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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
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extent superseded in America, Germany, and England,
but more particularly in the last-mentioned country by
a remarkable earnestness, a general deep-lying religious-
ness—using the word in its broadest sense, for the
disposition is often not less marked amongst those
openly rejecting the dogmas of religion — which is
perhaps without a parallel in any previous age.

It would be a mistake to view now as representa-
tive of the time the aggressive and merely destructive
form of unbelief which finds expression in England in
opinions like those of the late Mr. Charles Bradlaugh,
and in America in the writings and addresses of
Colonel Ingersoll. Even with regard to the views of
the new party of Agnostics, representing what may be
called unbelief in a passive state, a current of change may
be discerned in progress. The militant onslaughts
of so cultured a representative as Professor Huxley, the
founder of the party, do not find the response in men’s
minds they would have found at a previous time.
They are, almost unconsciously, recognised as belonging
to a phase of thought beyond which the present genera-
tion feels itself, in some way, to have moved. The
general mind, so often more scientific than our current
science, seems to feel that there is something wrong in
the attitude of science towards this subject of religion,
that the most persistent and universal class of pheno-
mena connected with human society cannot be thus
lightly disposed of, and that our religious systems must
have some unexplained funetion to perform in the
evolution which society is undergoing, and on a scale to
correspond with the magnitude of the phenomena.

This ill-defined general feeling has found more
active expression in individuals. The movement of a
certain class of minds towards the Church of Rome, the
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most conservative and uncompromising of all the
Churches, which began in England in the middle of the
century, and which has continued in some degree down
to the present time, is not to be considered merely as
a religious incident; it is of deep sociological mmport.
Even the tendency, visible at the present time amongst
another class of minds, to seek cover under the vague
shadows of the super-rational in Theosophy and kindred
forms of belief, has a certain significance which will not
escape the attention of the student of social phenomena.
It is but the outward expression in another form of the
same movement affecting a different type of mind. It
was, probably, an overstatement on the part of one of the
leaders of the Comtists in England to say recently that
““the net result of the whole negative attack on the
Gospel has perhaps been to deepen the moral hold of
Christianity on society.”' The opinion, nevertheless,
represents the imperfect expression of a truth towards
which the present generation is slowly feeling its way.

We have, undoubtedly, during the century, made
progress in these matters. The direction may appear
as yet uncertain, but all the indications denote
a definite and unmistakable advance of some kind.
The condition which the social mind has reached may be
tentatively described as one of realisation, more or less
unconscious, that religion has a definite function to per-
form in society, and that it is a factor of some kind in
the social evolution which is in progress. But as to
what that function is, where it begins, where it ends,
and what place religious beliefs are destined to fill in the
future, science has given us no indication.

But it is now when we turn to the domain which

! “The Future of Agnosticism,” by Mr. Frederic Harrison, Fortnightly
Beview, January 1889.
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science has made her own that the outlines and propor-
tions of the coming change begin to be distinguished.
The time is certainly not far distant when she must
look back with surprise, if not, indeed, with some degree
of shamefacedness, to the attitude in which she has for
long addressed herself to one of the highest problems in
the history of life. The definition of the laws which
have shaped, and are still shaping, the course of progress
in human society is the work of science, no less than it
has been her work to discover the laws which have con-
trolled the course of evolution throughout life in all the
lower stages. But the spirit in which she has addressed
herself to the one task is widely different from that in
which she has undertaken the other. To her investiga-
tions in biology, science has brought a single-minded
devotion to the truth, a clear judgment, and a mind
absolutely unfettered by prejudice or bias. The splendid
achievements of the century in this department of
knowledge are the result. But when, in the ascending
scale of life, she has reached man, the spirit in which her
investigations have been continued is entirely different.
She finds him emerging from the dim obscurity of a
brute-like existence possessing two endowments which
mark him out for a great future, namely his reason and his
social capacities. Like all that have come before him he
is engaged in a fierce and endless struggle for the means
of existence ; and he now takes part in this struggle not
only against his fellows but in company with them
against other social groups. He grows ever more and
more social, and forms himself into clans and organised
tribal groups. From the beginning science finds him
under the sway of forces new to her, and with one of the
strongest of these forces she herself at a very early stage
comes into conflict. He holds beliefs which she asserts
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have no foundation in reason ; and his actions are con-
trolled by strange sanctions which she does not acknow-
ledge. The incidents and events connected with these
beliefs occupy, however, a great part of his life, and
begin to influence his history in a marked manner. He
develops into nations and attains to a certain degree of
civilisation ; but these beliefs and religions appear to
grow with his growth and to develop with his develop-
ment. A great part of his history continues to be filled
with the controversies, conflicts, social movements, and
wars connected with them. Great social systems arise
in which he reaches a high degree of civilisation, which
come into conflict and competition with each other, and
which develop and decline like organic growths. But
with the life and development of these his religions are
evidently still intimately connected ; individual character
is deeply affected; and the course of history and the
whole character of social development continue to be
profoundly influenced by these religious systems.

We live at a time when science counts nothing
insignificant. She has recognised that every organ
and every rudimentary organ has its utilitarian history.
Every phase and attribute of life has its meaning in her
eyes; nothing has come into existence by chance. What
then are these religious systems which fill such a
commanding place in man’s life and history ? What is
their meaning and function in social development? To
ask these questions is to find that a strange silence has
fallen upon science. She has no answer. Her attitude
towards them has been curious in the extreme, and
widely different from that in which she has regarded any
other of the phenomena of life. From an early stage in
her career we find that she has been engaged in a
personal quarrel with these religions, which has de-
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veloped into a bitter feud. In any other circumstances
it would probably have occurred to science at the
outset to ask whether this fend had not itself some
meaning, and whether it was not connected with some
deep-seated law of social development which it would be
her duty to investigate. But this aspect of the position
seems, hitherto, to have received scarcely any attention.
These religions of man form one of the most striking and
persistent of the phenomena of life when encountered
under its highest forms, namely, in human society.
Yet, strange to say, science seems to have taken up, and
to have maintained, down to the present time, the extra-
ordinary position that her only concern with them is to
declare (often, it must be confessed, with the heat and
bitterness of a partisan) that they are without any
foundation in reason.

