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Studies,” ‘to the last, “Historical and Blo-
graphical.” The midway set is “Religious
and Philosophical.” Of the literary studies
the most jmportant is ;‘Did Shakspere Write
Bacon’s Works"" ft turns the tables in an
effective manner, showing that the ‘greater
was likeller to include the less than the less
" to include the greater. The religlous and
philosophical articles are polemical, and 'al-
- ready “Why I am not a Free-Religionist”
would sound strangely in a Unitarian con-
ference, though Dr. Clarke was accounted a
radical among Unitarians forty years ago.

The historical and biographical papers are.

. particularly interesting as touching things
in, which .Dr. Clarke had a personal ac-
quaintance and a deep and vital interest.
Thus, he writes of Carlyle as one of the firat
of those who felt the stress of his early inspi-
ration, and as one of those who were most
grleved by his deciine and fall, He ~does
not,  however, sufficlently indicate the ex-
tent to which the germs of Carlyle’s later
" brutalities existed in his earlier and earliest
work. He is singularly ‘inappreciative of
that humanity in Voltaire which was so
lacking in Carlyle. To Harrlet Martineau is

measured praise and blame in about equal.

parts. A fearful catalogue {s made of_ her
. assaults on various people in her ‘Audtobiog-
raphy.” He thinks she was needlessly afraid
of being mobbed, especlally in Louisville.
" Ky., where “it was easier at that time to

speak against slaveny than in Boston.” This
" testimony of Dr. Clarke is that of a resident
of Louisville, where he had his first parish.
Healsobrings his personal knowledge to bear
upon some of Mrs. Chapman’s additions’ to
. Miss Martineau’s book, and he ‘‘points with
pride” to the “Protest agalnst American

Slavery,” no mealy-mouthed affair, which.

be wrote and 173 Unitarian ministers signed
when there were not more than 250 all told.
But far the most interesting ‘and valuable
paper is his review of Wilson’s ‘Rise and

Fall of the Slave Power,’ which 18 less a’

review than a short.history from his own
point of view, and we could hardly have a
. better.. The account of the early abolition
- meetings is at once critical and sympathe-
vtlc. It 18 “important it true” that ‘“Mr.
Garrison always ‘maintained that

Tcon-
verts weré most likely ‘to be madejamong.

-those whose consciences had been educated
by the Church and the Bible.” Dr, Clarke's
psychology of Southern -bitterness is not that
of Dr. Leonard W. ‘Bacon, ascribing it to

. Nat. Turper's insurrection, nor that of. Dr.

" Lymen Abbott, who fathers it on the abo-
Htionists, but this, that the pro-slavery
Southerner was subconsciously in the
_wrong: for. nothing ever makes a man more

. -bitter than to go counter to.the deepest mo-

tlons of his pmmte heart.

The Conception of God. By Josiah’ Royce,
Joseph Le Conte, G. H. Howlson, and Sid-
‘ney Edward Meres. The Mazcmillan Co.
1897, . 8vo, pp. xxxvlii, 354,

On some day in 1895 Professor Royce de-
livered an address before the Philosophical
Unfon at the University of California, which
occupies fifty pages of this volume. This
address’ was devoted to a- restatement and
simplification of the argument for the exist-
ence of a God given in Professor Royce’s
carlier book ‘The Rellgious Aspact of Phi-
losophy.” The argument substantlally s,
that the mere existence of experience chows
thal something exists, no matter how inco-

herent that experience may be. That ex-
perience, with whatever lta"xlstence in-
volves, has a wheglas and therefore there is
an all-embracing being, which 1s all-know-
ing. Then, following out this line of re-
flection, the other attributes of Deity are
regarded as deductblz from omnisclence., Of
course, the other disputants’ Professors Le
Conte, Howison, and Mems were familiar
with thls argument in fhe enr]lpr form in
which fts author had broached it. Following
Professor Royce, Protessor_‘wzes presented

occupy a dozen pngés substantially ad-
mits Prof. Royce's muta ysies, but is un-

"le to see that thw ‘existence of a good
0

d is thereby préved. Prof. Le Conte fol-

L)o“ed and, in remarks of about the same

ength, ugged, in very slmple eloquence, the
xistence oul of the world, as harmon-
ing w! knowledge of nature and
ith the theory of evothion The debate
tvas closed Ly an nttack upon the argument
by Professor Howlson, of equal length with
e naddress that set it forth, from the

