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THE ORIGIN OF MAN AND THE UNITY OF
THE HUMAN SPECIES,
——— —
( Continned, )
HAvING examined the anatomical difference between men, the mon-
keys, and other animals, let us now compare the psycological phe-
nomena of man and animals, * The differenco in mind between man
and the higher animals, great as it ie," says Mr, Darwin, * is certainly
one of degree, and not of kind,”—(Charles Darwin’s * The Doscent
of Man,” p, 105."") Ts Mr. Darwin justified to spesk with so much
confidenrce? Ars we, then, to beliave with Dr. Bévard, that man is
“a mammiferous-monedelphio bimana,” differing in mind, as Mr.
Darwin explains it, “ in degree but certainly not in kind from other
animals.,” [Mr. Darwin says explicitly “‘that man is here, not to
prepare himself for a better world but simp'y tn be here—
oze might add, to be bappy and comifurta®le here,” He does nt
believe in Christianity, ‘ Christianity must he destroyed” he sy,
“the civilised world hasout.grown that religion,”—* Hintsand Facts,"”
by Pius Melia, D.D.; chap. II] Are we to believe in * Lhomme

Boetins, Boffon, Linné, Lawrence Jussien, and the most eminent
philosophers of ancient and moder: times? Are we to consider
homan veason as aspecial prerogative of man, distinguishing him,
not in degree only, but in kiod, from all animals ! This, I shall have
vou to decile when you have heard my observations on the subject
in question, I grant that the instinct of animals is most wonderfal,
[Mr. Darwin mentions a monkey able to crack a wilaut with » stone ;
another who eonld open the lid of a large box with a stick, He
alsc mentions baboons fighting one anotber with stones.—% The
Descent of Man'; vol. 1, chap II Mr, B, I. Layard, of the British
ccnsuiate, Noumea, relates an interesting anecdote about & cat which
pulled the wire of a be'l, when out at night in the cold in order to be
let in,—* Knowledge ;" Jan. 6, 1882,] They can communicate their
emotions to each other by particular sounds; yet they can never
lcarn lungnages, express their sentim-nts by articulate sounds ;—in
one word, they are unable tospeak. Thelanguage of animale, if we may
dignify it with such a name, is invatiably the same in the same species,
Dogs bark, horses neigh, oxen low, blackbirds whistle, and eagles
scream, but they cannot speak. The parrot and a few other birds may
repest short words, imitate gertain sounds, bus they can never realise
their meaning, or be tanght to make urs of them to express their
wanta. Let Mr. Darwin, Hiskel, Lyell, or Huxley, train a young
monkey, and, under the most experienzcd masters, teach it to speak
Greek, Latio, Hehrew, French, German, Eaglish, ltalian, &2, then
let this new philologist come and vin-icate his rights to our kindred ;
willingly shall we listen to him ; uotil then, lot our friends the evola-
tionists permit ns to believe that the differenc: betweecn man and the
bigher animals is certainly one of kind and nut of degree, [ Crained
animals show the skill of the man who has tanghs them ; they act
ouly by the impresdion conveyed to their senses. A dog miy be
taught to arrange numbers written on a square bk ; a donkey
to besat the ground with ita right leg as mwy tim-s as there
shillivgs in a coin; apig to point out a card chosen by a
person, But the master indicates to them by a sign 1o ds those
things, which they have practised befure. They are ther-fore
acta of instinct, not of reasom.—See ‘¢ Hiuts and Facts,” chap
XL Man, aleo. is the only being in this world capable of
atereotyping bis ideas by means of writing, and of appropriating to
himself the ideas of others by reading. No moukey, if it were kept in
the best school for twenty yearacould ever learn to read or write,
Arts and sciences are also the special prerogative of man, I shonld
like very much to se¢ some mandrill. marmoset, chimpanzee, orang-
outang, ar gorilla—onr wounld-be venerable progenitors—able to play
on the violin, the guitar, the harmoninm or ptano. I should be
delighted to hear from their lips a lecture ou botang, geology,
asironomy, chemistry and other sciences. Until these things come
tn pass, Mr, Darwin and his learned friends, by showing the affinities
of animated creation from the protozoa, infusoria. spongice, rhizo-
poda, entoroa. echinu dermata, vermes, molnsca. fishes, birds and
mammalia, and even man, may indeed thereby display their eradi-
tion, and show their own aspirit, but surely not that of beasts, Mr.
William Denton, in bis book on the origin of man, say< that “ it is
most reasonable to suppose that all forms of life, including man, have
come into existence by natural process” (Wm. Denton's ¢ [3 Darwin
Right,” p. 16) : and explaining this natural process, he tells vs that,
* from invisible gelatinous globules, that floated in the primal seas,
life bas advanced to ciawling worm, bilancing sk, hopping
batruchian, tree-climbing marsupial, mimicking ape, to the man and
woman of this age,"—(Ib., p. 103.) The same Mz, Denton, in order
to demonstrate rhat the brute is the father of wan, shows that sll
animals arc alike to the eye when in their primitive epg state, and
becanse the buman “ovum '’ ig Iike that ef the fish, of the bird, and
of the brute, he concludes therefrom that * the brute is the father of
the man.” But Mr, Denton is mistaken ; although appsarently alike,
the various “ ova '’ must differ essentially, since the creatures they
produce are invariably different, and neither Mr, Dentoa nor any of
his Jearned friends will be able to show that at any time of the
world's history the egg «of a fish has produced anythibg but a fish,
and the egg of a bird anything but a bird. No conclusion, therefore,
<an be drawn against primitive creation from the facts relatad by
Mr, Denton in lis chapler on metamorphosis of animals, * Bat"
nues Mr. Denton, “if man did not come inte existence as a

