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2 SOCIAL EVOLUTION CHAF,

acknowledge it, that the generalisations which have
recently tended most to foster a conception of the
unity underlying the laws operating amid the complex
social phenomena of our time, have not been those which
have come from the orthodox scientific school. They
have rather been those advanced by that school of social
revolutionists of which Karl Marx is the most command-
ing figure. Judged by the utterances of her spokesmen,
science, whose great triumph in the nineteenth century
has been the tracing of the steps in the evolution of life
up to human society, stands now dumb before the
problems presented by society as it exists around us.
As regards its further evolution she appears to have no
clear message.

In England we have a most remarkable example of
the attitude of science when she is appealed to for
aid and enlightenment in those all-engrossing problems
with which society is struggling. One of the monu-
mental works of our time is the * Synthetic Philosophy
of Mr. Herbert Spencer, begun early in the second
half of the century, and not yet completed. It is a
stupendous attempt not only at the unification of
knowledge, but at the explanation in terms of evolu-
tionary science of the development which human society
is undergoing, and towards the elucidation of which
development it is rightly recognised that all the work of
science in lower fields should be preliminary. Yet so
little practical light has the author apparently succeeded
in throwing on the nature of the social problems of our
time, that his investigations and conclusions are, accord-
ing as they are dealt with by one side or the other, held
to lead up to the opinions of the two diametrically
opposite camps of individualists and collectivists into
which society is slowly becoming organised.
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for long after, the working classes, it must be remem-
bered, were almost without political rights of any kind.
They lived like brutes, huddled together in wretched
dwellings, without education and without any voice in
politics or in the management of public affairs. Since
then all this has gradually been changed. One of the
most striking and significant signs of the times is the
spectacle of Demos, with these new battle-cries ringing
in his ears, gradually emerging from the long silence of
social and political serfdom. Not now does he come
with the violence of revolution foredoomed to failure,
but with the slow and majestic progress which marks a
natural evolution. He is no longer unwashed and
illiterate, for we have universal education. He is no
longer muzzled and without political power, for we have
universal suffrage. With his advent, socialism has
ceased to be a philanthropic sentiment merely. It still
enlists the sympathies of many of the best minds, but
it has become at the same time a direct appeal to the
selfish instinets of a considerable portion of the com-
munity wielding political power.! The advent of Demos
is the natural result of a long series of concessions, be-
ginning in England with the passing of the Factory
Acts, and the legalisation of combination, and leading
gradually up to the avowedly socialistic legislation for
which the times appear to be ripening.

But so far all the changes are said to have only in-
creased the power without materially lessening the misery
of the working classes; and the goal towards which all
efforts are directed seems still far off. Science may be

1 Communism, as M. de Laveleye very truly points out, tends to be
specially attractive to two classes of men,—reformers and the workers,
“The former are drawn to it by a sentiment of justice, the latter by their
own necessities.”
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1 THE OUTLOOK 1g

different from that which the more impulsive spokes-
men of science anticipated. It is not too much to assert
that we are at the present time entering on an era in
which we are about to witness one of the most striking
revolutions in the aspect of the conflict which has taken
place since it first began.

There are two movements of opinion which have
deeply affected the inner religious life of the present
century. The first has its cause in what may be called
the new revelation of the doctrine of evolution; the
other has received its impetus from the historic eriticism
of the Bible by various workers from Strauss to Renan.
Whatever may be the opinion of individuals there can be
little doubt that the tendency of both these movements
has been generally considered to be on the whole
profoundly anti-religious. There have been indeed
many enlightened minds so far affected as to regard
the new knowledge as having definitely and finally
closed the controversy between Religion and Science by
the annihilation of one of the antagonists. Neverthe-
less, when all due allowance 1s made for these move-
ments of opinion, there is a tendency of the time which
ought not to escape the notice of an observant mind.
Some conception of the direction in which we are
travelling begins to shape itself when the present is
contrasted with the past. Perhaps one of the first
things which arrest attention on a comparison of the
condition of thought outside the Churches on religious
questions at the present and at the beginning of the
century is the disappearance of that condition of mind
represented at the period of the French Revolution by
the assured and aggressive objector to religion. It is
not that the dogmas of religion are more widely adhered
to, but that this state of mind has been to a large



























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