Now, to any one who has caught the spirit of
Darwinian science, 1t is evident that this is not the ques-
tion at issue at all. The question of real importance is
not whether any section of persons, however learned, is
of opinion that these beliefs are without any foundation
in reason, but whether religious systems have a function
to perform in the evolution of society. If they have,
and one which at all corresponds in magnitude to the
scale on which we find the phenomena existing, then
nothing can be more certain than that evolution will
follow its course independent of our opinions, and that
these systems will continue to the end, and must be
expected to play as great a part in the future as they
have done in the past.

In such circumstances it is evident that the assault
which science has conducted against religion in the past
would have to be considered simply an attack on an
empty fort. Not only has the real position not been
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assailed, but when we are confronted with it, it would
seem to be impregnable. Many like the late Mr. Cotter
Morison may have been so far impressed with the
course of events in the past as to think that religious
beliefs are so far shaken that their future survival “is
rather an object of pious hope than of reasoned judg-
ment:"? or to assume, like M. Renan, that they *will
die slowly out, undermined by primary instruction, and
by the predominance of scientific over literary educa-
tion.”? But no greater mistake can be made than to
imagine that there is anything in evolutionary science
at the end of the nineteenth century to justify such
conclusions. On the contrary, if these beliefs are a
factor in the development which society is undergoing,
then the most notable result of the scientific revolution
begun by Darwin must be to establish them on a
foundation as broad, deep, and lasting as any that
the theologians have dreamt of. According to the
laws which science has herself enunciated these beliefs
must then be expected to remain to the end a charac-
teristic feature of our social evolution.

The more we regard the religions phenomena of
mankind as a whole, the more the conviction grows
upon us that here, as in other departments of social
affairs, science has yet obtained no real grasp of the
laws underlying the development which is proceeding
in society. These religious phenomena are certainly
among the most persistent and characteristic features of
the development which we find man undergoing in
society. No one who approaches the subject with an
unbiassed mind in the spirit of modern evolutionary
science can, for a moment, doubt that the beliefs repre-

1 The Service of Man, p. 6.
% Studies in Religious History, p. 14.
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sented must have some immense utilitarian function to
perform in the evolution which is proceeding. Yet
contemporary literature may be searched almost in vain
for evidence of any true realisation of this fact. Even
the attempt made by Mr. Herbert Spencer in his
Sociology to deal with the phenomena of religions can
scarcely be said to be conceived in the spirit of evolu-
tionary science as now understood. It is hard to follow
the author in his theories of the development of re-
ligious beliefs from ghosts and ancestor worship, with-
out a continual feeling of disappointment, and even
of impatience at the triviality and comparative insignifi-
cance of the explanations offered to account for the
development of such an imposing class of social pheno-
mena. His disciples have only followed in the same
path. We find Mr. Grant Allen, one of the most
devoted of them, recently, in explaining the principles
of his master, going so far as to speak of a character-
istic feature of the higher forms of religion as so much
“ grotesque fungoid growth,” which has clustered round
the primeval thread of Ancestor Worship.! Neither Mr.
Grant Allen nor any other evolutionist would dream of
describing the mammalian brain as a grotesque fungoid
growth which had clustered round the primitive dorsal
nerve ; yet such language would not be more short-
sighted than that which is here used in discussing a
feature of the most distinctive class of phenomena which
the evolution of society presents.

In whatever direction we look, the attitude presented
by science towards the social phenomena of the day can
hardly be regarded as satisfactory. She stands con-
fronting the problems of our time without any clear

1 «The (ospel according to Herbert Spencer,” Pall Mall Gazets,
28th April 1890,
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faith of her own. That illustrious school of political
philosophy which arose in England with Hobbes and
Locke, and which eventually attained to such wide
influence in the writings of Hume, Adam Smith,
Bentham, Ricardo, and Mill, has towards our own
time become unduly narrowed and egotistical largely
through its own success. Although it has in the past
profoundly influenced the higher thought of Europe
and America in nearly all its branches, and has been
in its turn enriched thereby, the departments into
which it has become subdivided have shown a tendency
to remain reserved and exelusive, and to a large extent
unaffected by the progressive tendencies and wider
knowledge of our time.

In this connection one of the remarkable signs of the
time in England of late has been the gradually spreading
revolt against many of the conclusions of the school of
political economy represented by Adam Smith, Ricardo,
and Mill, which has been in the ascendant throughout the
greater part of the nineteenth century. The earlier and
vigorous, though unofficial protests of Mr. Ruskin and
others against the narrow reasoning which regarded man
in general simply as a type of the “ city man,” or, in Mr.
Ruskin’s more forcible phraseology, as a mere covetous
machine,’ have long since in Germany and America
found a voice amongst the official exponents of the
science.  HKven in England, writers like Jevons and
Cliffe Leslie have not hesitated to condemn many of
its dogmatic tendencies, and conclusions arrived at
from narrow and insufficient premises, in terms almost
as emphatic. “ Adhering to lines of thought that had
been started chiefly by medizval traders, and continued
by French and English philosophers in the latter half of

1 Vide his Unto this Last.
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the eighteenth century, Ricardo and his followers,” says
Professor Marshall, ““ developed a theory of the action
of free enterprise (or as they said free competition),
which contained many truths that will be of high
importance so long as the world exists. Their work
was wonderfully complete within the area which it
covered : but that area was very narrow. Much of the
best of it consists of problems relating to rent and the
value of corn; problems on the solution of which the
fate of England just then seemed to depend, but which
in the particular form in which they were worked up by
Ricardo have very little direct bearing on the present
state of things.”*

The school found its highest expression in John
Stuart Mill's Principles of Political Economy, a book
which has deeply influenced recent thought in England.
Mill, it has been truly pointed out,® has gone far towards
forming the thoughts of nearly all the older political
economists, and in determining their attitude to social
questions. It is true that we have evidences of a wide-
reaching change which is now in progress in England ;
and Professor Marshall's book, Principles of Economics,
published in 1890, marks a worthy attempt to place the
science on a firmer foundation by bringing it into more
vitalising contact with history, politics, ethics, and
even religion. The departure, it must be confessed, is,
nevertheless, but the effort of a department of science
to recover ground which it has lost largely through its
own faults. It marks a somewhat belated attempt
to explain social phenomena which political economists
at first ignored, and evidently did not understand,
rather than the development of a science with a firm

