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swwhen our historian deals with a man of action ‘
such as Fairfax, the qualities which, in paint-
ing the General, be brings into relief, are not
his ifts as a soldier, but bis moderation and
modesty as a man, It is therefore not at all
likely that Cromwell’s energy and his success
should tell for too much in Mr. Gardiper's es-
timate of his merits. Yet, as the history of
the Rebellion and the Commonsvealth unfolils
itself year by year) ns we read what we have
ventured to eall Mr. Gardiner’s ¢ Annual Re-
gister’ of the Civil War, Cromwell’s greatness
becomes more and more apparent. Mr. Gar-
diner is no hero-worshipper : but Cromwell,
from the very nature of things, becomes his
hero. IHence, though there is not the least at-
tempt to write an apology or to explain away
Cromwell's defects, each successive volume re-
movek the misconceptions which havedamaged
the Protector’s reputation,

The charge of hypoerisy, for instance, i the
word hypocrisy be taken in its ordinary and
true sense, vanishes away; it becomes abso-
Intely impossible to believe that Cromwell's
religious fervor and passion was a mask hid-
ing insatinte and unserupulous ambition.  IHis
religion was a quality of his nature as marked
as it was genuine, What Mr. Gardiner does
not perbaps show ix, that with Cromwell, as
with many otlier men of genuine religious sen.
timent, there may not have existed a curious
connection between strong religious convie-
tions and a tendency towards tortuous ways of
reaching what, to an enthusiast, seem abso-
Iutely good ends.  Tanaticism is not necessa-
rily allied with transparent honesty, and a
politician who naturally uses the langunge of
religion, aud gains thereby the support of pious
aud fervent followers, is tempted to coneeul
under the phraseology of a preacher the politi-
ral astuteness of a statesmait,  Such aman no
doubt deceives himself, but it is because heisa
self-deceiver that he is able to deceive others,
Make, however, what reservations you like,
and the charge of hypoerisy falls to the ground.

1t becomes, again, apparent that, even be-
fore Cromwell became the ruler of England, he
had imbibed broader ideas of statesmanship
than were to be found among the leading men
of his age. You can see in uk:} his conduct o
real conceru for the interest offthe nation as a
whole.
wish to be the mere leader of a party. The
character of a politiciun in the seventeenth
century can be certainly determined by his
attitude tuwards roligious toleration.  How
far, in matters of theology, error could
be tolerated was in reality the problem of the
day, and Cromwell, paradoxical as the asser-
tion must appear 1o Roman Catholies and to
High Churchmen, leant towards toleration.
Neither the Roman Catholics, nor the HigH
Churchmen, nor the Preshyvterians were pre-
pared for a policy so little oppressive to the
mass of religious men in England as the poli-
cy which Cromwell was inclined to follow.
There existed, no doubt, in the England of
Cromwlly persons whose spiritual insight or
whose speculative power showed them that the
conflicts which had distracted Europe since the
beginning of the Refarmation could be termi-
nated only by a kind ‘of toleration which no
practical statesman would have proposed to es-
tablish in England in 1051, or for long after;
but among the statesmen, and certainly among
the Puritan statesmen, of his day, Cromwell
must be considered as averse to all measures
of persecution, IHe was .the largest-minded
among the Puritan leaders, as he was assured-