vIson, however, doés not. explicitly state
his own theory. It appears that there were
subsequeht private discussions among the
disputants, which had the excellent result
of inducing -Prof. Royce to write a wle-
mentary essay that fills considerably Taore
than half the volume, which is thus two-
thirds of his writing. An introduction of
thirty-eight pages, by Professor Howlson,
resumes the course of -the disputation, and
informs. us that it resulted, in accordance
with the time-honored custom of debate.
whether philosophical or political, in all
parties retaining their .original opiniops.
The Supplemeéntary Essay treats chlefly of
the principle of individuation, and this, even
more than the other parts of the book. is
of decided value as a line of reasoning .con-
-cerning logical and logico-metaphysical ‘iﬁ&t
ters. ) '
For few men will the book have any prac-
tical religious importance. In the eyes of
the majority of modern logiclans, religlous

lacies. In the first’ place, 1t violates that
logical rule which may be sald to- super-

namely, owing to the power of genuiné scl-
entific reasoning to correct itself—that is,

admission of additlonal evidence, to cor-
rect its v premises, as it constantly does
in the most exgt selences, and even to cor-
rect its own icles, of which there are
many historical amplea-—and _owing to the
fact that this scientific procedure is nothing
but the self-development of man’s original
-impulse of curiosity or intorest, it may be
said that the only one thing absolutely in-
dispensable to the discovery of truth is the
perfect sincerity and earnestness of the en-
deavor to get one's errors_corrected and be
set right. But -the religlous philosophers
are not striving to get set right, but to de-
fend a foregone conclusion, and, as his-
tory shows, byy. their mutual conflicts
they attain only the imposing persua-
sions for which they strive, and not the truth
for which they do not strive. It has been
as ¢often remarked that the religious
metaphysiclans usually commit another
logical - fault, that of totally misunder-
standing the nature of. necessary reasoning.

M‘etaphysics has always been an ape of ge-

cer®in objections, which as printed here,

standpoint of & Berkeleyan idealism. Prof.’

metaphysics, for the. most part falls into two. |
o logical sins, which are’ far worse than fal-

sede all others with an imperial sway; .

to correct its own previous conclusions by the

ometry. But nowadays geometers no longer
regard the postulates of geometry as axioms,
but merely as hypotheses. ‘All that neces-
sary reasoning can do is to keep an initfal
hypothesis consistent with itself: it cannot.
prove any matter of fact. But the religlous
metaphysicians seek thus either nBsolutely
to hoist themselves by thelr boot-straps, or
at least {o very much increase the height
of their jump. Starting with no premise
except such as every man kno:vs. they seek
to make this take the place of the speclal
rellgious experienco upon which Christianity
professes to be founded. ' Since Hegellanism
was exploded. the world will not bolieve
that philosophy (that 8, so much of sclence
as can be inferred from the. common ex-
perience of all men) can do the work of the
special sciences, each of which is founded
on some department of experience, to be
undergone only upon the fulfilment of la-
borjous conditions. )

The question to which Royee’s Supple-
mentary Essay is mainly devoted has an in-
timate connection with this frequently urged
objection to metaphyslcs. The world of pos-
sibilities, in which necessary reasoning holds
a solitary sway, is.a world of generals. You
can no more suppose an Individual horse
than you can wish for an individual horse.
You can suppose a pseudo-individuai—for
example, a vague individual—just as you can
wish for one horse and no more. Yet even
this you can do only by the ald of a real
oxperience. The world of existences to
which truth relates, and in which necessary
reasoning is out of place, is a world of in-
dividuals. The question for metaphysics is,

does the distinction between the general and
the individual go. 'Prof. Royce ‘comments
upon what Aquinas and Duns Scotus have
to say upon this subject, which was the
leading!topic of logico-metaphysical discus-

| sion-ffdin the middle of the thirteenth to the

middle of the fourteenth century, say dur-
ing the period ot the decorated Gothic ar-
chiteeture. Duns Scotus, one of the ablest
.logicians that ever: lived, was the prineipal
doctor of thgt period t¢ hold virtually, ‘the

decisive to say concerning{ religious ques-

rience or special information, or concernlng
special science, which must be left to the
approbrlqte department of experfence. *“Non
potest probarl Deum esse.vivum.” ,See this
and some dozens of slmllar propositions jn
his ‘Tractatus de Creditis.’ But if pure
reasoning is thus impotent as to existence,
the concrete’ world cannot be a mere solidi-
fication of th¢ world of ideas. In barmony,

‘reasoning, he held that the pr]nciple of
individuation was a certain "poslting
mode of being" (positiva cntitas). This
was not very expliclt, but it was important
as showing that the indlvldﬁullty was some-
thing utterly different from anything else.
Throughout the writings of Scotus, st
merely in the famous discussion concernlng
the third dlstinction of the second book of
the ‘Sentences,’ but wherever the question of
individuality is npproached (as in the
‘Questiones Subtilissime’) we see its ‘per-
culiarity insisted upon; yet Prof. Royce has’

own views. But Royce's spe!ulatlons burn-

interesting when he connects individuation
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proposltlon that metaphysics has nothing .

therefore, how deep into the nature of things .