- ication of some pre-existing and inferior beings, how was it
done " We are told that man was made by God. There is no objec-
tion to this, if a rational idea goes with the word. “If by God ia
meant nature, then man was doubtless made by God. and made out
of dust, but it passed through myriads of forms to arrive at the man.”
~—~(William Dentou's "“Is Darwin Bight,” p. 98.) In order to deny
¢reation by God. asrelated by Moses, Mr. Denton admits of millions
upon millions of mira-les, each more incredible than the Mosaic
cosmogony. For instance, he says: % We live in a world tzeming
with life.” Bat he doea not even attempt to tell us how this world
came into existence ; who gave it its vitality, its modifieations, its

: things,
Muehine” of Julian Offray dela Mettrie 7 or with Aristotle, Plato, |

symmetry ; how_element.s are directed in their natural selections;

y what mysterions agency the metamerphosia of animals, he so
much magnifies, is accomplished, He affirms that the cosmogohile
history of Moses is “a Liilipatian chronelogy, insisted upon cnly by
antiquated theologians,” He adda, with an air of triumph, ¥ that the
young but lusty science of geslogy has made great bavoe with this
venerable idea of creation, and torn down the ocurtiin osr ignorance
had woven.”—(William Denton's “ Is Darwin Right,” p. 77.) Indeed,
the ignorance of all past generations must have been vory great, for
(1st) all nations of the world attribated creation to supreme g,
4 :us, according to the Greeks, is the first of all the godsa, the prin-
ciple of all things, and the ruler of all.—(Platargue * Opin.," Phil.
iv.}) Bocrates, in * Xenophon,” says that a sepreme being made all
things from the begianing,—(* Xenph, Mem. 8cc.,” L, c. iv.) Ae-
cording to the Egyptians, the firat of the goda is the principle of all
things and the father of all ‘n.—(" Jamhlicas De Myst. Egypt.”)
The Ife:'snans helieved in one supiemu god, catled Qrmusda, by whom
all things were made, The Penjaugau, the most ancient religions
bouk of the Indians, distinerly affirms theie isa god who made all

The Chinese, with Confuci e, b lieve that Jai-ki or Vou-ki
whom they style the Great Spirit, who nas neither shape nor figure,
was the creator of all things.—(* Rech sur los L, Sac. de L'ovi
1843, p. 14.) {Voltaire himself confessxd thit learned Chinese are
deists, belicving in one God and in V'rovidence.] B -fore the arriving
of the Incas in Peru, the ancient inhabitauts baieved in & supreme
being, ealled Pacha-chamack (the creator), who gave life to all
things, 2nd.—Fur the creation of man iy & perfect state, we coald
quote numberiess authorities ; let a few suffice : Confucius said that
the Great Spirit created man an i woman.—(M.U. ** Les Chinois,” ix }
Accurding to the Arabs. God created mankind out of the earth,—
(Herbelot Biblioth, p. 281.) Brama is said by the Indians to have
made the first man. The traditions of the Scandinavians, the Grecks,
aod the Romans confirm this truth. [At Alba Julia, in Tranaylvanir
the following ancient Roman inscriptiona bave bsen found :—*¢ Dee
magno eterne’™: % To the great, eterpal God.” * Jovi aptinto, marimo
servatori, conservatori™': “To the most exeellent and great Jupiter,
the regnlator, and preserver of the universe.”—One of the finest
geniuges of ancient Rome, Horace, speaks of the Deity in the follow-
myg termsy :—
“ Unde nil majus generatur ipso ;
Nec viget quidquam simile, aut secundumn *:

& Nothiug.greater than Him was ever produced ; He has no equal, He
has none like to Him."—Saadi, a Bactrian poet, has the following
passage on God 1 —

“* The chiid He sketches in its mother’s womb,

From east to west His hand transports the sun,
The massy monntaing He with rubies Wwi," ale.
Here is & Bramin prayer : I adore that Beiog, the origin and canse
of alt other beings. that supports the naiverse.” —Phil, Cata. L, 165,
158.] Tbis univeraal tustimony —eonceraing the nrigin of man—is a
very strong argum:nt agaiost evolutionists, Whon men living at
diffsrent times, inhabiting different ¢inalries, spzaking difforent lan-
gugas, are agreed about any fact, this fact should by comsidered as
historical'y trie, Evolutionists are quite mistaken in avying that
maun in the early lage of his existence had ail the brutal charac-
teristics of his savage origin. History shows, ou the contrary, primi-
tive men were quite as iutelligent as those of ths preseat time., It i
not quite clear that mea bofore the flood did not surpasy in kuow.
ledre our greatest scientists, Botany, astronomy, agricutture, archi-
tecture flourishad thonsand of years before the Christian era. In
poetry, music. sud miny other things, our ancestors were like vise very
advanced. Whoeould form an idea of the beauty of Babvlon, and
ite suspended gardens, of Nineveh, of the temple of I}iana of
Ephesuas, of the pyramiis of Egypt, of the paintings and siatues of
H.rcaleaeum sat Pompeii? [In the M.sopo‘a.niw Valley mast
beaut:ful antiquities have been excavated ; sculptured slabg, staties,
fragments of terra cotta, etc., also inscriptions in cuneiform charac
ters. These wonderful discoveries show that it is net aa invarinhle
rule th the greater the antiqaity of relics of the past, the greater
the inferiority of execurion they present,— Eunowledge,” Jan. 27,
1882, p. 268, 269, We find in all the pyramuds of Hpypt the evi-
dence of an astronomical plan carried out with great skiil-—in accor-
dance with astrouomical observations of great accuracy.—* Know-
ledge,” Jam. 6, 1882, p. 193, The cminent Kgyptnngist, Vir, Chaba-
ks published an essay to prove that the ancient Eygyptinus were ac-
gusinted with the movement of the earth rmnd the suu.—* Know-
ledge,” March 8, 1882, p. 379.] Alhough our zncestors had mo
railway, no electric telegraph, no telephone, wers th ¥ not, on the
whole, as perfect aad intelligent as wa? Away, then, with the
theory of our simian origia. No, man is not a brate, If § read his
tory attentively everywhere I see man, by his zenins and reason,
rulng over all animated creativn ; nowhere do I perceive the brate
of Darwin or of Denton,

{ Coneluded in our next.)

The French Minister of the Interior and Public Worship, Le pefit
Goblet, resigned two weeks ago, the Ministry having been defeated
in the Chambers inits policy in regard to the municipality of Paris,
It is a very strange coincidence that barely two wecks before, thia
same Gobict handed over as far aa he could, to the tender merciey of
the present manicipality of Paris, the National Basilica of the Sacred
Heart at Monimarire, Three million Frenchmen subscribed to that
magnificent temple, as an act of National howagn to the Sacred
Heart. Now the Deputies of France have voted to practically sap-
press it. The wretched Goblet pretended to oppose the radical
motion by saying that it was not the right of the Government to ex-
propriate the Church—that was the right of the municipslity of Pazis |
“ The National Basilica will disappear,” says a famous writer in the
Peys, * Montmarire, after a century will again become Mounnt
Marat. The Phrygian Cap will replace the Uross of Jesus, and
God onca more will be driven from His own Household."—CatBolic
Review,