There never lived a man who had less |
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capacity beeomes 1hé more apparent the more
his life is studied in detail. Nomanever knew
better what, for the immediate object he had
in view, was the right course to be taken. At
any given moment he saw what was the path
to take, and, wihen once he saw it, struck into
it with the utmost vigor. It is this combina-
tion of sound judgment and vigorous action
which is the distinetive trait of his political,
and, it may be suspected also (though this is a
point on which only an expert can speak with
authority), of hismilitary carcer, It istrue, and
not at all inconsistent with what wehavenssert-
«@l, that there were moments when he obvious-
Jy did not see clearly what was the best course
to be pursugld, There was a time when he
thought it mizht be possible to come to terms
with the -King. It was but slowly that he
made up hiz mind that the army must be used,
or be allowed, to Parlinment.  But
thougzh the existence of these periods of hesita.
tion is undeniable, it is cqually certain that,
before the supreme ertsis arrived, he in each
case saw what was the policy which the cir-
cumstances of the moment required, and from
{ha: minute pursued remorselessly the dictates
of his inspiration. 1t may indeed well be main-
tained that, asregarded the immediate success,
bo-never made o mistake,  Mr. Gardiner ques-
tions the wisdom, even with a view to the re-
conquest of Treland, of the massacre at Drogh.
eda,  But our author’s most legitimate de-
testation of merciless and perhaps faithless
cruelty blinds him to the immense gain of
terrifying every hostile garrison in Ireland.
This is one of the few matters on which the
passionate and hasty judgment of a bofn gene-
ral is more trustworthy than the calm conclu-
sions of a humane historinn, To the combina-
tion of insipht and energy is due Cromwell's
unbrofeu suceess,  In e\'(‘l')'[,)i'l_ii\-}; he attempt-
od o succeeded,  As a soldiér, and from some
points of view as a statesman, he could not
staud comparizon with Nupoleon; but Napo-
leou's failures are as astonishing as his sue-
Cromwell’s course is marked by no de-
fea To whatever ho put his band, inthat he
succeedad; ho not only rose to power, but.died
in power,  So firmly established was his autho-
rity that he transwitted it to his son, and in
this he achieved a triumph denied to the ge-
nius of the first, and to the astuteness of the
third, Napoleon,

C Thirdly, it is Cromwell's success in all his
actions taken separately which forces upon the
reader’s attention the wealk point of Olivers
cenius, His elaim {o be a great eader of men
is past dispute; his claim to rank among
tatesmen of quite the highest class is open to
serious question.  He saw with astounding
elearness what were the best means for the at-
tainment of an fmmediate objeet, and, by
adopting these means with passionate energy,
gained his cnds. But to judge even frour the
part of Cromwell’s life which Mr. Gardiner
bus already  narrated, the Puritan  Jeader
seets to have been gifted with far greater in-
sight into the requirements of the moment
than foresight as to the effect which a course
of action would ultimmately produce. Putaside,
for the sake of argument, all questions as to
the justice of Charles's execution ; let the trial
of the King be looked upon not s0 much as the
arraignment and punishment of a calprit as a
Jegitimute act of warfure uand self-defence.
These concessions, which may fairly be made,
save the moral character of theregicides, butdo
not even tend to vindicate their statesmanship.
As a matter of fact, the death of Charles was

coeree
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impossible, and to put in his place a claimant
against whom no one had any complaint, was
to prepare the way for the Restoration, Add
to this that the dethronement of the King
could, from a statesman’s point of view, be jus-
tified only by the belief on the part of Cromwell
that it was possible to found a republic in Bog-
land or by his willingness to occupy the throne,
That Cromwell was a believer in a Parliamen-
tary Commonwealth is incredibie; that when
the moment for decision arrived he was not
prepared to pluce the erown on his own head
is certain,  The execution of Charles removed
an immediate peril, but Cromwell had never
provided for the dangers of the future, of
which the execution was certzin to be the
cause.

This, too; was not an isolated error. Hemade
mistakes of a similar kind at other crises. The
Protector may probably have cxnoeted to live
some years longer than he Jdid; still, hic wsas,
when he died, a man who had Iang sutiered in
health from his coustant labors aud anxietics,
and who could not be surprised at the approach
of death, It is doinyg him the barest justice to
assuie that he was intensely anxious that the
fruits of the great Civil Warand ol all that he
and his comrades had endured should: not be
Jost, yet he took no adequate step to provide
for the sticcession to the Protectorate. It he
thought Richard a fit suceessor, Cromwdl's
usual saugacity had forsaken him. If, what is
more probable, be had not fully thought ont
the best mode for providing for a contin-
geney  which he still looked upon as  fu-
ture, then Cromwell showed here, as oelse.
where, a want of  the which
stutesmen of a different type oecasionally at

foresight
least possess. It is this one defect, combined
with his extraordinary powers, which renders
the lifeof Cromwell a suunnary of the Puritan
movement.  Cromwell and Puritanism both
triumphed over their foes; apd Cromwell and
Puritanism both, to use an expression of Mr,
(ireen's, “ missed their mark.” '

SOME STUDIES OF REASONING.