1 Principles of Economics, by Professor Alfred Marshall, vol.i. pp. 92,93
2 Ibid.,, vide vol. i. p. 6.
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grasp of the laws and causes which are producing t?lese-
phenomena. Judged by a simple scientific PI‘lDL::lPlE,
recently laid down by Mr. Leslie Stephen, our political
economy must certainly be found wanting. A genuine
scientific theory implies a true estimate of the great
forces which mould institutions, and, therefore, a true
appreciation of the limits within which they might be
modified by any proposed change.” But it can hardly
be claimed for economics in general that it has reached
this stage. Our social phenomena seem to be continu-
ally moving beyond its theories into unknown territory,
and we see the economists following after as besb
they can, and, with some loss of respect from the on-
lookers, slowly and painfully adjusting the old argu-
ments and conclusions to the new phenomena.’

It is almost the same with the other sciences which
deal with our social affairs. The comparative barrenness
which appears to distinguish them, when we regard the

1 The development which has been taking place in the views of
political economists during the century, mainly through pressure from
without, is very fairly described by Professor Marshall. At the begin-
ning of the nineteenth century the economists paid little attention to the
deeper problems of human nature which will always underlie the science.
“ Flushed with their victories over a set of much more solid thinkers they
did not trouble themselves to examine any of the doctrines of the socialists,
and least of all their speculations as to human nature. But the socialista
were men who had felt intensely, and who knew something about the
hidden springs of human action of which the economists took no account.
Buried among their wild rhapsodies there were shrewd observations and
pregnant suggestions from which philosophers and economists had much
to learn. And gradually their influence began to tell. Comte’s debts to
them were very great ; and the crigis of John Stuart Mill’s life, as he tells
ug in his antobiography, came to him from reading them.”

“When we come later on to compare the modern view of the vital
problem of distribution with that which prevailed at the beginning of the
century, we shall find that over and above all changes in detail, and all
improvements in scientific accuracy of reasoning, there is a fundamental
change in treatment; for while the earlier economists argued as though
man's character and efficiency were to be regarded as a fixed quantity,
modern economists keep carefully in mind the fact that it is a product of







































































































1 CONDITIONS OF HUMAN PROGRESS 59

held their place in the front. These peoples may fail
and fall behind, but progress continues nevertheless.
For although the growth of the leading shoot may be
for the time arrested, farther back on the branch
other shoots are always ready to take the place of that
which has ceased to advance. The races who main-
tain their places in the van do so on the sternest
conditions. We may regulate and humanise those
conditions, but we have no power to fundamentally alter
them : the conflict is severest of all when it is ecarried on
under the forms of the highest civilisation. The Anglo-
Saxon looks forward, not without reason, to the day
when wars will cease; but, without war, he is involun-
tarily exterminating the Maori, the Australian, and the
Red Indian, and he has within his borders the eman-
cipated but ostracised Negro, the English Poor Law, and
the Bocial Question; he may beat his swords into
ploughshares, but in his hands the implements of
industry prove even more effective and deadly weapons
than the swords.

These are the first stern facts of human life and pro-
gress which we have to take into account. They have
their origin not in any accidental feature of our history,
nor in any innate depravity existing in man. They
result, as we have seen, from deep-seated physiological
causes, the operation of which we must always remain
powerless to escape. It is worse than useless to obscure
them or to ignore them, as is done in a great part of
the social literature of the time. The first step towards
obtaining any true grasp of the social problems of our
day must be to look fairly and bravely in the face these
facts which lie behind them.
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societies gradually extinguish their competitors, the
weaker peoples disappear before the stronger, and the
subordination and exclusion of the least efficient is still
the prevailing feature of advancing humanity. Slowly,
too, as we have seen, the rivalry within those societies
becomes two-sided. Other things being equal, the most
vigorous social systems are those in which are combined
the most effective subordination of the individual to the
interests of the social organism with the highest develop-
ment of his own personality. A marked feature, there-
fore, of all the most advanced and progressive societies
is the high pitch at which the rivalry of life is maintained
within the commuanity, the freedom of the conditions
of this rivalry, and the display of energy and the
constant stress and strain which accompany it. Look
where he will, the evolutionist finds no cessation of the
strenuous conditions which have prevailed from the
beginning of life ; the tendency, on the contrary, seems
to be to render them more severe. Progress continues
to be everywhere marked with the same Inevitable
consequences of failure and exclusion from the highest
possibilities of life, for a large proportion of the
individuals concerned.

The possession of reason must, it would seem, in-
volve the opportunity of escape from the conditions men-
tioned. The evidence would, however, appear to point
indubitably to the conclusion that these conditions can
have had no sanction from reason for the mass of the
individuals subjected to them. It may be held that
they are conditions essential to progress, and that the
future interests of the society to which we belong, and
even of the race, would -inevitably suffer if they were
suspended. But this is not an argument to weigh with
the individual who is concerned with his own interests
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in the present and not with the possible interests in
the future of society or the race. It seems impossible
to conceive how the conditions of progress could have
had any rational sanction for the host of exterminated
peoples of whom a vision rises before us when we
compare the average European brain of to-day with
that of the lowest savages, and consider the steps by
which alone the advance can have been made. The
conditions of progress may be viewed complacently by
science, but it can hardly be said that they can have
any rational sanction for the Red Indian in process of
extermination in the United States, for the degraded
negro in the same country, for the Maori in New Zea-
land, or for the Aboriginal in Australia.

The same conclusion is not less certain, although it
may be less obvious elsewhere. The conditions of ex-
istence cannot really have had any rational sanction for
the great mass of the people during that prolonged
period when societies were developed under siress of
circumstances on a military footing. An inevitable
feature of all such societies was the growth of powerful
aristocratic corporations, and autocratic classes living
in wealth and power and keeping the people in sub-
jection while despising and oppressing them. It is
no answer, it must be observed, to say that these societies
were a natural product of the time, and that if any
social group had not been so organised, it must ulti-
mately have disappeared before stronger rivals. We
can scarcely shut our eyes to the fact that the future
did not concern the existing members, and that to the
great mass of the people in these societies, who lived
and suffered in subjection to the dominant class which
a military organisation produced, the future of society,
or even of the race, was a matter of perfect indifference,
















































































































































































































136 SOCIAL EVOLUTION CHAP.

of a despotism tempered only by religious forms and
customs.

