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better thanits predecessorsas to belikely to stem
tho flood of composition and competition. One
_ hadarighttoexpectmuch from Mr. Fiske’s well-
known faculty for luminous exposition, though
his powers of condensation had perhaps hardly
been tested.  As an apostle of evolution, too,
he might have been counted on to exhibitina
masterly manner the organic growth of Ame-
rican institutions. ITe assuresus, in fact, in his

" preface, that be has “aimed, abaye all things,

at telling the story iu such a way“zs to makeit
clear how one event Jed to another.”

. Now what is the greatest single event in the
one hundred and five years of the republic's ex-
istence?  Undeninbly the civil war. When
did it end? Some will answer literally, in
1865, with the surrender of Lee; others, in
1877, when President Hayes withdrew the
Federal troops from the support of the carpet-
bag governments; others, in 1804, when the
war-tarift policy was reversod as far as was pos-
sible in view of the pension burden. When
did it beginy Some will say in 1861 with the
firing upon Sumter: othels, in 1860, with the
secession of South Carolina: others, in 1839,

“*with Johin Brown at Harper's Ferry; others, in
1854, with the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska
bill; others, in 1850, with the passagoe of the Fu-
gitive Slave bill. For forty-four years, then, at
the very least, the conflict of the two sections
and tho consequences thercof have occupied

public atteution without intermission. But

what is the genesis of the Fugitive Slave law ?
* Every one knows that its foundations, as of all
the events enumerated, wore laid in the com-
promises of the Federal Constitution—Lin-
coln’s “house divided against itself,"\Seward's
“firrepressible conflict.”  The historian, there-
fore, has one thread running down the woof
from the boginning, of vital interest at the
present moment, by which the child’s mind
can naturally and easily be lod back in a causal
conncction. No other thread of equal anti-
quity is so distinct, none possesses anything
like its importance. Not one of the group of
American historians above enumerated has
firmly grasped this thread, and Mr. Fiske is
even conspicuously inferior to several of them
in his attempt ** to makeit clear how oneevent
led to angther.” Slavery is to him actually a
‘“new question™ in 1820. In the ninae lines
which summarize the Constitution of *80 there
is not & word respecting slavery or compro-
mises, and in fact Prof. Thomas glone, of our
six authors, takes notice of the c@se tolerat-
ing the slave trade, or of that which provided
for slave representatioy—the national political
premium on the perpefuity of & system which
economically was alyays committing suicide.
Suppose & brigh{ lad reads, in tle daily
press, of Miss Wells's recent mission to Eng-
land to enlist fofeign public sentiment against
the horrible lynchings to which her race is
subjected in the Southern States, and by con-
tagion even in the Northern. What is there in
Mr. Fiske's narrative to show him the connec-
tion botween these atrocities and the defunct
system of slavery? Nothing, for there is no-
where any description of American slavery—
not an anecdote fromn which the child's imagi-
nation might glimpse the truth: the burning
alive of slave men and women in Massachu-
sotts, burnings in New York, in New Jersey,
in all the Southern slave Btates, still con-
tinued upon the freedmen and justified by cur-
rent Southern public opinion, ecclesiastical as
well as vulgar. Prof. Jobnston does mention
the New York colonial holocaust, and has a
phrase about *the cruelty of the system.” He
also touches fairly upon the race question.
records, too, the abolition of the foreign slave
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trade, but without remarking the sanction
given to it by the Constitution, or picturing
the infernal trafiie, about which our bright lad
might have read in a recent magazine.