A Critical Aceovnt of the Philosophy of
Lotze : The Doctrine of Thought. By Hen-
ry Jones, author of ‘Browning as a Philo-
sophical Teacher.”  Macmillain & Co. 1805,

Die Gruadbegrifle der ehesien
Von Dr. V. Eberhard,  Erster Band!
zig: Teubner. 1804

Geamelrie,

Leip-

Rienwann and his Stgaificanee for the De-
relopment of Modern Mathewatics. By Ile-
Hx Klein. [Translated by Alexander Ziwet,
In the Bulletin of the Americen .\_‘.111,1'1 anati-
cal Society for April, 1802507 G

Elements of Inductive 175
Davis. Harper & Brotln s :

Wi may dispose of the last b bl ;: has

the signal merit of being sinull —a <!“l{?’7§{‘ me-

rit Cousidering its quality. It plunges the
ttyro,” as the student is politely called, atthe
very outset, into perplexing disputes of which
he will be utterly incompetent to form the
least opinion, thus tending to pervert him into
not the least nocuous of mental vices, 1t jum-
bles wholly irreconciluble theories. Its power
of thought may be judged from a single speci-
men. ‘I'he proposition ‘A scotched wheel does
not revolve” is pronounced uuvscicentitic and in-
accurate, because ‘‘in strictness a gause is es-
sentially positive.” It is a pity that those who
have for the last three hundred years been try-

a deatli-blow to Puritanism.

ly the most capable, .
Secondly, Cromwell’s military and political

throned king with whom reconciliation was

’

To remove a de- !

ing to improve the condition of the world by
the study of forces vere not told this in time;
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for they have always buen rexarding forees
as acting continually, whether halanced by
others ornot, and have always treated fl‘i(‘liul;.
which is (we are forbidden to say the (-uusG
the devil of the scotched wheel, as o force, 1t
would be a grievous thing that young men
should be taught such triviality instead of the
- methods by which useful reasouning is really
performed, were it not that fortunately it
runs off of them like water from o 111{1'1&
back.
One of the leading mathematicluns and ma-
thematical philosophers of our age, Kiein,
gives another of those instruetive <-mmuon‘..;
upon mathematien]l procedure of
have enjoyeda number from hisjun. Heacain
dwells, as he had already done, upon the im-
portance of attentive intuition-~in other wordy,
of the observation of diagrams am? e Hke-—
as an essential element of mathemsiical rea-
“.soning. Cousidering that mathematicians have
long held that mathematics covers all exuct
rensoning, quantitative or not, it will he seen
that Klein is going over to a logical doetrine
whiclt has had defenders in this country and
in England.  According to this, our assurance
that €0 6.810)- (1,284 5 =2 is of the same
nature as our assurance that sulphuric weid is
precipitated by baryta, we having satisfied
ourselves in each ease that a single experiment
is suflicicnt; ouly in one case we observe Na-
ture, in the other our own construction,  Dr.
Klein remarks that although pure matheoma-
ties deals with a purely imaginary world, yet
the course of it< development is not arbitrary.,
He seeks to explain its orderly growth Ly his-
torical continuity, and by the fact that as
older questions get solved new guestions * na-
turally " arise.  No doubt they do, but that js
precisely what needs explunation.  We shoull
like to know in whnt this “natural™ succes-
sion of ideas, without any external nature to
guide it, consists.

which e

Is there, for example, some
Hegelian dinlectice, or is there a different Kene-
ral law for this growth of pure coucepts, or is
it lnwless v

The paper contains so many points of in-
terest that we can only recommuend it to the
reader. The logical importance of Riemann's
memoir on Trigonometrie Series is pointed out.
Klein says (in the absence of the original, we
have taken the liberty of rubbine down some
of the angles of the English translation) :

¢ Riemann’s collected works are neither nu-
merous nor extensive.  They are comprised in
an octuvo of 530 pages, and but half of that
matter was published by him.  Yet his sway
over the minds of mathematicians was the
most potent of his time; nor is it even yet
come toan end. This s owing to the originul-
iy and the penetration of his mathematical
thought. . . . Passing by the latter cha-
racter, 1 desira to point out that Riemann's
originality lics in a unifying central iden, the
sourco of all his uchievements, . Heile-
voted much time and thought to physical the-
ories, X These are preserved in frag-
mentary form in his posthumous papers. Al
have in’ common the bhypothesis (since made
prominent by coufirmations of Maxwell's the-
ory of light) thatspace is filled with a continn-.
ous tluid serving as n common medium for the
propagation of optical, magnetie, and gravi-
tational phenomena, Those physical
Ideas are the mainsprings of his investications
in pure mathematics, The mathemat-
ical work of Riemann Is the counterpart of the
physical researches of Faraduy.”