The high state of civilisation eventually attained to
in some of these societies, has given rise to many
specious comparisons between them and our modern
democratic states. But such comparisons are most mis-
leading. The Greek city states were essentially military
units, each cherishing its own independence, and, as
a rule, seldom remaining long free from war with its
neighbours. They preserved unchanged, down to the
end, the leading characteristics which the Greek com-
munities presented at the period when history brings
us first into contact with them. ‘ Homer,” says
Mr. Mahaffy, “introduces us to a very exclusive caste
soclety, in which the key to the comprehension of all
the details depends upon one leading principle—that
consideration is due to the members of the caste and
even to its dependents, but that beyond its pale, even
the most deserving are of no account saving as objects of
plunder.”* At a later period the independent organisa-
tions of the city states embraced almost every shade
of political constitution. In some, what was called a
“ pure democracy” held rule; in others, power was in
the hands of a narrow oligarchy ; in others, it was exer-
cised by a ruling aristocracy ; in still others 1t was in the
hands of tyrants, But in all of them the ruling classes
had a single feature in common—their military origin.
They represented the party which had imposed its
rule by force on the rest of the community, at best
at a comparatively remote period, at worst within
living memory. The difference between the ruling class,
even in an aristocracy and a democracy, was, as Professor
Freeman has remarked, simply that in one case the

1 Social Life in Greece, by J. P. Mahaffy, p. 44.
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was pressed into the immediate service of a military
organisation. The military virtues were predominant ;
the priesthood was a political office ; patriotism occupied
a position in public estimation which it is difficult
nowadays to realise. Cicero but gave expression in its
best form to the spirit which pervaded the whole fabrie
of the ancient state, when he asserted that no man could
lay claim to the title of good who would hesitate to die
for his country; and that the love owed thereto by the
citizen was holier and more profound than that due
from him to his nearest kinsman,

Now what we have to notice in such states is that
as they all originated in successful military enterprise,
it always happened that relatively small communities or
organisations, having at the beginning obtained power
and extended their influence over other peoples, the
members of these original castes thenceforward regarded
themselves as distinet ruling classes within the social
organisation. They secured to themselves special privi-
leges, and were considered superior to the great majority
of their fellows, whom they forthwith thrust out as an
inferior class apart. These latter, with the immense
number of slaves continually being made in war and by
other means, constituted the foundation upon which the
social fabric rested. The inevitable tendency of successful
military enterprise to concentrate power in the hands
of a few did not act to check the organisation of society
in the direction in which it was thus set from the
beginning, but served to continually strengthen the
position of the ruling classes. The evolutionary forces
which we shall have to observe at work amongst our-
selves, and affecting to such an extraordinary degree
the further development of society, could not operate
to any extent in such communities. The great mass of













































































































176 SOCIAL EVOLUTION CHAF.

cohesion to the most intractable material. But their
natural opponents were without either enthusiasm or
cohesion ; they were indirectly almost as profoundly
affected as the people by the force which was recon-
stituting the world.

A fuller and franker recognition of the true position
occupied at this period by the nobility and power-
holding classes in France, must apparently be one of the
features of the work of the future historian who would do
justice to the Revolution. They occupied a position
almost unique in history, large numbers of them being,
as Michelet has expressed it, at once the heirs and the
enemies of their own cause. “ Educated in the gener-
ous ideas of the philosophy of the time, they applauded
that marvellous resuscitation of mankind, and offered
up prayers for it, even though it cost their rnin.”? It
is easier to be ironical, like Carlyle, than to attempt to
do justice, like Michelet, to the remarkable spectacle
presented by the meeting of the Assembly on the night
of the 4th August 1789, when feudalism “ after a reign
of a thousand years, abdicates, abjures, and condemns
itself.” The subject lent itself admirably to Carlyle’s
sarcastic pen. ‘‘A memorable night, this Fourth of
August: Dignitaries temporal and spiritual; Peers,
Archbishops, Parlement-President, each outdoing the
other in patriotic devotedness, come successively to
throw their now untenable possessions on the ‘altar of
the fatherland.” Louder and louder vivats—for indeed
it is ‘after dinner’ too—they abolish Tithes, Seignorial
Dues, Gabelle, excessive Preservation of Game; nay
Privilege, Immunity, Feudalism root and branch, then
appoint a Te Deum for it, and so finally disperse about
three in the morning striking the stars with their sub-

1 Historical View of the French Revolution, Book 2, chap. iv.
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securing equality of opportunity in that tendency
towards the extension of the interference of the state,
which appears so revolutionary to politicians of the old
laissez-faire school. The progressive interference of
the state (mostly in the interests of the weaker classes,
and at the expense of wealth and privilege) in depart-
ments now looked upon as quite outside the sphere of
such action, is apparently inevitable. We do not yet fully
realise that with the completion of the political enfran-
chisement of the people, the state itself will have under-
gone a profound transformation. Its new relationship to
the people must be quite different from any that has
ever before prevailed in history. The spirit which
produced the old laissez-faire doctrine has, in all proba-
bility,still a great part to play in our social development;
but the doctrine itself is, in reality, what the party
previously identified with it in England has for some
time instinctively recognised it to be—the doctrine of a
period beyond which we have progressed. It has served
its end in the stage of evolution through which we have
passed ; for the doctrine of the non-interference of the
state was the natural political creed of a people who had
won their political freedom through a process of slow,
orderly, and hard-fought development, and to whom the
state throughout this period represented the power-
holding classes whose interests were not coincident
with those of the masses of the people.

