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than common fatulty of its heroine. This
young woman allows her good name to be
blighted and her child's paternity to be left
a mattor of surmise, through her sublime
adherence to a promise not to reveal her
seccret marriage. The absent husband won-
derfully foresees some of the pogsible dif-
ficulties of his wife’s position, and absolves
her from her inconvenient-obligation in a
letter which could not fall, in a book of this
sort, to miscarry. A blow on the head then
deprives him of the small sense with which
the author has endowed him. Unconscious
of his own identity, he wanders for a year
or so in a strange land, while the wife
hears nothing and suffers many things. The
harrowed reader of all this may find con-
solation in the flnal felicity of the tried
and trylng twain,

LEIBNIZ REWRITTEN.

La Nouvelle Monadologic. Par Ch. Renouvier
et L. Prat. Paris: Armand Colin & Cié.
1899. 8vo, pp. 546.

The nature of things would seem to have
a“screw loose {f the powers of a Renouvier
are not to be of service to the race. When
we gee a man far advanced in the eighties
produclng, albeit with a collaborator, a great
volume of metaphysics, terse, clear, and well-
oriented, it is certainly not on his shoulders
that we can lay the blame if his industry
should teach the world nothing. The prin-
ciples of Renouviér's philosophy were pub-
lished In the earlier years of the Second

* Empire, with the disadvantage, of a too
modest title. It was mainly other causes,
however, that at first prevented the work
from-being as much studied as it deserved to
be. Of late years it has in France been, per-
haps, more studied than it deserved to be;
but it has not been as well studled
as [t deserved to be. The author be-
longed to that group of schools In
which the ideas of Kant were still para-
mount. Those schools never fully ripened
their fruit, because the dttention of the
strongest men was turned away to the rich
conceptions that the mechanical theory of
heat and the Darwinian hypothesis about
that time suggested. None of the Kantians
had more thoroughly learned their master's
great lesson than this Frenchman—the les-
son that metaphysics can be solidly founded
only upon the science of loglc. Unfortunate-
ly, Kant, though a logical Samson, had yet
treated that sclence with what we can but
call, in view of the importance he attributed
to it, inexcusable levity; and his followers
had always accepted his logical dicta most
uncritically, just as they have ever since
continued to do. The aliment contained in
De Morgan's and Boole’s studies had not
been assimilated by anybody; nor had ma-
thematical reasoning taken on its mo-
dern exactitude. What was meant, in that
Quarterly Review perlod, by good logic had
for its principal ingredient a forcible and
imposing style of writing. Renouvier was,
and {s, not only an able logiclan in that
Bense, after the best French models, but
even according to the more sclentific stan-
dard of medimval Parls. But now, fifty years
after his acme, If we demand that he shall
satlsty the requirements of the exact loglc
which has since grown up, it is not surpris-
ing that we find he falls 8o far short of it
that his conclusions as a whole can no longer
be accepted. At many points his well-elabo-
rated thought would be extremely valuable

it some modern logiclan of the first strength
would take the trouble to disentangle it from
other elements with which it i interlaced.
It is lameqtable that such a labor is not
likely to get perférmed, since M. Prat has
not proved adequate to the task, and yet one
does not find where to lay the blame for its
non-performance unless it be upon the logic
of events and the nature of things.

The present work undertakes the noble
task of rewriting the so-called ‘Monadologie’
of Lelbniz, and of more fully developing its
philosophy after indispensable corrections.

The doctrine is very nearly the same as that -

of his first philosophical treatise from which
he at one time secmed to be wandering. The
‘Mornadologie’ Is rewritten in a Kantian apl-
rit; and as time increases the distance from
which we survey the Kantian philosophy, its
aflinities with that of Leibniz appear closer
than they fcrmerly did. -

We cannot give much idea of what has

been packed Into these flve hundred-odd.

pages, further than to say that they discuss
most of the usual problems of metaphysics
and much besides. The maln doctrine is
that of Lelbnlz, that the unlverse is com-
posed of unlts, {ndivisible and endowed
with consciousness. The doctrine of pre-
established harmony is retained—that the
monads do not act on one another in any
other sense than that while cach one fol-
lows out-its own destiny In the succession
of ‘its modifications of consciousness, these
have been arranged o as to harmonize and
to amount practically to actions upon one
another. But bete the authors bid fare-
well to Leibniz. The law of sufficlent rea-
son is hardly mentioned in the book, but is
practically rejected in every aspect of it.

- Of course, with this law the bottom of opti-

mism falls out. In place of Leibnlz's prin-
ciple of the identity of indiscernibles, that
things other than one another must differ
in-some qualities, Scotus’s doctrine of hec-
celty (substantially that of Kant) is adopt-
ed—that individual existence is no general
character, but is an irrational act. An im-
portant departure from Leibnriz is the re-.
jection of all actual infinite multitude (and
hence, of all continuity) as self-contradic-
tory. Kantian nominalism is carried to an
extreme, .every conception of intellectual
value (space, tlme, etc.) being regarded as
untrue of substances. Kant himself allows
us to surmise that there {8 some unintelligi-
ble root from which each special appear-
ance springs, although all that makes them
intelligible is our own embroidery. But in
this monadism the nakedness of the thing
in itself is lald bare, and it plainly appears
that nothing exists but monads and their
harmonizing dreams. A single monad, we
are told, transcends the limits of possible
experience, although some finite collection
of them is cognizable.