tions, v\hlch must be left to religlous expe-

therefore, with that view of demonstrative -

read Scotus through such spectacles that he .
adduces him as an authority in favor of his -

ingly approach the truth, and become most - -
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This Is an important étép for one
who has always been an absolute idealist

in the Hegelian sense; for the moment that

the phenomenon of will, in its strictly in-
dividual character, is given its due place in
philosophy, though a sort of absolute psy-
chism may survive, a seed of death would
seem to be implanted in the Hegelinn sys-
tem.  Here is the keynote to this highly
important contribution to logico-metaphysi-
cal thought: '

“We have seen that the completion ot the
unity. of Absolute Consciousness demands
l*once of a factor not separate from
thought and expericned, yet not definable
in terms either of bare thought or of the
data of immediate experfence, in so far as
they are mcrely felt or are present as the
merely sensuous fulfilment of thought. This
new factor we have defined as will.  We
have seen that it does not form merelyone
experience to  which
thought«refers. but determines the world
which fulfils thought to be this world rath-
cr than any of the other of the nbstmntl\
possible, but not genuinely possible worlds.™*

The last words Indicate that Prof. Royce
Is still unwilling to admit an element of
blind force in the universe.  Nor does he
much of the- lntr'lnsic'ully dualistic
character of will.

.
.

Bond, Director of
the Harvard College Observatory, and of
his son, George,P. Bond. By Edwar
Holden. San Francisco: Murdoch; New

- York: Lemcke & Buechner. 12mo, pp. 291,
Prof. Holden, with the ald of members of

the Bond family, by whom most of the ma-

terial was supplied, has here brought out a

little hook which will prove interesting to

the general reader and important in the
history of American science, American as.

-tronomy may be sald to have .come into an

independent existence sixty years ago, and
Bond was one of its ploneers. Like most

A _ born astronomers, he bLegan trying what he

could do in astronomical work it an carly
age. Nis first insfruments were fashioned
by ]mns(l?. and were, of c011r<o. of the
Later, when he owgpéil
a-small house, a, huge granite block to sup--|”
port his transit instrument rose through the
centre of the parlor, the ceillng of which

'+ whs Intersected by a meridlan opening. In

1838 his well-established reputation led to
his being engaged by the Navy Depaftment
to make observations for use in connection

. with the Wilkes exploring expedition to the

Southern hemisphere. "In the yedr follow-

.ing he accepted an invitation from Presi-

dent Quincy to comnect himself with Har-

© vard College, the only inducement offered

being a residence and improved opportuni-
ties for his sclentific work. The orection of
the Harvard Observatory three ycars later
hfforded him for the first time facllities of
“the best class, of which he availed himself
{o Initiate the long series of observations and

“researches which have ralsed the establish-

ment’to its present rank.

A curious hlstorlu circumstanc: connected
with the early hlalory of the Washington
Observatory s ohscurely alluded to in a foot-
note by G. P. Bond on page 23. That some

. project for placing a civilian astronomer in

charge of this ins_xututiop had been urged
when it was founded, first came out through

".a remark in a letter of Maury to a frfend,

which was not published Il after his death'

~ “Yd&i know I did not want the place, ‘and
only declded to keep lt»when I heard it had

been promised to a clvman, under the plea
that no one in the navy was fit for it. I
then went to Mason . . . and told him
lie must stand by me. He did so, and though
[ had never scen, an instrument of the kind
before, and had no -one with me who had,
I was determined to ask mno advice or 1n-
struction from the savants, but to let it be
out and out a navy work."”

Tt would scem from- the note in question
that the civillan here alluded to was Bond.
George 'P. Bond, the son and successor
of Willium, had many of the characteristics
of his father, and was more fortunate in
having an early mathematical training.” He
was an industrious though not brilliant ob-
server, and his two or three papers on
mathematical astronomy are of high merit—
-one of them, indeed, may be calldd classic,

asg it contained the first development of one |

of the methods of ‘“‘special perturbations'
still in extensive use.  This method was
shortly afterwards independently worked out
by Ercke of Berlin, who, however, Ppublicly
uckno“‘lc(lgcd’Bond's priority as soon as his
attention was"called to Bond’s paper. A let-
ter of Encke to Bond apologlzing for his
ignorauce of the latter’'s work is found on p.
]\! Yo

The two men, father and’son were lntlmate
ly associated with two capital improvements
in practical astronomy. One of these is the
system of registering the moment of an ob-
gervation by electricity on a revolving
cylinder; the other the appllcatlm of pho-
tography to astronomy. But, although Bond
scems,lo have been almost a pioneer in as-
tronomical phologrnphy, the credit of first
applylng it to the practieal purposes of
celestial measurement on a large sqale must
still rest with Ruthcrfurd. The modest and
retiring diﬁposltlon of the two men was not
conducive to public notoriety during their
lives; and their work ,was characterized by
putieqce', persistence, dnd good judgmeni
rather than by brilliancy.