It must be a false motive in an historian to
cover up what is barbarous in the nation’s his-
tory; and what, above all, should our Evolu-
tionist be doing in that galley ¥ The offence be-
comes grave when we recall the complaint of
the lack of moral instruction in our schools,
and consider that history is one of the most
potent vehicles of such instruction. Prof. Fiske
¢érrs with Prof. Johnston in narrating the Mexi-
can war without an allusion to its pro-slavery
inspiration. This is virtually, of course, to
put that war on a level of glory with the Rovo-
Iution and the war of 1812, and the child reads
of itg victories with the same pride as of Tren-
ton or Lake Erie. He sees ‘‘the flag” and
nothing else, and imbibes unconsciously the
immoral precepts of that day: ‘‘Our country
however bounded,” “Our country, right or
wrong.” Under such circumstances the na-
tional conscience must perforce be neglected by
our school historians. Few montion the aboli-
tion movément, as none truly defines its prin-
ciples; few give it its chronological place, with
its philanthropic pedigree. Mr. Fiske picks it

up in 1837, and implies that then ‘‘the little’

band of abolitionists began an agitation which
they were determined should not stop so long
as slavery endured.” Not a word of Lundy
and his Gentus of Universal Inancipation,
bub the trumpery Lundy's Lane is itemized in
this, and in nearly all our six histories. Not
a word, oxcept in Johnston and Thoma-.
about the mobs directed against the abolitiou-
ists, and Thomas alone commemorates Lovejoy.
Not & word about the service rendered the
cause of free speech in this country by the
Alton martyr and the abolitionists. Must tho
child go for this to the Life of Channing ? Caw
one infer the wave of feeling caused by Brooks’s
assault on Sumner in tho Senate chamber from
Johnston's ‘“cruelly beaten ([where?] by a
South Carolina Reopresentative,” or ~Fiske's
“atrocious and cowardly act” occasioned by
g gpeech of an exasperating character, con-
taining some personal allusions which
were not in good taste '™ Not a syllable in any
of the six about the significance of the outrage
in having been perpetrated where it was, by a
fellow-Congressman, for words spolen in de-
bate; the Senate as a body consenting, and
Brooks's copstituency reélecting him! Thomas
givesin an appendix Lincoln’s immortal second
inaugural address; Mrs. Barnes, who quotes

from the Declaration of Sentiments of the

American Anti-Slavery Society, also gives a
portion of John Brown’s immortal address to
the court. 'What would happen to the child’s
moral sense if the whole of the latter were
printed by Fiske, in silent comment on his
text: ‘“He {John Brown] was, of course, cap-

“tured and hanged. His attempt was an insane

piece of folly, and found but little sympathy or
approval in the North” ? True, but is the **of
course” the chronicler's or the moralist’s ? And
if there was little sympathy at the North for
the attempt, was there no sympathy for the
man ? Did the Northern conscience not recog-
nize its own ?

We wight, from the evolutionary point of
view, criticise Mr. Fiske's History in sundry
other particulars; but our space is overrun.
Prof. Thomas's work seems to us, on'the
whole, the best of those here considered in its
treatment of the main question (in one form
or another) of American politics from 1789 to
1894+ He has an excellent observation on the
effect of the civil war in lowering ‘‘in many

ways the moral tone of the whole country”;
and might have shown how the survival of tho
Republican organization as a war party has
put it in the very shoes of slaveryas an ob-
struction to indepeudent thought and effort
touching all reforms. Ounly now (if there is
to be no step backward toward protection)
have Stuart Mill's words of congratulation at
the close of hostilities come true:

“The chains of preséription have been bro-
ken; itis not only theslave who has been freed
—the mind of America has been emancipated.
The wholo intellect of the country has béen
set thinking about the fundamental questions
of society and government: and the new prob-
lems which have to be solved, and thy new
difficulties which have to be encountered, are
calling forth new activity of thought, and that
great nation is saved, probably fora long time
to come, from the most formidable danger of a
completely settled state of society and opinion -
—intellectual and moral stagnation.”

FOUR HISTORIES OF PHILOSOPHY.—I.

A History of Philosophy. With especial re-
ference to the Formation and Development
of its Problems and Conceptions. By Dr.
W. Windelband. Authorized translation by
James H. Tufts, Assistant Professor in “hi-
cago University. Macmillan & Co. .