Ho remarks, too, that Riemann's growing
influence is illustrated by two new French
books, Picard’s ‘Traité d'Analyse’ and Appell
and Goursat’s ‘Thdéorie des Fonetions Algds-
briques.’ '

Dr. Eberhard’s work is a welcome mathe.

mention it because some thirty pages of the
long preface are occupied with the basis and
purpose of geometry. As in sowe other recent
German work in the same direction, while the
need is for a purely logical analysis, we are
furnished with semi-psychological and epis-
temological refiections which would not answor
the purpose even if they were beyond eriti-
eism, It illustrates, however, the purcly
empirical ground upon which geometry is now
placed by - mathematicians, considered as a
seieneo of actual space, although tho very
smme men may be high idealists when they
come to peometry of n dimensions or other
pure mathematies.  From generalities which
might almost have been taken from Bain's
fSensds and Intelleet, or some such psychologi.
eal treatise, Bberhard passes at once to the in-
terseetions of planesandstraight lines, inentire
forgetfulness that in order to exhibit the foun-
dations of geometry he ought first to have
treated topolagy, or that Lranch of geontetry
which relates to lines and surfaces whase exact,
forms remain undefined—a braneh which in-
cludes the theory of knots, Euclid's formula
for the number of summits, cdges, and faces
of a polyhedron (which need not have plane
faces), ete. This plainly underlies the optical
doctrine of straight lines and planes.

. For those'who like their philosophy drawn
particularly cool and mild, Lotze's system is
Jjust the thing; and the *Microcosmos ™ (would
there were a handy imprint of Misses Hamil-
ton and Jones's translation) would be as coud
o book to begin with as those could have for
whon one big but easy tome on philgsophy
will be all they have the couragoe t) undertuke.
Yet whoever perseveres to the end of that
work will most likely want more such reading,
and may probably next goon to the ‘Logic” and
* Metaphysies of the same author, Those twin
treatises mastered, the reader will certainly
find it to his advantage to examine the refuta-
tion of them of which the volune that heads
our list is the first instalment. It deals with
Lotze's *Logic,” aud another is promised to
make mincemeat of the ‘Metaphysics.”  Lotze
is somewhat in sympathy with modern phy-
ies: he might be said to Le one-third imbued
with the scientific spirit, 1o had a medicul
student's initiation into the outer courts of
seience.  His chiefl measter was Gustav Theo-
dore Fechuer, n many-sided man like himself,
say three-quarters scientific; but Lotze was
not half as much so.  That which more than
all else distinguishes the thoroughly natural-
seienfific philosopber from the theological is
that, in the former, all other passions ave
swallowed up in the passion to leara thetiruth,
while the latter is fired with the impulbse to
teach the Truth. It is amazing what disparate
coneeptions of truth and of Truth those oppo-
site attitudes carry.  As for Lotze, it was
teaching ‘and not learning that engaged bis
energies.  The life of the man was devoted to
curing fellow.countrymen of the malady of
Schellingisp. Now, to a superficial glance,
Lotze, though not untheological, is high in
the ranks of the scientific among metaphysi-
cians; while Schelling, with his eye fixed on
Deity, was & babe in exactScience. Neverthe.
less, a scientific specialist may well feel nearer
to Schelling than to Lotze, becauso Schelling
scems to really desire to find out the truth,
ready at a moment’s notice to dump all pet
dogmas for her sake. The two revolutions
his opinions underwent, though they are in
many critics’ eyes his shame, are his honorable
scars in those of the physical experimenter.

matical treatise on plane point-systoms, We

Lotze, on the other hand, having embraced

in the chureh of philosopby, fought for it
doughtily all his life long, with that sort of
fidelity which, extolled in seminaries, sets the
man of the world to looking out for other signs
of innmaturity or arrested development.

