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each chapter thé au-

tle implies, the ,present -book Is largely an
interpretation of phenomena. connected with
, personal -ang soclal growth In the llght of

um,orc: The Modern ‘Lun'guaga‘ Asaoclatlon
of Amecrica. - .
By universal consent the 14th and 15th

centuries are adjudged the most sterile in the
history of French literature. The creative
impulses and the imaginative traditions ot
the Middle Ageé had then run out, and the

main due to the unromantic and often ac-
tually vulgar material employed in them,
here strives to associate with itself the de-

Development. By - James Mark Baldwin.
Macmillan, 1897.. 8vo, pp. 574. b
Prof. Baldwin here puts forth a sequel ‘to

_that theory. Great welght muyst-certainly be

" attached ndt only to the.describable: observa-
tions of Prof. Baldwin, but also to ‘those
subtler intyitions which can oaly expre'as

ﬁveﬁntlon nvaxiably accompanies imitation, al-
though in very able proportions.

recognized as the

Piot. Baldwin thipks that the “project” is

Although this history of the British Navy
-covers the same ground as the small offe by
Mr. Hamilton Willlams, entitled ‘Britaln's
Naval Power,’ it {§" '

“more exhaustive and_

. new interests of the Renaissance had not yet lights of the imagination. his remarkable work on ‘Mental Development themselves as his convictions that such and s ture o b object,” | dotalled; and from dts eritical treatment ap

\

’

distinctly asserted themselves. The literary
“historians are ‘wont to mention a.few stock
names—Froissart and Eustache Deschamps
from the 14th century;.Commines, Charles
d'Orléans, and Villon from the 15th. But
the critical treatment of -the period. has
come. to be almost conventional in its cha-
racter, and it is probable that there are not.
a dozen persons living who have a detalled
firat-hgad acquaintance with the literary
documents of the time. Current sources of in-
formation as to what was taking place in
French letters during those long years are
consequently almost entirely lacking. And
yet now and then we stumble upon ‘some li-
terary phonoﬁ;enon. that makgs us ask if,
after all, this neglect has been wise. It'ls
almost as dangerous to draw an indictment
against a whole period as against a whole
pesaple. * .

Such a ph nomenon; for example, is a
group of romances (or, better, romantic no-
vels) composed in the main in the last half'
-of the 14th and the first half of the 15th cen-
tury, which are noteworthy both because of
certain distinct literary qualitles they have,
and because of their large diffusion in other
European literatures in the form of transia-
tions. One of these tales is that Khown as
“Mélusine,” composed in i§3 most widely cur-
rent prose form al thie vely close of the 14th
contury, as a glorification of the family of
Luéignan. Another is the delightful storyl
of ‘Plerre de Provence ct la belle "Mague-
lonne,’ written towards 1459. A third is the
tale of ‘Pontus et Sidoine,' of about the same
date as ‘Plerre-de Provence,” and similay to
‘Mélusine’ in that it was ;'.omposed in homor
.of a great family, that of La Tour Landry

in Anjou. -In spite of their general neglect |
by the histdrians of French-literpture, we
cannot but think that these romances-de-.
gerve the careful ug.ention of students.

For, to begin with, the manner bf them
is distinctly removed from that of the, great
romantic complilations of the 13th and 14th
centuries, in which the already bewildering
mass of adventurous and marvellous inci-
dent of the Arthurian and other romantle
compositions of the 12th century.was di-'
lutbd to & veritable sea of fantastic inven-
tions. Tle 14th century ‘Perceforbst,’ for
“example; whic}served as a stop-gab between

*

the Arthurian fomances of the Middle Ages
and the ‘Amfdis de Gaula' and, its con-
. geners in the Renaissance, is indeed, in its
vagueness and indeclsion, its diffuseness and
formlessness, the,acme) of. literary fatuity.
The author has neither a story nor actors
for a story; no llving fact appears In his
pages, The outworn medieval stuff simply
goeé echoing on until the reader sinks into’
a very drgwse of attention. There 19/s0me
excuse, therefore, for those whe, judging all
" French narration of the periad by examples
flike this, reject it as meaningless and value-
. less. It 18 too hasty a judgment, however,
for the tales we have mentioned. In them

