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Science and Civilization.”
BY R, ]. COLPITTS.

That the civilization of today is in part the product of
science is indisputable. Throughout the centuries pro-
gress and scientific investigation and discovery have gone
band in hand. It may even fairly be claimed that life
under modern conditions would be impossible had not
science discovered and appropriated for the service of
man the mighty forces of nature. We cannot realize
how great is the debt we owe until we have patiently
studied he complex problems of modern life

A superficial view would at once ruggest ttat science
has provide! mauy conv to which we have be-
come sccustomed, and to be deprived of which now
would cause us some annoyance and inconvenience. And
this is as far as many people would go. To them the
steam-engine and the electric motor are wonderful in-
ventions which enable them to do their shopping, visit
their friends, and travel abroad more easily and comfort=
ably; the telegraph and the printing press seem cunning
devices by which the news of the world is gathered more
quickly, the sooner to meet the demands of an insatiate
curiosity.

But to the student of sociology the wonderful and
mysterious powers which man has thus tamed and bar-
nessed to his use are mighty economic forces, perfect
control of which means commercial and political suprem-
acy-—for nations and individuals. It is.a conservative
estimate that in the last thirty years the saving in time
and labor in the production of the necessities of life has
been 4o per cent. And this change has benefited not
oaly the producer by enabling him to produce more, but
aleo the consumer by lowering the cost of nearly all
articles The benefits of the change have been confived
to no one class or one country. All have shared in the
lightening of toil and the betterment of condition which
heve resulted. Why is it that we never more hear of a
famine in civilized countries ? Because the railroad and
the telegraph, the arteries and nerves of the industrial
system, bring all parts into vital relation, and a famine is
no more possible than that ome portion of the bodv
should suffer from anaemia while rich life-giving blood
was being supplied to the rest of the tissues.

But not only in » material way has science ministered
to humanity. In the intellectual realm as well she has
made large contributions, and today she challenges all
other subjects of human knowledge to show reason why
they should continue to hold their place on the curricu-
lum of school and college, We hear much of scien-
tific studies and the scientific method, and when we con-
sider the attainments of the ancients in almost every
otber department, we might fairly conclude that what-
ever advance has been made has been made in the realm
of science.

But baving admitted all this, must we go further §nd

allow the claim so persistently advanced by the e
advocates of the scientific podition, viz., that ween
science and civilization there is a relation of causality
rather than that of concemitance and interdependence?
Can we allow that all the elements of that complex thing
which we call modern civilization can be explained on
the single basis of scientific knowledge? It would greatly
simplify the intricate problems of human life if we could
do so. It seems plain that cn the materiil and intellect-
ual side nearly, if not quite, all progress for many
centuries may be thusaccounted for. If, then, our civiliz-
ation surpasses that of Greece and Rome only in material
prosperity and knowledge of Nature's laws the case
would be a strong one. Or, better, if we excel the
primeval savage only because we have better tools and
are more skilful in using’them, along with a fuller appre-
ciation of the fact that self-interest requ res the repreasion
of savage impulses and passions—if all this i§ admitted,
then the scientific contention has been virtually proved.
But spontaneous and philosophical thought agree in
condemning such a view. Man is not only a higher order
of animal, with a more nicely adjusted physical mechan-
ism, and a little more intelligence in the use of it; but
man is & moral being with sense of responsibility ; for
whom obligation can never be translated into expediency,
or expediency Into obligation,—for whom ‘‘Thou
oughtest *' is essentially different from '‘ It were best.”
Civilization ought to be and is a mworal or ethical pro-
gress as well as & material and intellectual advance, and
for this sclence can offer no satisfactory explanation,
Even more. Iun respect to the presence of moral prin-
ciples in the human race the sclentific view is confessedly
inadequate. ‘' But,” some one will say, ‘' Does not evolu-
tion explain everything ' Vet evolution seeks only to
hn‘ﬂ;m the order of development, and an order of
1 however syst ic it may be, can never
become an efficient cause. Hven Spencer in his ingeni-
ous and specious application of the theory to ethical
problems nowhere attempts to supply the raison d elre
of morality. To avold the difficulty science would say
that the sense of obligation and responsibility is buta
temporary and undesirable form of thought, which, as
knowledge increases, will be tumccnded with many
other mental limi But uni
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has shown that only as men have been comtrolled by a
rigorous sense of duty has there been moral progress,
and that without moral progress there can be no true
advance in civilization,

But the question as to how we have reached a certain
stage of development is of little iuterest in itself s com-
pared with the question of the future—the question of
how to complete the process and insure continued pro-
gress. So while sclence would class the genesis of
morality amoog things unknown and unknowable, it
may yet be claimed that the scientific view is sufficlent
to provide for the future.

