must have been largely given
™ la the operation of unintelligent laws
in OFCes ; the former postulat:s his im-
0¢e jn the movement at every stage of
Plr.'gre,,&

. On the other hand, it can hardly be de-
" that if either human intuition or
::;f‘ reason counts for anything, the in-
- -'1¥8 repugnance which is almost univer-
oo Vyedfelt to the development theory as con-
+ 4 and expounded by its scientific advo-
tuéor%nstitntesﬂ‘t serious objection to that
- TY. This sentimeont, let us hasten to add,
Ot be despised by thoughtful evolution-
% nﬁeing that it will be even harder to ac-
i " Or itg origin on evolutionary principles
“ho on any other. The present moment,
“Dlu &ven former enthusiastic disciples of
i

ann

" ti?ﬂ are constrained to admit the utter
oty °:9n0y of the theory a3 an explanation
in e " causes of things,” and when some-

itg In the naturs of a truce has been
"hilozo “g.l‘eed on between the contending
tor Phies, would be a favourable moment

e competent authority, of judicial
M !':r, to take stock of the situation and
What Z"n Plainly in black and white just
Thi, i 23 and what has not been proved.
D"'lln ) %0 a certain extent, what Professor
ty, peond haa been doing with much abili-
the Ut unfortunately he has not rested
N Ve, ut has gone on to “ take a side ” in
“‘et'l'y_ Pronounced manner. Taking the

of embryology, as he has stated them,
" Msuming, a5 we no doubt may safely
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do, that the facts of natural history coincide
very closely with them, may we not venturs
to ask whether what has been proved and
all that has been proved is not simply
that the phenomena of animal and human
life, before and after birth, show a wonier-
fully concatenated series of formations,
reaching in a .continuous and unbroken
progression'-—always excepting the impass-
able chasm which still yawns between the
highest brute mind and the lowest human
intellect—~from the lowest organism to the
most perfect and wonderfully made human
frame? If, now, it could be shown that it
is irapossible to account for this marvelldus
series of facts on any other hypothesis than
that of evolution, the case for the evolution-
ists might be considered proved. But if we
assume the direct superintendence and
energy of a creativs Iatelligence, working
with a view, among other objects, to the
greatest possible variety, can we conceive of
such an intelligence eff:cting its ends other-
wise than in accordance with a plan of
minute variations such as would lead to
exactly the same results, which are by
evolutionists attributed to development
through struggle and survival of the
fittest ¥ In a word, do not the scientific
facts fit the one theory just as well as the
other !

THE COMING LIBERAL CONVENTION.

It is safe to assume that as the day for
the assembling of the great Liberal Conven-
tion draws nigh, the leaders of that party,
and indeed of both parties, feel not a little
perturbation, The future history of Cana-
da, especially its political hietory, may be
geriously affected by the success or failure
of that Convention. Its success in con.
structing & platform upon which the great
body of those who are known as “Liberals’
could take their stand, in all parts of the
Dominion, would, it is not unliksly, presage
the downfall of the Government and the
triumph of tne Opposition at the next gen-
eral election, if no: sooner. The struggle
would from the date of the Convention be
that of a united Opposition agiinst a divid-
ed Government—sa complete raversal of the
situation as it bas been at the last two or
three general elections.

When we att2mpt to balance the proba-
bilities in favour of and against such a con
solidation of the Liberal forces, we are
almost forced to conclude that the latter
preponderate. In the first place, Canadian
Liberals have always been a rather hetero-
geneous mass. The Liberalism of the Mar-
itime Provinces is quite a differant commod-
ity from that of Oatario, while that of
Quebec is, in some respects, distinct from
either. Then, again, individuality, which
Sir John Macionald managed to hold so
successfully in check in the Conservative
ranks, through a long series of years, has
always been at a premium among Liberals.
There is that in the system which stimulates
it. It would be a wonder, indeed, and

might well be droaded by the Government
party as an omen of defeat, should Mr
Laurier and his lieutenants succeed in so far
restraining the forces of both individualism
and sectionalism among their followers as
to effect an agreement upon certain strong
and definite lines of policy. Of course
there are not wanting great inducements
which can he brought to bear to this end
The long sojourn of the party in the cold
shades of opposition suggests very strong
reasons why all should go up to the Con-
vention in a conciliatory and self-denying
spirit. But then the ruling passion is al-
ways liable to assert itself even at the most
critical moment.

Passing by those questions of policy,
which, however important in themselves,
may be set aside for the present as secondary,
such as those relating to the Senate, the
Provincial subsidies, etc., there remain two
great issues upon which unanimity will be
absolutely essential to any prospect of suc-
cess. These are, of course, the Tariff policy
and the Manitoba school question, In
regard to the former, even the variety and
diversity of the cries which have from time
to time been taken up by the leaders of the

Opposition, which variety and diversiky-

have furnished the supporters of the Nation
al Policy with opportunities for effsctive
rejoinder of which they have not failed to
avail themselves, do not seem to us by any
meane 80 contradictory or 8o hard to recon-
cile as they are often represented to be
especially now that “commercial union,”
with all that it implies, has passed into the
background. All the remaining proposals
look in the same direction, viz., that of tariff
reduction and the abolition of protection
for protection’s sake. Within these broad
lines there is room for minor divergencies.
The crucial question of reciprocity, as in-
volving more or less of discrimination
againat the Mother Country, may, for aught
that appears, be kept in the background
only to come up when the framing of a
treaty becomes a living issue. This it can
hardly become until it has been seen what
the special session of the American Congress

may bring forth. We may aseume, then,

that the Convention should find no great
difficulty in reaching substantial agreement
and a fixed policy on the tariff question.
The leaders must be sadly wanting in tact,
or their followers must be singularly intract -
able, if a union cannot be made 80 far as is
necessary for an attack in solid column,
which is all that is required for the present

But when we come t7 the other burn'ng
question which muast be faced we can se
no such way out for the party. How to
make of one mind French Catholic and
English or Scotch Protestint ; how to make
a Tarte and a Greenway s=¢ eye t1 eye ; how
t> steer safely between the jutting rock and
the engulfing whirlpool ; how t» bring fire
and water tnt» a working union, this is a
problem indeed. And it is a problem which
will have t2 be solved, or, so far as sn on-
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