. we have essays in a new direction, an effort™

fo use the,lmuglnétive stuff of medisval
romance In such wisc -as to_make it veri-
similar. ‘Romantic adventure and even the

mantic happens to . be the ' quality which
more than any other has given permanent

In earlier modern literature, partlgulnrly ‘in
the. great creative period of the Renaissance,-_

Now, this fusion of the real and the ro-

sucgess to literary narrations, from the
‘Odyssey’ to the works of the present'day.

we find this quality mainly in tales that had
passed through Italldn hands. But it is

flcance that in France, .betorfq_ the influence
of the Italian novclle had been perceptibly
telt there, an attempt ghould have been made
to reach the same goal.. To be sure, we. are
obliged ‘to confess that the result was in-
decisive in many ways, that the experiment |
was not cleariy and purposefully carried out.
And yet it remains true that the tales which
illustrate the experiment are both gracious
and persuasive. . . .

Another source of interest h&the.se tales
{8 their wide diffusion in translatlons or:
versions. As the blography of them is
gradually brought into. s}mpe. ‘wé find that
they were known from one end of Europe to
tho other. Indeed, it i§ hard to uhderstand
how stories so universally familiar should
have dropped so entirély out of.sight with-
in so brief a space Cfﬁme; I8 such to be
‘the fate of our Stévensons and Maupas-
sants? To go into the detalls of this wide-
spread diffusion would take us ffu' afleld,
and we must refraip. ’It;‘is'enough for our
present ‘purpose to note that in England
no less than on the Contlﬁeqt these stories
were gladly received. ‘ ; P .
It is one of the two English translations of
the ‘Pontus et Sidoine’- that Mr. Mather has
- printed in the. preéént volume. The other,
a version not. coqixgletely igdepepdent ot
this, as Mr. Mather ‘hti's judiciougly shown,
was printpd by Wyokyn de Worde in 1611¢
As, however, only a single copy of this
qharto, that in the Botllelan Library, is
known to exist, Mr. Mather has the credit
of beirig the first’ to make the story in its
En?ﬂsh form accessible to the modern read-
er. .It was a task, as we have endeavored
‘to indicate, well worth doing, and Mr. Math-
er seems to have accomplished it in o high-
ly creditable fashion.» His text, based upon
the unique Digby MS. in the Bodlelan, has
been. judiciously handled ‘in the light of the
French tale and of Wynkyn de Worde’s Eng-
lish version. The intr’oductlon.clegrli"_sets
forth the obligations of.the original story
to the Anglo-Norman +ale of ‘Horn et Ri-
mel,” and discusses the known versions of
it. Of interest here. 1s Dr. W. H. Scho-
field's contribution of an account of the
little-known Icelandic ‘Pontus-Rfmus,’ “ot
which we'have #8 yet no edition. In short,
Mr. Mather's book bears the marks of
sound and industrious scholarship.. -There
is but one serious criticism which we are
disposed to make upon it, though we_ aré
far from ce‘rtafx} that Mr. Mather deServes
the blame. The proof-reading of the In-

.

is’ the ‘more to be gegretted since It throws

" the French, is real&yive_ry bad ﬁ:deed, which
a degree of suspiclon upon -the.accuwacy of

pot uninteresting and not without signi- |.