History of Modern Philosophy. By Richard
Falkonberg. Translated with the author's
sanction by A. C, Armstrong, jr., Professor
in Wesleyan University. Henry Holt &
Co. .

An Historical Interpretation of Philosophy.
By John Bascom. G. P. Putnam’s Sops.

By B.C.

Chicago* A. C. McClurg

A History of Modern Philosophy.
Burt. 2 vols.
& Co.

Ir history is to be conceived neither ag mero

narration nor as the study of obsolete politics,

but as an account of man's development, then
tho history of the mind is surely the main
thing, and that of thought must stand at its
head. It is odd how different to different
sciences Is the importance of their own chroni-
cles. Mathematics can boast of a long and in-
toresting past ; but it is neither needful nor
usual for mathematicians to know much about
it, except only in certain special branches—tho
theory of elasticity, for example—which are
regularly studied in the discussions that gave
them birth. Anexamination of the beginnings
of mechanics throws, as is well known, no
feeble light upon the sclonce itself; while phy-
sioists hardly concern themselves about early
optics or early meteorology. Certainly of no
natural science can it be said, as might very .
well be maintained of metaphysical philosophy,
that its history is of more consequenco than its
doctrine. The University of Paris, and every
medireval university, required a student to be
fairly well trained in the history of philosophy
before they would allow bim to teach it. The
metaphysics of those days was theology, and
theology was metaphysics. Now Charles Thu-
rot and many good authorities understand
that in Paris, after a man had taken his hood
of master of arts, he bad to study fourteen
years more before he could be admitted to the
degree in theology. That study was, of course,
almost entirely historical. Denifle understands
that only fourteen years in all were required;
but what a contrast even that to modern prac-

tice. .

Dr. Windelband is & German professor of
high reputation. His manual history of phi-
losophy, now presented to English readers in
such English diction as can emanate fromw tho
most modern, if not (after the flesh) the most
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wealthy, of earth’s seats of learning, is well
known everywhere; his larger work is cele-
brated. Throughout Germany, this scholar is
extolled for his accuracy, for the emergy of
thought with which he compresses a whole
philosophy into a paragraph, and for his crys-
tal clearness. The most faithful student
must tremblo at the idea of criticising such a

work. We will suppose that the college e |

pior” for whom the book is intended, reads
upon p. 342 about the Parra logicalia, which
are a series of mediceval treatises explaining
how the forms of everyday thought are to be
made amenable to strict logical rules—expla-
nations highly useful in times when formal ac-
curacy of lofic was oxacted ip all those scho-
lar's-disputations which égfed most of the
scholar's waking bours. indelband, speak-
ing of that one of theso Parca logicalia which
relates to ‘supposition,” i. ¢., the logical de-
notation of nouns, remarks that the impor-
tance attributed to this subject was ** not with-
out its precedent in antiquity "; to which he
somewhat cruelly adds that ** the reader need
only be reminded of the investigations of Phi-
lodemus on signs and designations.” ~Our stu-
dent, not heing blessed with Teutonic phlegm,
blushes at this as a snub; for tho investiga-
tions of Philodemus with whicli he is expected
to be so familiar are coutained only in a some-
what recently transeribed and fragmentary
papyrus from Herculaneum, of which Dr. Win-
delband ip this history has only recorded the
bare title, mept oqueiwr KAt ONPEUITEWYy which he
now translates, ** On Signs and Designations.”
Stung to the quick by the imputation of un-
usual ignorance, our ingenuous youth rushes
to the college library, gets the transcription of
the papyrus by Gompertz, and proceeds to dig
out the Greek until boe has mastered the sub-
gtauce of it. -Having done this, he finds to
his amazement that tho title cannot, agreeably
“to the countents, be understoed to mean, “On
signs [i. e., words and the like] and designa-
tions,” but, on the contrary, must be rendered
“QOn signs [i. e., facts symptomntic of other
facts] sud their significance [i. e., their. in-
" forential value]”; and further that the sub-
stance of the treatise bears not the remotest

affinity with this *“supposition” of nouns, but*

is o discussion of ‘the philosophy and value of

inductive reasoning! .In- short, he discovers.