The Ilalic Dialects. By R. S. Conway. In
~two volumes. (ambridge, England: Uni-
ver.sity Press, New York: Macmillan.
C1807 . ,
* The study of lhe Italic dialects—meaning
by Italic the anclent dialects of Italy, sis-
ters ‘of .the. Latin—has made remarkable
progress within the last five years, and this
is due in large degree to the teaching and
inspiration of Prof. Brugmann of Lelpzig,
to whom Prof. Conway has dedicated his
stately voluges. For many years Brugmann
has made the interpretation of the Umbrian
remains a feature of his Sprachicissenschafi-

_tiche Gesellschaft, and In 1891, when it fell

to him- to assizgn the subj'ec; for the firct
prize of the philosophical faculty, a statis-

‘tical and comrarative treatment of the

Oscan vowel syetemu was requested. This
brought out two treatises, both of which
were published in 1892 ‘and contained a
number of new dlscoveries. At about the
same time a complete grammar of the Os-
can-Umbrian dinlects was announced by a
Swiss scholar, Von Planta. - Von Planta was
also 2 member of Frugmann's Gesellachaft

.some six years before, and had been en-
couraged to contlnue his study of the.Italic-

dialects. But he gave no sign of further
activity, and at the time when the subject
for the prize essay was .assigned, Prof. Brug-
mann was not aware that he had been quiet-
ly but persistently at work along the same
line. Sttll, only good resulted from this ap-

“their discovery. by all three authors,

.all the material,

' are many startling resuits,

parent glut of pro’ductg in a fleld which had
long been neglected. Some of the most im-
portant new results were vouched for by
and
cach work had’its own special merits.

But another desideratum. a new collection
of the material, had not yet been supplicd,
and it was also' in 1892 that the first an-
nouncement wis made of ‘The Italic Diat
lects,” by R. S. Conway, who had also been
a participant in Brugmann’'s Gesellschaft for
a short period. For the Umbrian, to be -
sure, the material was still practically re-
stricted to the celebrated Iguvintan tables
discovered at Gubhio in the fifteenth cen-
tury, and the text of these is perfectly clear
and well reproduced -in the photographs
published in connection with Bréal's edi-
tion. For the other dialects the various
publications of the Russian Zvetaieff were -
in use. But where the reading was doubt-
ful, as was not Infrequently the case, the
facsimiles of Zvetaieft’ were felt to be un-
sutisfactory guides to the establishment of
the text. Moreover, a considerable number
of new Oscan inscriptions had come to light
and been edited in scattered articles.

In Prof. Conway's work which now lies
before us we have a complete collection of
inscriptional or otherwise,
upon which our knowledge of the Italic di-
alects rests. The text of nearly all the in-
scriptions is based upon autopsy, made in
the light of prevloua readings and con-
Jectures. It may be mentioned here that
the second volume of Von.Planta’s gram-
mar, which nppéared at the beginning of the
year, is supplemented by a new collectiop
of the inscriptions. These. texts are also
based upon autopsy, in some cases double,
the author having made two trips to Italy N
for the purpose. But Von Planta's collec-
tlon has not made Conway's book any the
less welcome. Aside from the superior ad-
vantage of two pairs of eyes and‘ two heads
over onc, the two collections are differ-
ent in scope. That of Von Planta is a com-
pact series of texts furnished as a supple-
ment  to a very comprehensive and com-

pleto gr'mlmnr of the dlalcclsf ~With Con-. ’

way, the prescnhtlon of thc matbrig i ‘lhc

main object, this being supplemented by a -

brief outline of the B grnmmar ‘His wdrk is
epigraphical rather “thad grammatical. The
customary epigraphical data, such as size,
provenance, form of alphabet, etc., are
given with the greatest fulness, com-
bined .with other pertinent archmo-
logical obéervntions; witness the ela-
borate discussion of the somewhat mys-
terious iovilac dedicatlons from Old Capua,
or the minute m(_zaaui'ements of the mensu
ponderariu of Pompell. Clearly no. pains
have been spared to make the external evi-
dence absolutely complete, and in this lles
one of the chief merits of the book. The

new collation of the inscriptions has satu- .

rally ‘produced & number of minor changes*
in the texts, but it cannot be said that there
Searcely any
new words have been brought to light and
few old friends have dlsunpcuré(}, though
Von Planta has decided thut the oft-quoted
iiinivercaim of a Capuan inscriptivn must be
given up. A discovery made by both Con-
way and Von Planta in regard to a short
inscription running around the neck of a
small column (Conway No. 176) has yielded
a neat result.

In addition to tlie inscriptions, including

coin legends, our author, has given us the .
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