troduction, particularly in quotations from

in the Child and the Race,’ which our read-
ers will remember contained a most valu-
able body'ot observations upon two children.
The aim of the present volume is'‘‘to inquire
to what extent the priixt;iples of the deve-
lopment"’of the individual mind apply also
to the evolution of gociety.”” But 1}0_ _lnsig-
nificant part of the'(ormér'volume was de-
voted to this same subject; so that theecon- -
tents of tje present work were _lnr‘gely an-
ticipated their outlines In the former
publication. About five-sixths of .this new
book- 4s. occuPled ‘with the development of
‘theé individual consciousness, and is sub-
stantiglly a restatement of the author’s pre-
vious results, ‘without any gain in clearness.
‘The general position of the authar, that”
the individual mind is produced by .inter-
course with other persons, while on the otpgr '
hand soclety is the composite of the indl*
viduals, so that the two factors are insepgra-
bly conjugate, is gertnlnly tt.i'r‘from helng -
~novel, and no doubt Hegellans will see in
it & new Instance of ‘the permeatloﬂ‘ of their
master's doctrine. In point of fact, there
are in these pages fnany ladications of -the
great interest that Prof. Royce has felt in
the labors of Prof. Baldwin. But what-ls
entlirely fresh {s the discussion 6t ‘that, pro-
position upon the bags-of rich stores of, scl-
entific ébservations. ’ )

In the previous yolume the author showed.
how his ohservations had led him to gdmit®
three distfnet stages in a child’s knowledge ’
of persondlity, those of persons as “Dro-
- jects, .subject, and “ejects.””. -The first of
these s the most difficult to understand, and °
it is itself subdivided into three imperfectly .
distinguished stages. Thé baby first distin-
guishes persons from fnanimate things, ao- .
cording to Prof. Baldwin, by thelr mowing '
about; and by the charalter of these move-
‘ments it distinguishes one’ person from an-
other. This is the state of consciousness
during the first half-year of its life. But
gradually it becomes impressed by the {rre-
gularities of gsome of the movables. The
pendulum goes tick-tack with perfect unl-
formity, while the father sometimes notices
the child-and sometimes does not. Thus,
persons become known as movables that are .
eccenitric. In this irregularity Prof. Bald-

apd after the . second half-year ‘and up to
the age of two years, it 18 learning to recog-

tric. This {8 a recognition of Personal Cha- '’
racter. So far, persons are known merely

ning to act, and in acting it recognizes its

ty, that which connects its own feelings
with the idea of agency previously gcqn!red,
bringing it to.a sense of its own subjedtivl
ty, and & knowledge of Self, as sub
Finally, it hypothetizes for each of thebther,
‘agents a corresponding subjectivity, and th!
_converts them into ‘ejects. ‘

Such s Prof. Baldwin's theory of the.d

the text as well. We doubt if the suspi-

b
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win thinks that the child recognizes Agency;. - .

nize a speclal uniformity, or characteristic,
.in the 'pecullarltlea of each movable eccen- -

own person as similar to’ the agents that--.
are already famlilar to it. It thus attalng
*| the second stage of knowledge of personall- e

s

as. “projects.” But now the child is begin® " =
- Prot. Baldwin has a great deal ‘to say of

- such are-the thoughts and feelings of. the.
child. But the above theory contains more’
than such observations, as we will .venture
to show. In the first place, it does not ap-’

peal from ‘thé observations that, diring th

first half-year, the baby pays any attention

at all to things that do not move. I? it doe

. _mot,~then motlon cannot serve to separate
persons _from things, but only to individual-
Ize the ‘differently moving objects. In the

gu'ite‘

second " place, Prof. Baldwin may be
correct in his insight into the infant's mind

' 80 far as to percelve that the irregularity
of persons_ Is perplexing its mind, and also I
_that some. Idea allied to that of Agency is
present to it. Yet whether or not it'is the
former idea which suggests the latter, {s not

a question of observation but af inference.

L .There are several different ideas, montl}
of an intellectual character, which. might be
denoted by the word Agency, but none of
them have any -logical connection with fr-

assoclated .wiih,»

1 3 Agency. 'Now',
although it Is certaln_ly conceivable that one

regularity, _Wwhich is mostl
the absence of any definite
<

idea should suggest another; with which it
has no logical connection, yet the hypothesis

that o) ' '
| ;x;y partlcuh_u‘ such {llogicgl suggestion
o en’place mnust remain

: uite: -
tous, unless ‘& mass of,facts qéang‘gzgtn‘g-
duced to support such at irratlonai con:
nectlon. There I8 a great gulf between

: _tp_e idea of an. eccentrlc,"surprjslng thing
“.and that of agency in any semse. We
*“cannot hélp,suspecting that, notwithstanding
the close observation of ‘Prot.. Baldwin, the.