that the superlatively learned Windelband can
certpinly never have openced the volume of
which he talks so glibly. After that, the poor
fellow will begin to doubt whether Dr. Win-

delband has so much as read Henry of Ghent |

(whose works are dowanright rare), though he

_ talks of him as un intimate; and he will al-

‘most be tempted to extend that doubt to

. -#Richardus de Mediavilla, whose. name is

printed in this volume Mediavia.
The above is, perhaps, not the worst of
swarms of amusing blunders of detail with
- which the book abounds, and which the trans-
lator bad better have obtained leave silently
to rectify. Roger Bacon is spoken of as a pro-
duct_of the Franciscan .order, which is as if
Marie Antoinette were called a product of the
* French Revoliftion. Albertus Magnus_stands
. ‘shoulder. to shoulder with Roger Bacon—a
worso error yet, exposing defective perception
of the calibres of men, and at the same timeo
naive want of acquaintance awith the spirit of
Besides, in truth, Bacon
pever tires of satirizing Albert. . True, he does
" not name him—that were, unnceessary and
cvarse. But there i3-no mistaking the charac-
terization, which, so aptly fitting the most
prominent man in the learned world of that
day, cannot be meant, for some indiscoverable

\J

nobody, when Bacon plainly says he means &
person of universal celgbrity. Errors of a more
important description are equally rife. Win-
delband speaks of thie hacceity of Scotus as a
form, instead of a formality, or Sormal prin-
ciple, a widely different thing. This error has
been t;ommit,t,ed by others, but it none the less
argues a terrible misapprebension of the cen-
trul idea of Scotus, as well as a total oblivious-
ness of the literature of the dispute between
Thomists and Scotists. We notice, too, that
Prantl's unfounded theory of a ‘‘ Byzantine
logic” is spoken of as if it were beyond all
doubt. This hypothetical “Byzantine logic”
is represented by a single book, the Greek of
which is fishy to the last extreme. It is full of
phréses which® can only be explained by the
Latin, and its ideas are even more Latin than
its language. In short, itisa manifest trans-
Iation from the Latin.

Dr. Falkenberg's history is eminently modern
in its methods and prefercuces, 1t furnishes
what may be called the conceptions best re-
ceived in Germany to-day of the different
systems of modern philosophy. It is little
colored by personal views, is Jurninous, sengi-
ble, and accurate. Not its least recommenda-
tion is that it has been translated by a man
able to write an agreeable English style. It is
to be feared thet unfortunate presswork,
quite painful to the eyes, snay detract from
its usefulness.

Dr. Bascom, who has hit upon an expressive
title for such a sketch of history as his, is well
known as a dualistic intuitionalist.” The busi-
ness of his life has been to fit out young men
destined to practicel pursuits with & kit of
ready-made opinions and to train them iu not
criticising the sume. Everywhere throughout
this book he is occupied with the good or bad
practical results of the different philosophies.
What has been taught is the question that in-
torests Dr. Bascom, and on that head he makes
many shrewd observations, forcibly expressed;
but as to what train of thought it was that led
to any doctrine he does not care, and teaches
his scholars not to care. The most important
knowledge, he bolds, ‘‘admits of no further
explanation ‘than is involved in the very act of
knowing ' (Bascom’s * Psychology,” p. 13).
Or, as he says in another place, * sound philo-
sophy gives no entrance to tho feeling that,
knowing a thing once, we need to know it
#zain, in some other way, in order to know it”
(*Historical Intérpretation,” p. 90). This is
declaring war on criticism in general. Pro-
vide yourself, young man (is his general tone),
with & full set of sound beliefs, and then take
good care of them, and don’t indulge in idle
longings to know things in two different ways:
so you will have a successful and happy life,
and go to heaven when you die.

