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 CHAPTER T :

TiE JMPORTANCE OF TiE CONCEPTS OF THE CHIGIN OF LIFE,
VARIATION, AWD SURVIVAL OF CHARACTERS

The individusl developments of the comceépts of the ore
igin of lifa, variation, end survival of characters have
given birth to many theoriss of organic evolution, ioree |
ocvery theso conceptsy ap they were axtant in the firet half 4
of the elghteenth century, greatly influenced Charles Derw i
vy Tiibee i as Snecics grostly popularized and gave |
new 1ife to evolutiomistic speculation. Since Darwin's daw
oygenic evolution has gained im popularity umtil the verm
has begome a common word to countless nmumbers of people,
ad umtll mdlldons of pecple balieve in o theory of evolu-
tion in one form or ancther. Hentsy it ls importent that
the =zbove comcepls and theiyr individual developments be
studlieds

Dafinition of Organic Evolution

Since the toplee under discuseion all deal with or-
genic evolutlony it is necessary to examine the term and
to gee exactly what it lmplies, Ihe Ingv¢lopedia Sritape
ficg defines the term a8 ".ee8 process of cumulative
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change.," This definition is extremely general and gives
dittie indication as to the exact meaning of the term, Thia
would seem to indgeate the validity of the contention of
Theodors Grastmer. that it is impossible to define organic
evoldution. Iis maintaing that thers is such a complexity of
contrasting theorice that4a11 gvelutionists could notl .agree
on one single definition., He asserte that although it is
not a definition the meaning of the theory msy be dsscribed
in this manners

oceoeing theory asserted that planis and animals will

develop a variation which was not found in the parent,

and that thip percists and is transmitied to offspring

until it produces a new veriety of plant or animal,

This variety continues to become more pronounced ule

il ite éif‘feranuatigg features Jjustify one in call-

ing 1t = new speciss,
leoucey Doctor Grasbner recognizes that in i1ts modern ssnae
evolution eventually impliec the development of a new and
@ifferent species out of en old specles. This view is sup~
ported by the definition found in Jebgter's Collemlals Dig-
Lionaxys

sceoTha development of a race, species) or other
EroUpPs ccobloadly, the provess by which, through a

"Organic MWM",W g (2981
editiony Chicago, london,; Toronto: Incyclopedia taonica
:cm.,an’ém, vIIi, 905,

Theodore Crashner ; . (Grand Rspidss
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3
serdes of changeg, any living orgenisin or group of or-
ganigms has acqui::'-ed the morphological and physiclogl-
¢al characters which distinguieh it; hence, the theory
that the varioues types of animcls and p:l.an'!.s have
thelr origin in other Eree:d.at:l.m tWpes, the distine
gulghsble diffoerences g:u:s due to modi%‘icauon in
successive generatlons,

Importance of Concepts to the Theordes of Evolution

Although already inm the period of the Greek pailogce.
phers men concelved of higher forms of animals developing
out of lower :E‘oms,7 meny contributors to the, concepts un-
der discuseion did noty howevery attenpt to cogs‘bruct a
theory of the erigin of species, H, F, Osborn . freguently
cally atitention tc contributors. vho were not ot all aware
of such a theoryy ory 1f they werey they were either antag-
onietlec to 4t or slmply refused to accept it. For example,
although his father; Geoffrey St. Hillaire (1772-1844), Do~
lieved in the mutebiiity of species; Ilsadore St, Hillgire
{12805~1861) refused to accept it on rational grounds,
Hlevertnelessy Isadore was awere of ‘the concepia Jgnder alsm
cussion end wade his own contributions to thém,
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environment to be an important factor in sustaining these
aare vaxriations,




CHAPTER V
Bvalustion of the Concepis

We have seen in the foregoing chapters thet meny ide-
ap have sprung Wp concernisg the erigim of life; varie-
ticnsy ané ewrvivel of charagters., We have also noted
that the form that these ideas tock gemerally conformed to
the philosophies of nature which the authors of these ide-
8P represented, Cenerally specking, these philosophies of
noture can be divided imto two types: 1, those which rec

osnlzed God as oparating in nature and which attempted to
deveruine how ile operates; 2, ané those which dlsregarded

o Genled God's operation in nsture,

Eepresentatives of the first type suggested that God
ingtituted the lawe of naturey cnd that these laws were
subject o iie Will, Thay believed that God could and did
alter these luws, The most potemt criticism launcued ae
geinst them wao that their view limited their scientific
msesreh.l Because of thelr view that all of asture is
subject to God's will, they frequently neglected to in-
vestigate phenomena that celled for investigatium. . Ine
stead of carefully investigating a problem which they fuoed
they often excused themselves from such investigation by

. R :
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soying that the enswer to the problem was contalned in the
unfethomsble will off God; Their antsgonists charged, and
often wlth some justification, that this attitude could not
result in sclentific advancemént,

The group which represents the second type sought to
Pind and interpret the natural lews that cdontrol nature.
Thelr phlilosophy was that thers m imauteble laws that
control nature and 1ts develupmenty These lawa, 8o they

naintained, were not necessarily insidtuted by God, Even

4 they wera they had to be instituted in the form in which
they extist, Foy those lawe are Decessary and Were necess

aryy 80 thay contended; even bafore they were astabliched,
Thess philosophers thug iimited the concept of the sover-
edgznty of Gogd sven though they did not entlirely dispose of
it,