But the doctrine has no such part to play in the
future. In the era upon which we are entering, the long
uphill effort to secure equality of opportunity, as well as
equality of political rights, will of necessity involve, not
the restriction of the interference of the state, but the
progressive extension of its sphere of action to a.lmu:at
every department of our social life. The movement in
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On the average, out of every thousand men over twenty
years of age in the whole of France, only 609 are
married." Out of every thousand families, a8 many as
640 have only two children or under® (and 200 of
these families have no children at all). The volun-
tary limitation of offspring M. Lageneau attributes to
“the desire of the parents to make ample provision
for the children they do have.” P. Leroy-Beaulieu,
while recognising this cause, finds it “associated still
more with a lessening of religious belief on the part
of the people, and a modification of the old ideas of
resignation and submission to their lot.” We have, in
fact, in the circumstance only one of the simplest
instances of that enlightened selfishness in the indi-
vidual which must always lead him to rank his own
interests, or those of his immediate belongings, in the
actual present before the wider and entirely different
interests of the longer-lived social organism to which
he belongs. It is but a phase of that central problem
underlying our development in society which we have
been discussing throughout. It is one of the commonest
examples of the disintegrating influence of that self-
assertive rationalism in the individual, towards the
control of which the forces at work in the evolution of
human society have been from the beginning slowly but
unceasingly operating.

If we now review the ground over which we have
travelled, we find that we have a remarkable series
of facts which must appear perplexing and inexplicable
if we are to accept the view that the evolution the
race is undergoing in society, and by which certain

1 Statement by M. Lageneau at a meeting of the Académie des
Sciences, July 1890.

? T4ds Return presented to the Chamber by the Minister of Finance

summarised in the Times, 23rd June 1890. Fide also La Population
Frangaise, by E. Levasseur,





































300 SOCIAL EVOLUTION CHAP,

evolution can be controlled; namely, through the
strumentality of religious systems. These systems
constitute the absolutely characteristic feature of our
evolution, the necessary and inevitable complement of
our reason, It is under the influence of these systems
that the evolution of the race is proceeding ; it is in con-
nection with these systems that we must study the laws
which regulate the character, growth, and decay of
societies and civilisations. It is along the ever-advancing
or retreating frontiers where they encounter each other
that we have some of the most striking effects that
natural selection is producing on the race. It is
within their borders that we witness the process by
which the eternal forces that are working out the
destiny of the race are continually effecting the
gubordination of the interests of successive generations
of men to those larger interests to which the individual
is indifferent, and of which he has only very feeble
power to realise either the nature or the magnitude.

We have seen,in the previous chapters, that the pro-
cess of evolution unfolding itself in our civilisation has
consisted essentially in the slow disintegration of that
military type of society which attained its highest
development in a social stage in which the greater part
of the people were excluded from participating in the
rivalry of existence on terms of equality, and in which
their lives were continuously exploited for the exclusive
benefit of a comparatively small privileged and power-
holding class. The history of the modern world we
have observed to be simply the history of the process of
development that, having undermined the position of
these power-holding classes, emancipated the individual,
and enfranchised the people, is now tending to bring,
for the first time in the history of the race, all the
members of the community into the rivalry of life on
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in causes intimately and directly associated with the
exceptional development which the altruistic feelings
have attained amongst these peoples as the result of the
causes mentioned. We have, therein, one of the clearest
examples of how profoundly the social development of
particular peoples has been influenced by the course
which the ethical movement on which our civilisation is
founded has taken amongst them.

In England, where the religious movement of the six-
teenth century proceeded with little interruption, it has
been noticed that the most significant feature of the pro-
cess of social development in which the power-holding
classes are in full conscious retreat before the incoming
people is, that these classes are themselves deeply
affected by the softening influences of the time. Al
classes of society have become sensitive in a high
degree to the sight of suffering or wrong of any kind.
The effect on the power-holding classes is to take
away their faith in their own cause. With all the
enormous latent strength of their position these classes
do not make, and either consciously or unconsciously
realise that they cannot make, any effective resistance
to the onward movement which 1s gradually uplifting
the people at their expense. The best of them are, in
fact, either openly or in their hearts,on the side of the
people, and the only fighting policy of the party is
consequently one of temporising defence.

The practical consequence is of great significance.
It is that the development in which the excluded
masses of the people are being brought into the com-
petition of life on a footing of equality of opportunity
is proceeding, and will apparently continue to proceed in
Great Britain, not by the violent stages of revolution, but
as a gradual and orderly process of social change. The
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one of the most interesting subjects in history. Confused
though these relationships may appear, it may be
distinguished that they have passed through certain
well-marked stages of development. We must set aside,
as being outside our present field of vision, those races
which have inhabited countries suitable for European
colonisation. The fate of all races occupying territories
of this kind has been identical. —Whether wars of
extermination have been waged against them, or whether
they have been well treated and admitted to citizenship,
they have always tended to disappear before the more
vigorous incoming race., It is with the inhabitants of
regions unsuitable for European settlement, and mostly
outside the temperate zone, that we are concerned.

The alteration observable in our relations to
these races since the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries has been very gradual, but its general
character is unmistakable. = During the sixteenth,
seventeenth, and eighteenth centuries, a great part of
the richest regions in the tropical countries of the
earth passed under the dominion of the four great sea
powers of Western Europe. Spain, Holland, France,
and England have successively engaged in the keenest
rivalry for the possession of vast regions of this kind,
unsuitable for permanent colonisation, but possessing
rich natural resources. The general idea which lay
behind this extension of dominion was in the main that
of military conquest. The territories of the weaker
peoples were invaded, taken possession of, and exploited
for the benefit of the more vigorous invader. The
interests of the original occupiers were little, if at all,
regarded. The main end in view was the immediate
profit and advantage of the conquerors. In the West
India Islands the native population was worked in the
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undoubtedly contributed to increase, for the time being,
the material wealth and resources of the powers con-
cerned.

Towards the end of the eighteenth century the
tendency of the change that was taking place began
to be visible. It had become clear that the European
peoples could not hope to settle permanently in the
tropical lands they had occupied, and that, if the
resources were to be developed, it must be by native
labour under their supervision. Already, however,
the effects of the altruistic development which had been
so long in progress were becoming generally evident,
and before the opening of the nineteenth century men
had glimpses of the nature of the social revolution
it was eventually to accomplish in our civilisation.
The institution of slavery in tropical lands under
European auspices was clearly doomed. So also, to the
more far-reaching minds, seemed another institution
upon which depended, to all appearance, the continued
maintenance of European enterprise and European
authority in lands not suitable for the permanent settle-
ment of the Western races.