That a history of philosophy ought to be
written in the country where it is to be used,
is o maxim that gaing in weight the more one
rellects upon it. Mr., Burt's pretty volumes,
besides being written by an American to meet
the wants of American students, present seve-
ral excellent and original features. In the
Kaptian volume, one-third of the ‘space is de-
voted to English philosophy. The correspond-
ing ratio in Falkenberg, though the translator
of that work has entirely rewritten’ and
greatly enlarged the English section, is only
1-10. Among German authors, such intense
concentration of thought, such subtilty, such
fine edge upon ideas ag Scotus, Ockbam, Hob-
bes, Hartloy, Berkeley, James Mill, Clifford”|
axhibit, will be sought in vein. Everybody
knows that there is a German history of phi-
losophy, admirably translated, that has besn

of very great usefulness in this country; we
mean Morris's Uberweg. Bt now that work,
more than twenty yearg old, is growing out
of date. Besidgs, it states only the counclu-
sions of phil6§ophers, mot their reasonings,
and then, it is written from a foréign point of
view. Wenced an American history of phi-
losophy, upon an encycloprdic scale. It does
not matter much whether we have good summa-
ries of A;istotle, Descartes, Kant, nor even of
the second grade of philosophers, but it is for
information about writers wiiom few can find
time to read, Samuel Parker, Toland, Arthur
Collier, Jean Senebier, Tetens, Rosmini, and
hundreds of other third-rate philosophers, that
such a work is greatly needed. Mr. Burt de-
votes a section (sometimes several) to each
writer, who is taken up, his life briefly nar-
rated, his doctrine stated, and his influence
estimated. If Mr. Burt does mot display an
exceptional power of comprehensive state-
ment, the clear, sensible, and logically excel-
lent, arrangement of his work lights it up very
on.ch in more nnses than one.
he would take wore paing to satis{y our curi-
osity as to just how each metaphy cian- came
to think as he did.

Teutonic, Switzerland. — Romance Swilzer-
land. By W. D. McCrackan. Boston: Jo-
seph-Knight:Co. 2 vols., pp. 315 and 270,

Wk are in the habit of looking upon Europe as

| practically immutable, compared with grow-

ing, ever-changing America. But as a matter
of fact it has been shown lately that the cities
of Germany grow and alter more rapidly than
our own; and to realize how many changes
are constantly taking place in mountainous
Switzerland, it is only necessury to-compare
two or three successive editions of Bacdekor's
guide-books with one another. Every year
now mountain railwaysare built, new points

of view made accessible, and so many other

changes are made that thirty or forty extra
pages are required to describe them. Indeed,
the mere facts and dry directions multiply so
rapidly that all historical details and touches of
Jocal color in description have to bo gradually
eliminated. Thus a Baedeker ten years old
would to-day utterly fail of its purpose as &
guide; but if you should happen to come across
one in a hotel book-case, you would find in it
much interesting reading-matter which bas
been gradually crowded out by the accumu-
lating facts and directions.

Under these circumstances it was a happy
thouglet on the part of Mr. McCrackan to
write these two volumes, which are itendedto
be a sort of literary supplement to a guide-
book, themselves avoiding all practical direc-
tions regarding routes and hotels, but supplying
the ‘atmosphere” which-has gradually beon
banished from the guide-books. Doubtless,
also, the author valued the opportunity thus
provided to make use of chips that accumu-
lated in his workshop while he was writing his
tRise of the Swiss Republic.’ His present

volumes might be briefly described as a -

pleasant mélange of descriptions of cities and
mountains, together with historic glimpses and
short biographies of famous men and women
who were born in Switzerland or made it their
home—Rousseau, Voltaire, Mme. de Btagl,
Calvin; Saussure, the subduer of Mont Blanc;
Sismondl, Amiel, Agassiz, and others. ¢
Globe-trotters think it necessary to go to
Japan in order to find the modern side by side
with the medigval, but Bwitzerlan
many sights almost equally incongrudus.- * In
Barn you can see on the strectsa car-line, run

.
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