It is plain enough that some provision must be made.
Our civilization is as yet far from complete. No one
would claim that the millenniumlhas already begun. The
grim and unceasing struggle with poverty and starvation
which is waged by thousands of men and woman, and
the wretchedness and crime which exist in all our large
cities side by side with wealth and culture make such a
view impossible. The lynchiug of a suspected negro in
Colorado, the details of which were too horrible to be
published even in the newspapers, and the atrocities
committed by civilized troopsin China, serve to show
that not all trace of the savage has yet been eliminated.

Does Science then make provision for this need, and
what is the panscea ? To such inquiries Science would
say that want and misery aund crime arise through insut
ficent production—that they have steadily diminished in
proportion as man has enlarged his dominion
over mature~and that what s needed s »
fuller knowledge and a better control of the forces which
Nature has desiguned to miunister to the wellare of her
ofl pring. According to this view orime s the result of
ignorance, and sin Is s disease, 1f this be true, then let our
churches be converted (nto laboratories, and in the pul
pits let the gospel of grace be repiaced by the gospel of
scientific knowledge, and let the care of our souls be
committed to the piFsician of the body

But is it “true that all that Is needed is an lncresse of
production ! Nay, it ls even doubtiul whether such an
incresse under present conditions would be desirable
Let us look at the facts. Inthe United States today
more than one-half of the accumulated wealth {8 owned
by one per cent: of the population, and in England three
fourths of thejwealth is in the hands of less than two per
cent. of the population. Does : nyone suppose that an
increase of wealth would insure a more equitable die-
tribution, or remove the spirit of selfishness and avarice
which is responsible for the present condition of affairs ?

And inregard tlo any other aspect of the problem
Science is either silent or pessimistic. The much-vaunt-
ed principle of the survival of the fittest is inoperative
in the moral sphere. The gelfish strife and greed which
this principle seems to justify must mean inevitably the
loss of true morality, and without morality civilization
is impossible. In many other respects also the prin-
ciple fails when applied to buman life.

Yet we should no more be disconraged by the failure
of Science to provide for future progress than we should
doubt our present development because science has
offered for it no adequate explanation. Moral forces are
none the less potent because they elude observation and
experiment. Justice and truth and duty are no less
binding on the consclence of mankind because they
cannot be explained by scientific analysis. What though
* moral alternatives’ can not be ‘resolved into alterna-
tives of outward condition, of wealth or poverty, of

comfort or discomfort,’ The forces which have
been  the  efficient cause of  past pro-
gress have mot lost their  potency, and

directed and controlled by Infinite Wisdom will work out
for the sons of men a more perfect civilization, until
vven the law of duty shall be transcended, though not
displaced, by the law of love,

S oo
The New Style of Sabbath

BY REV. THREODORE L. CUYLER, D. D.

The wise and witty Dr. John Todd, of Pittsfield, who
was, for a short time pastor of a rather fashionable city
congregation, once ssid, in bis caustic way: “It s
amazing hard work to keep piety alive in this world.
In the country they sleep it to death, and in the city
they kill it by silke and ice creams,” If Dr. Todd had
lived twenty-five years longer, he would probably have
affirmed that a far more formidable danger to that life of
trve pity in this land comes from the new style of Sab-
bath. The communities to which he preached half a
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One of the outcotnes of the new Sabbath is the intro-
ducti and § ly wide establishment, of the
secular Sunday newspaper. That Jkeenobserver, Mr,
Moody, repeatedly declared that he regarded the Sun-
day press as the most formidable foe to the infl of
the gospel in our land. Whetherthe enormous circula-
tion of these papers be one of the causes of the lowered
tone of Sabbath ohumnee, or only one of its effects,
we need not stop to conj He was ly right
in regarding the moral infinence of a -dly lug- pution
of the Sunday morning pap sti
the spread of evangelical religion. The nculn Snndly
press does its utmost to secularize the Lord’s Day, and,
by so doing, it aims a terrible blow, not only at evange-
lical religion, but at public morality, No one will deny
that a vast number of people are kept from the house of
God by this Sabbath- bntking press; thcy are lpondlng
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sacred time over these blanket-sheets i
to the message of eternal life. Those who do go from
them to the sanctuary find a sorry preparation for wor-
ship in what the late Dr. Storrs tersely called *‘a bath
of blood and fun.” I wish it were true that no members
of the church of Jesus Christ were supporters and read-
ers of these journals. It is one of the saddest: evidences of
the encroachments of this new Sabbath that so many
professed Christians are willing to support & press which
puts its own pecuniary profits above the commandments
of Jehovah, and the eternal interests of men. ‘' Be ye
not partakers of other men's slne. ™