, child has ‘made fnnumerable “¢fforts “hétore

. the age of two, which the’ guthor assizhs as
the commencemont of the st;bject-kx'mwledgo

. 1t these efforts have escaped. his keen eye.
it:i8 becapse they were so Tfutile. Not
1only, does the gerife ofeffort necessarily in-
volve a sense of resistance 80 a3 to objectify
itselt immeumtel,y as an 1 and a not-I, how-
ever rudlmentary these conceptions may be;

‘ 8 Bense of taﬂnre, which is sure to accompané
the first efforts, must magnify the effort
and the resistance, and thus stimulate the
mubjective tendency. It s very doubttul
whether there is any earller idea of agenoy
than that which must thus come . from
futile eﬂpr;. If not, Prof. Baldwin's “‘pro-'
Jects’ are merely ideas of queérr eccentric

. Martling movables—the onty distliht objects

_ Of the baby’s world—and are in no proper
#ense ldeas of personality. It we remove

) ,trv_)m_ the _author'b philosophy of édc!ety all
~ Abat s sald abou ‘‘projects,” it may lose a
£00d deal of its freshness, but it will become
-more widely acceptable, SR

the influence of the child’s own actions, par-
ucnl. y in h!s_sa.mea, in shaping for,him
tlear conceptforis; and he rightly reghrds

has ‘been somewhat ‘obscure; ;but.as of late

us  the child’s understanding . becomes
ﬁl?;med_‘atter the pattern of the grown-up
¥Jdple about him.. ANl this he terms soclal:
ity. '

and the:j‘subject" # its turn of the “eject,”
angd that the:disposition of children to d'om'l-
neer over weaker children is a case upder
that rule, There afe, he declares, two sorts
of social '1nﬂuepces, that_which produces ‘so-
clal organization and that which appears 4n
_particularizing and synthetizing actions of
individuals, All individual varfations. are.
varticularizations of earller generalizations.
The authdr i{s thus working his way toward
the’c\oncvept_!on of a public self, and-the fur-
o | ther he proceeds the more he seems to be
» | influenced by Hegel or Hegellans,
The matter of social organization consists,
he says, of {maginations, knowledges, infor-
mations—a statement which, tn its desire to
minimize the individualityof things, betrays
already the lnhplent sway of Hegelian, ten-
dencles.. He uses the term *self-thought-
situation” for the soclal situation implicated
In the thought of self, where'a disléctic pro-
cess productive of the.thought of self -is |
Plainly recognized: After that we are nét
surprised tg be told that “every socially
available thought implies a public self-
thoughit-situation which is strictly an&logous
in ltg rise and ‘progress to the gelf-thought-
situatlon of the individual member: of..go-
¢lety.” The author differs from Hegel only
concerning ‘a_matter of, ‘detall, namely,.in
recognizing imitation as the bridge from the
private thought {5-the public théught, which
enables the self-thought:situatidn to become
public. He considers that all that has been.
written by the Schook.of Moral Senfiments |
1. concerning sympathx a8 imagining one’s self
"o be in another’s bituation, ¥8°s0 much In’
‘favor of his own doctrine of the importance
of the imitative process in the dovelopinehi
of public consciousness. .
The application of this to ethics, as de-
veloped!in,the chapter devoted to Rules of
Condutt, 18 sufficlently smooth sailing.” To
those who“think that fn Morals, at any rate,
congervatism i8 the safest cqurse, and who
are_sceptical about the desirabillty of carry-
ing any system of philosophy into practical’
applications until there can be a little more
agreement among ﬁhl‘losdphem as to what is
proved and what is not,-the present volume,
‘however interesting and . important,, will be
deemed l’ntt:rlor to its predecessor in al-
most every respect. That it richly deserves
the gold medal of the Danish Academy with
which it has been growned, there can be no
‘doubt. R "
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A glort Higtory of the Roysl Navy—1217 to
1688. By David ‘Hannay. London; Me-
thuen & Co. 1898.

