G. Law

SILS EX432

Reading 11: Paul on Social Evolution in Japan

January 2020

People and Debates

Benjamin Kidd

Eden Paul pamphlet, 1921

A) People
1) Benjamin Kidd (1858- 1916)
British sociologist. Born in County Clare, Ireland on 9 September 1858, son of constable in the
Royal Irish Constabulary. Following a poor education, Benjamin Junior entered the Inland Revenue
Department of the Civil Service in a minor capacity in 1877. He worked in obscurity there for
seventeen years. He married Maud Emma Isabel Perry, of Weston-Super-Mare in 1887, and they
had three sons. His spare time was devoted to study and in 1894 his first work was published. It was
entitled Social Evolution and it brought him financial success and international fame. The success
of his work allowed Benjamin to retire from the Civil Service and in 1898 he travelled extensively
in America, Canada, and South Africa. During this period he was commissioned by The Times to
write a series of articles afterwards published as The Control of the Tropics.
He died of heart disease, at Croydon on 2 October 1916.
(See ODNB and Obituary, The Times, 3 October 1916)
Publications
a) Some Early Articles
Essay on ‘The Civil Service as a Profession’ in Nineteenth Century, v 20 Oct 1886, 491-502.
8 essays on natural history in Cornhill, Longmans, 1885-1893
b) Main Books
* Social Evolution (1894)
* Control of the Tropics (1898)
* Principles of Western Civilization (1902)
* Individualism and After (1908)
* Two Principal Laws of Sociology (1909)
2) Maurice Eden Paul (1865-1944)
Younger son of Charles Kegan Paul (1828-1902), liberal London publisher. Trained as a doctor
at the London Hospital Medical College. Married divorcee Margaret Jessie Boag, a sister at the
London Hospital, in 1890 while still a medical student. They lived in Japan for around four years in
the mid-1890s. Their daughter Hester was born in Sendai on 28 Nov 1893. He acted as
correspondent of the Times with the Japanese Northern Army during the Sino-Japanese War. In
1903 the couple seem to have separated, and the wife established a private nursing home in the
Channel Islands.
Eden Paul returned to working in the London Hospital. He became a prominent member of the

Left of the International Socialist Movement, standing as a parliamentary candidate for the
Independent Labour Party in 1911, and later joining the Communist Party of Great Britain. He
married again to Cedar Paul before the First World War, and with her became a distinguished
translator of radical books and pamphlets. They retired to the French Riviera in 1932, but continued
to write and translate.
(See ODNB and Wikipedia, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eden_Paul)
Publications
181 items on BL catalogue!!!!
a) Some Pamphlets and Books
Socialism and Eugenics, Manchester, National Labour Press 1911. Reprinted from the Independent
Labour Party’s Labour Leader.
Socialism and Science. Keighley: Wadsworth, [1909]. Reprinted from the Socialist Review, etc.
The Sexual Life of the Child. London: British Society for the Study of Sex Psychology, 1921.
Karl Marx and Modern Socialism, Manchester, National Labour Press 1921
Chronos; or, the future of the family. Kegan Paul & Co.: London, 1930.
b) Some Books and Pamplets written with his second wife, Cedar Paul
Creative Revolution: a study of communist ergatocracy. London: Allen and Unwin, 1920.
Communism. London: Labour Publishing, 1921.
Population and birth-control: a symposium. New York: Critic and Guide, 1917.
c) Some of the many translations with Cedar Paul
Robert Michels, Political Parties (Italian, 1915)
Heinrich von Treitschke, History of Germany in the 19th Century. (7 vols; German, 1915-1919)
Rudolf Hilferding, Boehm-Bawerk’s Criticism of Marx. (German, 1919)
Sigmund Freud, A Young Girl's Diary. (German, 1921)
Nikolai Bukharin and E. Preobrazhensky, The ABC of communism. (Russian, 1922)
Mathilde and Mathias Vaerting. The Dominant Sex: A Study in The Sociology of Sex Differentiation,
(German, 1923)
Charles Baudouin, Psychoanalysis and Aesthetics (French, 1924)
Karl Marx, Capital (German 4th ed, 2 vols, 1930)
Magnus Hirschfeld, Racism (German, 1938).
B) The Debate about Kidd’s Book
Benjamin Kidd, Social Evolution, London: Macmillan, [mid-Feb] 1894.
* Reprinted extensively in UK to 1920. 9 copies of US editions in Waseda University Library.
* Translations into German (1895), Swedish (1895), French (1896), Russian (1897), Italian
(1898), Japanese (1899), Chinese (1899), Czech (1900), Danish (1900), and Arabic (1913).
* Unsigned. ‘Books of the Week: Benjamin Kidd, Social Evolution’, Times, 22 Feb 1894, 8a
* T.H. Farrer, ‘Kidd’s Social Evolution’, Contemporary Review, v 66, June 1894, 769-80.
* G.D. Campbell, ‘Kidd on Social Evolution’, Edinburgh Review, v 179 April 1894, 479-511.
* Francis Galton ‘The Part of Religion in Human Evolution’, National Review, v 23 Aug 1894,
755-63
* Benjamin Kidd, Note on the above, National Review, v 23 Aug 1894, 763-65
* Benjamin Kidd, ‘Social Evolution: Reply to Criticisms’, Nineteenth Century, v 37, Feb 1895,
226-40.
* Herbert Spencer, ‘What is Social Evolution?’, Nineteenth Century, v44 Sep 1898, 348-58.
* Maurice Eden Paul, ‘Social Evolution in Japan’, Cornhill Magazine NS v4 (May 1898)
657-74