Prof. Jones has his attention far too closely
riveted upon a single question (though it is un-
doubtedly the central question of Lotze's phi-
losophy) to give a very good all-round account
of Lotze's logie.  For example, toward the end
of the book he remarks in a foot-note:

“The doctrinerepeatediy advanced by TLotze
that our ideas can be regarded as ul»ill('ti\'cl\"
valid, and that the process of thought leads to
objective results merely beenuse every one, on
account of the constitution of {he human soul
must arrive at the same results, does not seent
to me to he worthy of scrious diseussion,
Error would not cease to e error though alt
>hn\11(1.v(-mnlnit it. TC would, prebably, not he
recognized as rror” ’

Now not, Srepestedly U merely, but on every
proper oceasjon Lotze advances that doctrine.
It i, not certainly the most prominent, but the
basic principle of his systens, and if it is not
worth serious dizcussion, why write a some-
what lengthy book about that system But,
ulter all, considering that Lotze holds that it is
inipossible for anything like the real to be
thought, if all mankind woere immo{'ulrly fixed
in a belief, so as to entertain no stispicion of jt,
in what would its erroncousness cousist ¥ 1
could not picture the real as different from
what it if, since it cannot, on Lotze's theory,
pieture'it at all. It could not represent things
as like when they sre not alike, it all thi I
are somewhat alike, nor as unlike when they
are like, if all things are somewhat nn]il;«.-.
Where, then, would be the crrary It is difli-
cult, not to say impossible, to see. how, in
Lotze’s view, auy judgnment ean be in crror,
except in the sensc that it is destined to be re-
versed. Such reflections are, by this time, the
very commonplaces of philosophy: but Prof.
Jones seems not to be aware of them.  As for
what be can mean by saying that any error all
men shared would probabiy not he recognized
as error, the render must answer that without
any guess from uy, for we can make none,
The ouly plausible reply to Lotze's principle
would scem to consist in Jdénying that men

ever can be immovably fixed in any ervor; but
that /s the principle stated in other words.
Prof. Jones is a half-idealist.  He conecives
himself to be a complete idealist; but he will
find himseli’ foreed to pwrsue that path muck
further, for he has not
nominalisni,

yet emerged [romn
SN0 one he says, Sean assert
that things in general exist.” Can one noty A
pendulum has been drawn to one side 86,400
timés daily for twenty years, anid Cveryt oo
it has retwrned to its position, and that at al-
most.the same vate of speed. Was that chanco-
coineidence ¥ If not, there was a really opre
rative L, That law is general. it is not
only general itself, but it applics to a general
class of things: andif the law is realy the cliss
is real. I0 for “assert™ in the quoted sen-
tence, we read “deny,” we come nearer the
truth.  The idealist, 1o be consistent, will be
forced to deny that individuals really exist, as
such ; and he will be ultimately led to hold
that, while there are, of course, tictitious gene-
raly, yet some generals not only cweist but {ive,
Lotze’s ¢ Logic” was published twenty yoars
ago, 1t is choked up with the ecountric no-
tions with which the German logics of earlier
date abounded.  Thus, Lotze holils that every
true hypothetical proposition is convertiblo ;
that is to say, from the proposition. “If at-
traction varies inversely as the square of the

Kantian nominalism at his first confirmation

distance, the orbit of one particle rouni an-

’
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other will be a conic section,” it follows that
“If the orbit of one particle round another be
& conic section, attraction varies inversely as
the square of the distance,” although, in point
of fact, it may vary directly as the distance.
Again, he holds that our parts of speech are
essential to thought, although it does violence
to the majority of languages to classify their
words in that way. A hundred such whimseys
might be pointed out. But then logic was at
a low and unpleasant ébb in Germany for the
greater part of our century. Schrdder’s trea-
tise, if the Germans will only go through it
before they write, as they probably will, must
render such nonsense impossible for the future.