Ons of the wogl iuportent. lows of nature which this
group believea to be in forve is. that-noture is in a cone
stant ﬂuxag Tt 1@ conotently changing, With this law in
mind, the representatives off the sacond type developed
thelr theories of evolulion, By these theories they at~
teupted o detemmine the path that nature has teken in the
past @8 a result of the operation of tho low of change,

This law of flux csused muich consternation among the
group that held to the soversignty of Gods Nany of them

z
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baelieved that nature is: etatic, Once areation had been: .
finlshed, thers.could be.no rooem for change. They believed.
thet Gody belng perfect, created porfect beings that could.
ot be improved in any way, .But.yet; there seemed to be
ampls evidence that there.are changes going on in. nature,
One nerely had to look ot the: verigtions that existed in
nature to become aware of thede changes, Awareness of the
evidence of variations resulted in:cuch views as iinneaus's,
viao @ald that variations sre eluply degenerate foms_ -of the
originzl species that God had croeted; and Isadore St,
lillaire's, tueory of limited varishility which proposed -
that verlations could ecour only within speeies,

The aeturslicts cen be ordticized beqause they did mot
take God into sccount in mature: In bis svmmaxy of Xant's
Sritigue of Zure Heasen Alfred Weber writess .

 Critdaug of Benson Tegards every: phenciue-
ﬁaﬁ.aﬂ?a maanar?t ect, wul therefore udes :
rposivaness from the phenomensl world,  Physies msre-
enumerates an infinite series of causes and cifects.

Teleology introduces between the cause and the efisct,

coneldered as the mdorgnal,themwimmtm

mental. canse, Theoretically,. teleology is.valueless,

However, we camot avoid it so long as we apply ouwr

teleologicel sense to the study of nature, Unless we

sbandon one of our faculties, which is real snd in-
evitzble =s yesson snd will; we ceunot help recognize

ing purposiveness in the structure of the e

y the
fuily sxplains tho tnorgasie worid, the teleological

\ toalf 1 when wg coua 10
B TR AT e R

Alfred Veber, Hietory of Philosssly, translated by
gragga':e:.m, (iew im Fo Somsy 1926),
L L




46

Hers, whshy we s6¢ & problem which faoted the: naturglisis,
For if thay had viewed natre honestly they .would have beon.
compellded o adisil that thero dis a purposeful Dssign in nuw
ture, thet there -1s z God operating in ity Yet they be-
cama guilly of »uling out the investigetion of the preseunce
of God in nature, They preferred to pgy attention only to
fearthly things' and oimply to investigate naturel laws,

Perhepey the second wistake of these naturalisis iles
in thelr over esphasls on change in nsture, We admit there
are camges taking place in nature, But they failed to ine
veptigate whether there is o limlt . to such chaonges. They
mevoly assumed thel the law of change io absolute, end this
g=ve risa to theories of evolution like Lamarck's which
sald that the acewmlation of veriaticns would ultdzately
regult in a nev specles, .

After viewing the diffisuitics opposing either of the
above views, the thought arises whether the difficulties
wdgnt he resolved by meshs of a compromiss, Hemy have
sovgit such & compromise by adhering to a view that is com-
monly collsd thelstic evolutions J: Te Hueller defines
thelstic evolution ia the following mamieri

thut Ged ereated the
u..&‘hﬁiﬁie evolﬁig:& huma e ~

in ﬂevalﬂmng it to its prescat
“awm' Dperadd

’ 4 : l : . L 5 -
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This view, however, is not a worthwhile compromdses
Instead of resclving the dlfficultize inkerent in both
vievs it eioply combines the problems of boti:, The the-
dstic evolutionist finds himself, in my opinion, face to
fage wilth more problems than he would have had if he hed
slmply adhored to either the Biblical or the evolution-
istic view,

Farthermore, Theodora Gracbner held that the theistic
evolutionist faces problems that are of a doctrinal mature,
e writess

svoelliatover seientiste do with thelstic evolution,

e evangelicul Chrlstian cannot accept it us & coie

prouios between ognogstleism end Yalih, IZven theistic.

Wu.mm.au leaves no rcom for the Scriptural doctrine

of the Pall of ian, naturalﬂenmﬁgny the realily

of sing sxxl the med for a Ledesmer,
Iwe Grpebnoer 1s correet in pointing out the theological
Gilffioultics in the evolutionary theory, For i¥ man is
devcended fron the Lruts, in msy be regarded ac a dofis
clengy inberited from the brute; wilch will uwltimately dis-
eppecy when uen resches s polnt higher on the evolutlonayy
ecalo, With this view of sin, man cannot be held responsi=-
ble for his sin, Conssquently, the naed for Christ's zre-
deuplive work disoppearss:

At this potut the Chrlstion must be carcful, For if

i
(Grend Repids
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his v‘:!.ewé on evoluticn jeopardize the doctrines of sin and
Chriel’s redempltive work, his faith and salvation are in
dongoxs

Nevertheless, evolution cannot be ignored, It hus
too fivm s {cothold in the univerpgities of the world, Hany
young people coms under the influence of its toaghings,
and the Taith they had in their childhood i endangerad,
Evoluticon muet he met, And it must be met in the labora-
tories by Christisn selentiste of the caliber of Isadore
Sto Hillalve and Linnesus, wao werd capable of and frew |
quently suce¢eded in giving an intelligent and respected
Chietdan view of axture,
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