* Unsigned. ‘Books of the Week: Benjamin Kidd, Social Evolution’, Times, 22 Feb 1894, 8a

From Benjamin Kidd, Social Evolution, London: Macmillan, [mid-Feb] 1894, ch. 1
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 relgious 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. . . . 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 extraordinary position that her only
concern with them is to declare (often, it must he 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, it is evident that this is not the question 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.
From T.H. Farrer, ‘Kidd’s Social Evolution’, Contemporary Review, v 66, June 1894
But let us not be ungrateful to Mr. Kidd’s book. If his theories are at fault—if it is not true that reason and religion
are necessarily at war, or that the function of reason is essentially selfish and materialistic, whilst the function of
religion is to further the progress of society; if it is false that the interests of the social organism are at variance with the
interests of the men and women who compose it; if, in short, Mr. Kidd has not solved the puzzle of human existence; let
us thankfully acknowledge that he has touched subjects of the deepest interest, and has touched them in an interesting
way; that he has called fresh attention to the influence which different religions, and especially the Christian religion,
have had on the development of mankind; that he has stimulated inquiry in this fruitful field of research; that he has
emphasised the value of character as compared with intellect, and the importance to character of man’s relation to the
Inscrutable and the Unknown; and finally, that he has given us a view of the progress and aims of modern society
which, if not so complete as he supposes, contains elements which are true and important, and which are all the more
valuable because his views are animated by a spirit of humanity and of reconciliation.
From G.D. Campbell, ‘Kidd on Social Evolution’, Edinburgh Review, v 179 April 1894
We see no help for the difficulties of the world in this philosophy considered as a whole. But we are deeply indebted
to Mr. Kidd for not a few of its separate parts. We cannot put the pieces together into any consistent, or even into any
coherent, system. But there is much that is most valuable in his argument for religion against secularism—in his
argument for an independent morality against utilitarianism—in his argument for individual freedom against socialism.
Above all we thank him for the testimony he gives to the influence which Christianity alone has had among the
religions of the world, in breathing into human society The redeeming influences of charity, benevolence, and love.
This pre-eminence in results can only be due to a corresponding pre-eminence in revealing objective truth. We forgive
him for the conventional cover which he deems it necessary to throw over these old and familiar ideas by adopting the
modern jargon of calling them altruism. Above all we thank him for that conception of Christianity which points to the
personal life and teaching of Christ as the seat and centre of all power. We have been of necessity compelled to dwell
chiefly on those other parts of his book from which we differ profoundly, and we are not sure that we have done full
justice to all its separate parts. But with this reserve — which we make with sincere anxiety—we must record our
opinion against Mr. Kidd’s view of social evolution as one which is essentially crude, unsatisfactory, ill-digested, and in
many ways open to the most serious objection as dangerous and deceptive.
Benjamin Kidd, ‘Social Evolution: Reply to Criticisms’, Nineteenth Century, v 37, Feb 1895
We have, therefore, reached a position in which it is possible to formulate a group of statements which, if correct,
constitute nothing more or less than a series of fundamental principles of history. . . :-1. All religion is essentially ultra-rational. No form of belief is capable of functioning as a religion in the evolution
of society which does not provide sanctions for conduct outside of, and superior to, reason.
2. The social system founded on a form of religious belief forms an organic growth which is the seat of a series of
historical phenomena unfolding themselves in obedience to laws that may be enunciated.
3. The process at work in human society is always developing two inherently antagonistic but complementary
tendencies; namely, (1) the tendency requiring the increasing subordination of the individual to society, and (2) the
rationalistic tendency leading the individual at the same time to question, with increasing insistence, the authority of
the claims requiring him to submit to a process of social order in which he has absolutely no interest, and which is
operating largely in the interests of unborn generations. In a healthy and progressive society, the fundamental principle
of its existence is, that the second tendency must be continually subordinated to the first. But the intellect has no power
to effect this subordination.
4. The problem with which every progressive society stands continually confronted is: How to retain the highest
operative ultra-rational sanction for those onerous conditions of life which are essential to its progress; 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 raise to the highest degree of social efficiency the whole of the members.