The right of occupation and government in virtue
of conquest or force tended, it was felt, to become an
anachronism; it was antagonistic to, and it involved a
denial of, the spirit which constituted the mainspring
of that onward movement which was taking place in
our civilisation, and which was slowly bringing the
people into the rivalry of life on conditions of equality.
Although almost every KEuropean people, that had
attained to any consciousness of national strength,
had in the past endeavoured to imitate the military
ideals of the ancient empires, and to extend their
rule by conquest over other peoples of equal civilisa-
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natural resources. Yet we seem to have reached a stage
in which the enterprise of the Western races is almost as
effectively excluded therefrom, or circumseribed therein,
as in the case of China. Not, however, through any
spirit of exclusiveness in the people or desire to develop
these resources themselves, but by, on the one hand, the
lack,in the inhabitants,of qualities contributing to social
efficiency, and, on the other, by the ascendency in the
minds of the Western peoples of that altruistic spirit
which, exceptin a clear case of duty or necessity, deprives
any attempt to assume by force the government and
administration of the resources of other peoples of
the moral force necessary to ensure its success.

Now it would appear probable that we have, in the
present peculiar relationship of the Western peoples to
the coloured races, the features of a transition of great
interest and importance, the nature of which is, as yet,
hardly understood. It is evident that, despite the
greater consideration now shown for the rights of
the lower races, there can be no question as to the
absolute ascendency in the world to-day of the Western
peoples and of Western ecivilisation. There has been
no period in history when this ascendency has been so
unquestionable and so complete as in the time in which
we are living. No one can doubt that it is within the
power of the leading European peoples of to-day—should
they so desire—to parcel out the entire equatorial
regions of the earth into a series of satrapies, and to
administer their resources, not, as in the past, by a
permanently resident population, but from the temperate
regions, and under the direction of a relatively small
European official population. And this without any fear
of effective resistance from the inhabitants. Always,
however, assumang that there ewisted a clear call of
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peoples the clue to the efliciency of our civilisation.
It 1s this development which-—by its influence in break-
ing down an earlier organisation of society, and by its
tendency to bring, for the first time in the history of
the race, all the people into the rivalry of life on a foot-
ing of equality of opportunity—has raised our Western
civilisation to its present position of ascendency in the
world. It must be always remembered, however,
that a principal cause operating in producing it has
been the doctrine peculiar to the ethical system upon
which our civilisation is founded—the doetrine, stead-
fastly and uncompromisingly held, of the native equality
of all men. So great has been the resistance to be
overcome, so exceptional in the history of the race
has been the nature of the process of expansion through
which we have passed, that only a doctrine held as this
has been, and supported by the tremendous sanctions
behind it, could have effected so great a social trans-
formation. Of such importance has been the character
of this process, and so strong has been the social instinct
that has recognised its vital significance to the Western
peoples themselves, that everything has gone down
before the doctrine which produced it. It is this
doctrine which has raised the negro in the Southern
States of North America to the rank of citizen of the
United States, despite the incongruous position which
he now occupies in that country. It is before this
doctrine because of its predominant vmportance to
ourselves, and not before the coloured races, that the
European peoples have retreated in those tropical lands
which, being unsuitable for colonisation, could have been
ruled and developed only under a system of military
occupation.

We must, therefore, in any attempt to estimate our
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with the filling up to the full limit of the remaining
territories suitable for European occupation and the
growing pressure of population therein, it may be
expected that the inexpediency of allowing a great
extent of territory in the richest region of the globe—
that comprised within the tropics—to remain un-
developed, with its resources running largely to waste
under the management of races of low social efficiency,
will be brought home with ever-growing force to the
minds of the Western peoples. The day is probably
not far distant when, with the advance science is making,
we shall recognise that if is in the tropics, and not in the
temperate zones that we have the greatest food-producing
and material-producing regions of the earth; that the
natural hichways of commerce in the world are those
which run north and south; and that we have the
highest possible interest in the proper development and
efficient administration of the tropical regions, and in
an exchange of products therewith on a far larger scale
than has been yet attempted or imagined.

The question that will, therefore, present itself for
solution will be: How is the development and efficient
administration of these regions to be secured? The
ethical development that has taken place in our
civilisation has rendered the experiment once made to
develop their resources by forced native labour no
longer possible, or permissible even if possible. We
have already abandoned, under pressure of experience,
the idea which at one time prevailed that the tropical
regions might be occupied and permanently colonised
by European races as vast regions in the temperate
climes have been. Within a measurable period in the
future, and under pressure of experience, we shall
probably also have to abandon the idea which has in
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England. The means whereby a footing was at first
obtained in that country had little to distinguish them
from those already mentioned which led the European
races at one time to occupy vast territories in tropical
regions. In the altruistic development of the nine-
teenth century which has so profoundly affected the
relationships of the European peoples to other races, it
has come to be felt by many politicians that the
position of Great Britain in India involved a denial
of the spirit actuating the advanced peoples, and
that it tended to become in consequence morally in-
defensible. ~This was undoubtedly the feeling in the
minds of a considerable section of persons in England
at no distant date in the past.

Nevertheless, as time has gone by, other features of
the position have pressed themselves with growing force
upon the minds of the British people. Exceptionally
influenced as the British nation has been by the altru-
istic spirit underlying our civilisation, its administra-
tion of the Indian peninsula has never been marked
by those features which distinguished Spanish rule in
the American continent. English rule has tended more
and more to involve the conscientious discharge of the
duties of our position towards the native races. We
have respected their rights, their ideas, their religions,
and even their independence to the utmost extent
compatible with the efficient administration of the
government of the country. -'

The result has been remarkable. There has been for
long in progress in India a steady development of the
resources of the country which cannot be paralleled in
any other tropical region of the world. Public works on
the most extensive scale and of the most permanent char-
acter have been undertaken and completed ; roads and
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appeared to be one of the most hopeless, difficult, and
thankless tasks ever undertaken by a nation.