No very close thinking was needed to refute
Lotze's logic, at least in grelit part. Had it
been required, and had Mr. Jones been able to
supply it, it would bave been impossible to set
it forth in an easily readable book, in the lite-
rary way still expected in a philosopbical trea-
tise. An accurate logical discussion can no
more be drawn up in such form than could a
well-made balance sheet. The more elegant
and perspicuous the style, the less clear would
the statement be. However, in this case, no-
thing of the sort was needed ; and the style is
agreeable enough. Occasionally, points are
made with remarkable neatness. Yet long
successions of pages are diluted with such
washings of insignificant words as we marvel
to encounter from the pen of a student of poe-
try. Nevertbeless, for the substantial result
of the engagement, idealists of all stripes—
and they make up the great majority of think-
ers, nowadays—will opine that such deadly
holes bave been made in the sides of Lotze's
frigate that no patching can render her sea-
worthy. At the same time, a goodly number
will think Mr. Jones has himself some lessons
to learn in idealism yot, and he certainly has
much to learn in logic.

Recollections of War Times: Reminiscences
of Men and Events in Washington, 1860-1865.
By Albert Gallatin Riddle, formerly M. C.
from the 19th Ohio District, G.P.Putnam'’s
Sons. 8vo, pp. 380.

AN intelligent man's recollections of the war
times in Waghington cannot fail to be inte-
resting and valuable, and Mr. Riddle was not
only intelligent, but.he had a quick eye for
what was going on around him. As a some-
what radical Republican he had opportunities
for sceing the inside view of things in some
important junctures, and his character makes
him an authoritative witness as to what he saw.

On the capital - question of civil-service re-
form he is an involuntary witness to its neces-
sity, for he tells in the first person the story of
a promising member of Congress killed by a
post-office. A young man, gifted with the per-
fervid style of oratory which, in those days,
might carry a man far in polities, he becameo a
¢ favorite son "’ in the Cleveland district, and
was nominated almost by acclamation. There
were two able editors in Cleveland, Harris of
the Herald and Cowles of the Leader, and,
alas! therc was but ono post-office. In those
good old days the post-office was a perquisito
of the Representative, and Mr. Riddle gave it
to Cowles, Implacable wrath,of course, filled
the celestial mind of Harris. It is amusing,
now that we look back upon it over more than
a third of a century, but it was tragic then, As
if most perfectly to adorn the talo, the blind
devotion of Cowles to newspaper entorprise
made him the fatal instrument to destroy his
patron. N .
» Mr, Riddle was ohe of a bovy of Congress-

men who went out to the battle-fleld of the
first Bull Run to hail the victors, but the fate
of war made them part of the rabble rout
hustling each other in the panic flight to
Washington. The member for the Cloveland
district yielded, a little imprudently, perhaps,
to his literary facility, and wrote the story of
the rout in eome detail and with vivid pen-
strokes. He told of the able-bodied fugitives
who outran their regiments, and of demoral-
ized officers who tried to force their way into
his carriage. True, his letter was a private
one, but it was shown to Cowles, who proved
that he was an able editor, to the manner born,
by saerificing everything to the promised sen-
sation. He “ had a nose”’ for a sensatioq, and
Mr. Riddle saw his composgition come back in
cold print, but hot to the blazing point in un-
mitigated denunciation of the cowards who
ran from the Manassas field, with (to his oyes)
great gaps of omission of hir prase of thoso
who had done well. .
Harris saw that the Lord had delivered his
enemy into his hand, and he (being also an
able editor) regarbled tho garbled letter, and
the Congressman was exhibited as a Jehu crazy
with fear, lashing his horses through regiments
of poor wounded soldiers, and pushing bead-
long from his carriage-door a bleeding and
fainting officer, disabled in the noble perform.
anceof duty! Which was the upper and which
the nether millstone, it were hard to tell, but
between the two Mr, Riddlo was ground to
powder. He was burned in effigy, hanged and
drcwned. He was denounced in public and
privately ; he was threatened openly and anony-
mously. His explanations were hooted" at,
and when the time for renomination came, the
favorite son fared worse than the prodigal,and
was left to the husks outside the public crib,
Naturally disgusted, the now ex-member shook

hisg all too brief careor by removing to Wash-
ington, where he became a well-known lawyer,
a8 ho was before a geninl gentleman. And now
in his old age he looks back and laughs with
us (a little sardonically?) over the way in
which, unbeknown to himself, he was made an
object-lesson in civil-service reform.
‘ But Heaven that brings out good from ovil,
And loves to disappoint the Devil”