Another evidence of this new Ssbbath is to be found
11 the lncressing diffionity to malsiain & second servies
in o maltitede of churches. Various devices are resort
ed to, such as musionl ' prales servioes, "' special conree s
of sermons, ete,, but It fs still true thet churches which
once were well sttended (n Lhe evenlag are sow sttanded
by & handful. Meny exoslient people are kept from «
second servios by legitimate seasons, by home dution, o
Chr stian lsbors elsewhere, yet the prevalling reason for
thin congregations on Sunday evening ls the preference
to be somewhere elee than in the house of God

In an article I once wrote on ' Bullding Up Conuntry
Churches, ' | exhorted the ministers ln the rural districte
to scour thelr parishes by thorough pastoral visitation, in
order to reach and bring In the non-church-goers. A
very clear-headed and falthful pastor in & parish not very
far from one of the largest cities in Massachusetts sent
me a very suggestive response, He says that he has
visited freely and faithfully among the whole community,
interested himeelf in the people, got their children to the
Sunday School, and been kindly received in their houses.
But he says ‘‘ the great majority of the people do mnot
come to church, It is not from the lack of friendly feel-
ing toward me, but it is from pure worldliness. They
want to go elsewhere, and do other things, or lounge at
home over the Sunday newspapers. The lower element
—the decidedly evil-miuded element—I do not take into
account. People who belong to the reputable class have
come to regard the Sabbath as a day of general conven-
jence for all sorts of things which they cannot well attend
to on the six working days. The children are sent to
Sunday School until they are old enough to do as they
choose, and then they are likely to join their elders in
remaining away from church, Christians are too easily
led into this secularization of the Sabbath, beginning
very commonly with family visiting. This is fatal to
church-going."” Thisable and excellent pastor adds that
he had recently visited another rural patish in Massachu-
setts whose church in former generations was well filled,
but is now attended by only & handful. The fault was
not chargeable to want of fidelity on the part of their

inister, but to a wid d disregard of the claims of
God's holy day and of his worship.

Such a testimony as this from such a man as my
pondent is a d -sigual of a very alarming
character, It reveals the fact—confirmed from other
sources—that the good old New Rngland Sabbath is
losing its hold on the popular conscience. A new style
of Sabbath is g in—Sabbath that begins with a
huge \! instead of the Bible, that fills
the roads and pnrkl wlth bicycles headed away from
church, that prefers a visit to a neighbor to an interview
with Christ Jesus—a Sabbath that has no spiritual savor,
and which puts the things that are temporal above the
thing- that are eternal. Pilety dwlndln and dwarfs in
the phere of sucha d d Lord’s Dny. Let
us take warning from G y, where P: is
fearfully crippled by a false ption of the Sabbath ;
in ite chief cities, not over onme-fifth of the nomlul
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century ago held what may be called the old-fashioned
idea of Sunday as a day of rest from secular labor, and
for the worship of God. The life of evangelical religion
was held to be indissolubly linked with the life of the
Christian churches, and their life to be dependent on
the proper observance of God's Day and of his worship
in the sanctuary. A steady and most deplorable change
has been going on in these later years, A new style of
Sabbath is very painfully visible to every careful ob-
server, and the spiritual effects of this lowering of the
Sabbath tone are undeniable, To the church it means
“heart failure? "

lation enters God’s house on God’s own
udoﬂly dAy (m'hh worship ?

Have Christians no responsibility for the subtle growth
of this new style of Sabbath? Do our pulpits emphasize
sufficiently the tremendous truth that the Creator owns
the. Sabbath, and that robbery of him mesne min to
ourselves? Do most of our church members keep the
Lord's Day as sacred and as sweet as they oughtto do?
The very life of the church of Jesus Christ is intertwined
with the life of the Sabbath ; the decay of the one means
mmmwmml We are talking about

revivals ; let us pray and work and act for a revival of
Odlbay Intelligencer,