Yet the results have been most striking. Within
a few years the country had emerged from a condition
of chronic and apparently hopeless bankruptey, and
attained to a position of solvenecy, with a revenue tend-
ing to outrun expenditure. Great improvements in the
administration of the state departments had been effected.
Public works which have greatly contributed to the
prosperity of the country had been completed. The
Kurbash had been suppressed; the Corvée had been
reduced ; the Barrage had been repaired; the native
administration of justice had been improved. Under an
improved system of irrigation the area of land won from
the desert for cultivation was enormously increased.
The cotton crop, representing one-third of the entire
agricultural wealth of the country, had increased 50 per
cent in a few years. The foreign trade increased to the
highest point it had ever attained:; and the credit of
the country so far improved that within nine years the
price of its Unified stock had risen from 59 to 98.

All these results were attained by simple means;
by the exercise of qualities which are not usually
counted either brilliant or intellectnal, but which never-
theless are, above all others, characteristic of peoples
capable of attaining a high degree of social efficiency,
and of those peoples only. British influence in Egypt,
Mr. Milner maintains, “is not exercised to impose an
uncongenial foreign system upon a reluctant people. It
is a force making for the triumph of the simplest ideas
of honesty, humanity, and justice, to the value of which
Egyptians are just as much alive as any one else.”

1 England in Egypt, by Alfred Milner, late Under- Secretary for
Finance in Egypt. London, 1893.
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it 18 in those sections of the race where, for the time
being, this quality obtains the highest development, that
we have present all the conditions favourable to success
and ascendency.

Nor 1s there any reason why the great social
development proceeding in our civilisation which has
been but feebly and inadequately described in the pre-
ceding chapters, should be viewed with distrust by those
of more conservative instincts amongst us who profess
to have at heart the highest interests of humanity.
The movement which is uplifting the people—neces-
sarily to a large extent at the expense of those above
them—is but the final result of a long process of organic
development. All anticipations and forebodings as to
the future of the incoming democracy, founded upon
comparisons with the past, are unreliable or worthless.
For the world has never before witnessed a democracy
of the kind that is now slowly assuming supreme power
amongst the Western peoples. To compare it with
democracies which held power under the ancient empires
is to altogether misunderstand both the nature of our
civilisation and the character of the forces that have
produced it. Neither in form nor in spirit have we
anything in common with the democracies of the past.
Great as has been the progress in outward forms, the
more important difference lies far deeper. The gradual
emancipation of the people and their rise to supreme
power has been in our case the product of a slow ethical
development in which character has been profoundly
influenced, and in which conceptions of equality
and of responsibility to each other have obtained a
hold on the general mind hitherto unparalleled. The
fact of our time which overshadows all others is the
arrival of Democracy. But the perception of the fact is
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for right conduct is simply enlightened self-interest.
But it has urged it in the face of the almost universally
held belief that right conduet must have some other
ultimate sanction, and that such a doctrine is not a
counsel of perfection, but one which is inherently anti-
social and immoral. We have, in short, to witness
continually the extraordinary spectacle of that great
dumb world to which the vast proportion of our fellow-
creatures belong—that world which draws on its own
experience, and which is moved by the strongest instinet
of which society is capable (that of self-preservation),
standing throughout history ever confronting philosophy
in this matter in an attitude of mute but resolute and
unchanging contradiction.

All this constitutes, however, what is but the
introduction leading up to that which presents itself
to the writer as the central feature of human
history, namely the resulting conflict of two great
natural tendencies which has hitherto been without any
satisfactory explanation either in science or philosophy.
It is this conflict that appears to constitute the pivot
upon which history turns. It is in the light of this
conflict alone that history can be explained in the terms
of natural law. We can never have, it would appear,
either a philosophy of history like that foreshadowed by
Fichte or a science of history such as is imagined by the
modern historical school without understanding the laws
of this conflict. For it is out of it that all the pheno-
mena of history in reality proceed.

The outlines of the situation may be readily under-
stood. In human affairs we are concerned with a social
creature subject to the law of retrogression and, therefore,
only able to hold his place by submitting to an onerous
process of evolution the benefit of which is remote—far
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But the intellect has no power to effect this sub-
ordination.

As the development proceeding amongst us is above
everything else a process of social evolution, and as
natural selection is ever tending to develop the highest
possible type of social efficiency, it follows that, if we
have been correct so far, it may be stated as an historical
law that .—

4. The problem with which every progressive society
stands continually confronted is: How to retain the
haghest operatwe ultra-rational sanction for those
onerous conditions of life which are essential to the
mauntenance of its place in the evolutionary process;
and at one and the same time to allow the freest play
to those intellectual forces which, while tending to come
into conflict with this sanction, contribute nevertheless
to rawse to the highest degree of social efficiency the
whole of the members.

It is in the light of these four propositions that the
writer's analysis of the life processes of our Western
civilisation proceeds. Whether they may or may not be
correctly described as the most important propositions
in the book, they must certainly be included as amongst
the most important, for it is largely upon them that
the main thesis of the book may be said to rest. Yet
in the detailed criticism to which the book has been
subjected, the writer has found scarcely any attempt to
examine it from this central position. There is much
criticism of details arising out of many subjects touched
upon, but scarcely any attempt to deal with the book
as an organic unity, from which point of view alone
it would seem worthy of being seriously considered.
It is not that the propositions here referred to are
unimportant. If the position taken up therein should
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result. The central element in all religions is the ultra-
rational sanction provided for conduct. It has provided
such a sanction of extraordinary strength and efficiency.
The principle common to all religions is the merit of
sacrifice. It has provided, as it.still provides, the
sublimest conception of self-abnegation that has ever
moved humanity. It is to the first—the ultra-rational
sanction provided—that we owe that integrating organic
principle with which the life of our civilisation is ulti-
mately united. It is to the second—to the softening
influence of the spirit of that unexampled conception of
self-abnegation—that we owe the evolutionary force that
has been behind the entire process of social development,
which has transformed a military organisation of society
into the modern state, and which is still pursuing its course
unchecked among us. Beginning with the abolition of
slavery it has slowly undermined the position of one
after another of the ruling classes who obtained under
an earlier social organisation powers that have been
steadily undergoing restriction ; extended political power
in ever-widening circles to the people; and at last
brought us to a time when men have set before their
minds as an object of practical endeavour a state in
which, for the first time in the history of the race,
all the excluded masses of the people shall be brought
into the rivalry of life on terms of equality of oppor-
tunity.