(if we may borrow Coleridge’s couplet), was
preparing for the victim of the burdens of pa-
tronage a quiet retrcat near enough to the
great current of affairs for rare opportunity
of knowledge, whence ho could disinterestedly
note passing events, and write forusanattract.
ive and useful note-book on men and things.
Of the Thirly-seventh Congress and the logis-
lation which organized the great conflict for
the Union, Mr. Riddle speaks, of course, with
authority. Besides this, however, he has many
porsonal reminiscences of Lincoln, Scott,
Chase, Stanton, Wade, Black, and others, which
will have permanent value in making up an
authentic picture of Washington and its lead-
ing men in the war time. His extracts from
his own speeches and writings give something
of the character of autobiography to the vol-
ume, but the whole is so closely connected with
the publicside of his life and duties as to avoid
any narrowness of personal experience. ’

A very interesting episode is his visit to Cuba
as representative of the State Department in
January and February, 1863. He had excellent
opportunities to investigate blockade-running,
ite methods, its risks, its profits and its losses.
This isan almost unique chapter in war history.
As a whole, the book is worthy of an honorable

place among the personal contributions to the
story of a great epoch.

the Cloveland dust from his feet, and closed

.St. Andrews and Elsewhere: Glimpsesof some

gone and of things left. By the author of
‘ Twenty-five Years of St. Andrews,’ etc.,
etc. Longmans, Green & Co.

“Boyp, who writes,” was Carlyle’s succinct
indication of the author of these recollections.
Long, long ago there were those who at first
liked his * Recreations of a Country Parson,’
and then got tired of them, but **A. K. H. B.”
has pever wearied of much writing; this is his
thirtieth volume, and he is proposing to cele-
brate, next September, the thirtieth anniver-
sary of his settlement at St. Andrews with an-
other volume covering the period since his
*Twenty-five Years of St. Andrews’ was writ-
ten. It is likely to be as meagre as the ‘ More
Memories’ of Dean Hole, for in this volume he
seems not only to have reaped but to have
gleaned the fleld. All of his usual character-
istics are here in full force: his abounding
egotism; his dwelling upon trifles; his twitter-
ing sensibility to the honor of having kpown
this or that distinguished person, and especial-
1y of having entertained them in his own house.
His egotism would be more endurable were it
more naive, but it is intensely self-conscious.
He tries to avoid the appearance of the evil by
spesking of himself in the third personand call-
ing bimself “one.”

“QOne soon saw ten or twelve clerics listen-
ing more or less critically; the younger of
them probably thinkingi';they could have done
it better themselves. For that, one did not
care at all. But really when, after service,
one of the most outstanding Bishops of the
Anglican Communion walked into the vestry
and introduced himself in the most brotherly
way (the very pleasantest of men), éven a man
long past the days in which self-conceit 1s tole-
rable could not but think that it had been
well the Prelate had heard one for the first
and last time when more like one's self.”

It isextremely funny when, finding himself
getting badly tangled in this artifice, he breaks
through into the joyous freedom of the first
person singular. There is much depreciatory
quotation of the praise he has received, and
this is sometimessickening, as where anextem-
pore prayor is lauded by the local press; but
in general it is more amusing then any other
feature of the book, even the stories, of which
there are many, and some of them very good.

The book will fail of its purpose if it is not
widely read, and especially by those who have
from time to time said disagreeable things of
Dr. Boyd. All these have their appropriate
comment., He pleads guiltless to the charge
of having preached in lavender kids, and con-
founds the wretch who accused him of preach.
ing the same sermon twenty times. Yet,
though much is made of little, it is evident
that Dr. Boyd has had a wide range of eccle-
siastical acqueintance, including some persons
of importance who have discounted his foibles
in view of his substantial qualities of mind
and heart. 'We may laugh at him more than
with him, but his book is certainly entertain-
ing, with the exception of fourteen of the
shorter chapters under the general heads,
#“That Peaceful Time” and ‘Things Left.”
Could we imagine Dr. Boyd as thinking any-
thing he had written too poor for publication,
we should imagine these had been withheld
until the need of paddipg had overcome his
scruples. The closing chapter celebrates the
writer's intimacy with Froude. The best thing
in it is Froude's comment on a certain Roman
Catholic archbishop: ¢t Ah, he thought high-
1y of Christ, did he? I venture to doubt
whether that favorable opinion was recipro-
cal.” In the same chapter Dr. Boyd eounds
the praise of Dr, Holmes. ‘‘He did not care