‘This is the first volume of a history of the
British- Navy, which, commencing about 1317,
is £6°finish with the end of the Napoleonic
wars in a .second volume. Much of the pe-
riod covered by .the volume just published

years new matter. has been published by the
Navy Record - Soclety, as well as derived
from other sources, an opportunity for fresh
treatment has been afforded to'the author
which he has not neglected. For one dispos-
ed to inyestigate more exhatstively the sub-:

. and greater radil of action.

penIg to ad’ older and more. professional
clasg pf readers. Still, notwithstanding its.
consecutive narrative,.{t maintains a®pop-
lar character, wisely illustrhtlng.the varfous
t_:oudltﬂona and times by ]nterestlug incidents

_rations. .

It was In' the years 1213 and 1217, from
which this _book dates, that began, properly
speaking, the -l:g;p'tory of the Brltlsh'f}"Navy.
Previous to the earller date, the royal ships
had been used as"transports and carrlers
between portions-pf the same dominion. With
the lods of the Contlneptal portion of this
‘domlnioxi"durlng ‘the reign of Klﬁg~J0hn
-came another state of affalrs. The Frénch
‘.-coast -became that “of an enemy, and for
m_gny a year afterwards the sotirce of a pos-
sible invasion and attack. The two attempt- .
ed !nvaaion_s of 1213 and 1217 gave to the’
royal navy a different task, which it met
su‘cce:asfully, np_t by waliting for the enemy’s
aprjo%ch in 1_t'§ own waters, but by proceed-
Ing to sea and there meeting him. The-
success of thg offensive-defensive éxpedltion
of the”later date under+Herbert g ‘

sHould meet ‘such attempts at inviglon. or
attack. As a rulejthe lesson has been Jearn-
ed; and Englishmeén rely upbn their n{fi’y as
the first line of defence, and ‘the protection
has never falled them, when’ the navy has
been loyal and effictent, during & period cov-

It'1s true'that the great marititfe. Powers of
the early and middle”ages that' precededy,
'Great Britain were on the mainland, sti
thg tnsular p.osltlon that relieved .her from
lnvasloq_s and the necéssity of large standing
arraies has always counted, much for her
growth'and stability as a sea Power.” To this
can’'be added her position towards the At-
lantic Ocean. With the evolution' of the
sea-golng ship and its growth in.size and ..
sea-keeping power, this ocean disappears
as a barrier, and pgcomes the road which led
and stlll leads to wealth and empire the
world over. ’ :
The story of the medimval nb.vy of Great
Britain is one of struggles ‘against pii-ates
and the neighboring French and Spanish.
The natune of the seas and the weather
about the British isles gave no scope for
the galleys of the Mediterranean, and the
ships developed into crafts of stouter build

i The -fightg—ot
this perfod were affairs of no great momeht,
except those known as the battle of Huys

and that of “les Espagnols sur mer.” These
two partook of the nature of regular en-
gagements, and were not “without elemimts
of the picturesque,
daysf were much given to acts of license
and brutality, ‘which became almost mono-
tonotis 1 repetition. To Henry VIII. much
credit 18 due for his measures for lmxirov-
‘ing the royal navy, both as to ita materfat
and as to, its personnel, though it seems .

The 'seamen of those

strange to us at this day, used to the Bri-
tish seamen and shipwrights as the first
‘of  their craft, to read ‘that Itallans were
brought to England to serve both as sea-.
.men and -as shipbuilders. - Henry did not,

‘as well as by general descriptions and nard’

' ~ Burgh
shows ‘once and for all how Gres Britain

éring nearly” seven - tiundred years. While

»
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cion is justifigd, but we cannot honestly say. velopment of selt-‘consciounnou._ JAs the |

marvellous find ample employment, and yet . " 4
. 3 | ’1ect8-§1'°ﬂ"8d. t‘..he aut!;o.x:'aﬂords facllity  by:|:however, propose to be dependent upon out~