The whole process of democracy has, in short, been
from the beginning inherent in the system of ethics
upon which our civilisation is founded. It has unfolded
itself throughout as a process of life which may be
stated and defined at any point in its history in terms
of natural law. Every developmental movement, down
to the last political phase recorded in the history of the
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It would be difficult to imagine any more remarkable
situation than that presented in our day by the science
of economics. We have had within the last thirty years
a theory of social development founded on an economic
conception put forward by a worker outside the ranks
of the official exponents of this science. Reference is
made to Marx’s view of modern society and the theory
of surplus value on which it is based. It is a view so
utterly out of proportion, so evidently only partially
true, and so clearly demonstrative at every point of the
author’s ignorance of the method of action in human
soclety, of existing evolutionary forces larger than any
he has taken account of, that it can hardly have any
prominent place reserved to it in a future science of
society. Yet, strange as it may appear, there is at the
present time scarcely a professor of economics in any
university within the limits of our Western civilisation
who has not felt the effects, direct or indirect, upon his
work of Marx’s generalisation. It grows in influence
despite the refutations it is continually receiving from
the economists. Nay more, it is probably true that a
recent socialist writer ' has not greatly overrated Marx’s
true position in placing him alone alongside of Darwin
in the extent to which he has influenced the thought
of the nineteenth century. And in what consists the
secret of the influence of Marx’s generalisation, masterly
despite its errors? Simply, it seems to the writer, in
this: that he has succeeded in basing his theory of
society on a clear and largely true statement of the
human form of a relationship which has projected itself
throughout the history of life. In the history of the
science of society in the future, Marx’s work will, not

improbably, be recognised as the first crude attempt
1 Dr. Edward Aveling. The Student's Marz. i
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French race, we can only derive consolation from the fact that all
other civilised nations appear to be tending in the same direction.
Up to the present this tendency, it is true, has not been particularly
marked, but soon, probably in a quarter or half a century, it will
become more and more accentuated. According to M. de Foville,
it was only in Austria and Hungary that the birth-rate was the
same in 1882 or 1883 as it was in 1865. In Italy during this
short interval the proportion of births to every 1000 of the popu-
lation fell from 383 to 36:9 ; in Prussia it fell from 39-1 to 363 ;
in Bavaria from 369 to 362 ; in the Netherlands from 359 to
35°1 ; in Switzerland from 355 to 32'5 ; in Belgium from 314 to
30°5 ; in England from 355 to 33'7 ; in Scotland and Ireland the
birth-rate fell to the same level as the French, namely, from 249
to 236 per 1000. Moreover, in England and Wales the number
of births in 1888 was the smallest on record since 1876, and the
report of the Registrar-General for the first quarter of 1890 showed
that the English birth-rate had fallen to 30 per 1000, a proportion
higher that the French rate, it is true, but much lower than that
shown for all the preceding years,

Belgium offers a similar example. Here the birth-rate was
only 29°4 per 1000 in 1888, as compared with 303 in 1885 and
321 in the period comprised between 1871 and 1880. In 1840 it
was 342, and the fact is worthy of some remark that it is par-
ticularly in the Walloon provinces, which contain the largest
proportion of educated persons and those who are in easy and
comfortable circumstances, that the birth-rate is low, while it
remains comparatively high in the Flemish provinces, which are not
characterised by the same degree of material ease and well-being.

In France the only departments in which a high birth-rate is
observable are the poorest, namely, Morbihan, Finistére, Cotes du
Nord, Lozére, Corsica, Aveyron, La Vendée, Landes and the Nord, and
the Pas de Calais, where a large number of Belgians are to be found.

A German newspaper, the Frankfurter Zeitung, which did us
the honour of criticising an article we wrote on this important
question in the Journal des Débats, affirmed that we had failed to
furnish a shadow of proof in support of our theory that the
development of the general well-being, and the democratic con-
dition of society tend to bring about a diminution in the birth-rate.
It would appear that our German confrére is hard to convince, as
we should have thought that an enumeration of the departments
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S

increase to the population, and to give bounties to the third or
fourth child it would be necessary, in order that the rewards should
be efficacious, that an addition of hundreds of millions of francs
should be made to the budget. We are, however, very far from
saying that it would not be possible by judicious and inexpensive
measures, by a good use of scholarships, of dispensations from
military service and other expedients, to reduce to some extent the
burdens of large families.

We are by no means disposed to recommend the re-establish-
ment of so-called fours, that is official foundling receptacles, as we
regard these as both immoral and inefficacious, but we are at the
same time quite prepared to admit that charitable societies might
establish them under certain cirecumstances, if they were disposed
to devote their time and their money to this object.

The true remedies, or rather the useful palliatives, are to be
sought elsewhere. It is above all necessary to modify the spirit of
our primary education, and more particularly of the teachers in our
public schools; the school itself should in a far lesser degree
stimulate the ambition of the pupil, the desire to put forth the
whole strength in the endeavour to succeed in the race of life, and
to attain a high standard of material well-being. The scholastic
aim ought to be rather directed to the inculcation in the minds of
the pupils, if not of contentment with their lot, at least of more
modest ideas, and of resignation to manual labour. The primary
school of the present day, by the shortsightedness of the teachers,
the folly of the scholastic programme, and the wild ideas that
appear to have taken possession of those who have control of our
educational system, is rapidly leading to a general déclassement, to
universal ambition—and ambition is certainly opposed to the con-
traction of marriages, and the voluntary acceptance of the burdens
of a family.

It is above all necessary to curtail the time that children are
kept at school, to adapt it to rural or industrial oceupations in such
a manner that families may derive some advantages from the
labours of their younger members. Formerly, both in the urban
and rural districts, children as young as 7 or 8, or at least 10 or 11,
performed certain allotted tasks. We admit that this is rather an
early age for a child to commence work, but in any case attendance
at school should not be obligatory after the child has reached the
twelfth year; in no case should the factories and workshops in
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