o ’
The position of Renouvier concerning_ de-
terminism has excited enough curlosity to

make it worth deflning. Five opinions on.

this subject are current to-day. The com-
mon one, which may be attributed to Boyls,
is that nature is a machine working accord-
ing to exact laws (llke the differential
equations of dynamics), while the condi-

tions to which those laws apply (llke the -

constants of Integration) are entirely ar-
bitrary. Or, this may be expressed by say-
ing that Nature syllogizes in her action; the
ultimate major premises being laws, and the
ultimate minor premises Irrational facts.
There are two opinions more deterministic

than this. The first is that even the Initlal
conditions of the universe are perfectly re-
gular. This opinion &til leaves room
for accidents, such, for example, as
that a number of bodles should at
one instant come into symmetrical posi-
tions. The extreme of determlniém, held
by Leibnlz, supposes that every aspect of
every fact is subject to reason, so that there
s a special Providenco in the fall of a
sparrow. There remaln two opin less
deterministic then the common ®ne. One
of these, which has been called Tychism, ig
that there are minute departures in nature
from any general formula which can be ag-
signed, so that there is a certain element
¢! absolute chance. This is the position
malntained by C. S. Peirce a few years ago
in the Monist. It had already been held by
Boutroux, quite incidentally, however, and
not as a prominent feature of his argument
in favor of the contingency of natural laws.
But this {8 not the opinion of Renouvier. He
holds that all causality is exact and produces
its component effect, but that, in additicn,
there are component influences which spring
direct from the arbitrary actlon of the mo-
nad. ' Perhaps Boutroux had in mind some-
thing liite this when he spoke of ‘‘une scrte’
de. jeu laissé aux cadres logiques.” These
actions, though arbitrary In the senso
of not being ratlonal functlons of proced-
Ing events, are all provided for in the pre-
established harmony, and thus duly produce
thelr component effects (or quasi-effects)
upon other monads. '

Three critical questions are apposite to the
new monadism. The first {8, Supposing we
were to grant all its propositions, how far
would it constitute a satisfactory philosophy?
What is it that philosophy ultimately hopes
to accomplish? It is, it we mistake not, to
find that there is some intelligible truth,
some absolutely valid reasonableness, to as-
certain how far this reasonableness governsg
the universe, and to learn how we may
best do its service. It may be this hope is
not destinéd to be realized, although, being
reasonable, it acts to strengthen itself. It
may be that reasonableness essentially re-
quires an element of unreason, a brute force,
on which and with which to accomplish {t-
self; but in that case we hope that this un-
reason may turn out capable of becoming {n-
fused with reuson. There must be nothing
hopelessly and finally unreasonable, or in
so far philosophy is to no purpose and its

hope {8 vain. - But the new monadism pre-
“"sents many such irrational features.

What
possible reason can there be for the exlst-
ecnce of the precise finite number of mo-
nads that there are, rather than for one
more? Since the monads do not metaphyai-
cally act -upon one another, what rational
purpose {8 subserved by the real existence
of so many? The mere dream of them by
one would do as well. Why should each
monad have the three pecullar characters
of intelligence, passion, and will, or why
should any phenomena be as they are? In
short, the absolutely imexplicable pervades
the whole system, while one supremely anti-
rational nominalism 18 supreme over the
whole/ Continuity is nothing but that modi-
ficatign of generality which I8 proper to the
logic|ot relatives; and generality is of the
essenpe of rationality. Yet this new mo-
nadi makes all continuity a false {llu-
glon [and all generality equally so. Per-
suade him that this is true, and what is
there for a philosopher but to hug a deluslon




" to his hgm as being, by-virtue of iis rea-
sonableness, infinitely more real than the
wretched- abortion. that the world of reality
would so turn out:to be?. Rather hope that
some corrected Hegellanism is the truth, or,
" better still, that, as the eldsr James taught,
‘the_Reasonable One sets off over. against
himself an Jrrational phantom upon which
his wdrmth and light may be brought to
pass.

The second question is, how rar the rea-
sonlng of this work is sound. The opening
section sets forth ‘that conception of a.sim-
ple substance which is the very corner-
" stone of moradiam, without whick the whole
erection would crumble, Nobody 18 una-
ware that most thinkers now reject any

such ldea. The subject of an attribute,.

they say, is’ nothing but a group of phenome-
na differing from a metaphysical substance
in not being permanent, like that old jack-
knife. - Even Kant:declared the conception

-of substance has no validity beyond possible.

experience. - It was Incumbent on our au-
thors, then, .to begin by proving that there
i any substance other than the universe as

. & Whole.” Instead of this, they so naively:

, take the matter tor granted as to give a de-
finition of subltlnoo ‘which would make it a
mere way of thln'kulg. They parade a pre-
tended demonstration that a contradiction is
fnvolved in Bupposing'a substance to be-in-
ﬁnitely dlvlsible, or, what is precisely the
same thing (though they do not 80 treat it),
in supposing an infinite multltude of sub-
stances. ‘We will not stop to point out the
glaring . fallacy of that ‘‘demonstration.”

" Mcdern . logic -enables ‘us to show that
it 1s absurd to say there 13 a contra-
diction in supposing an infinite multitude of
substances. There i8 certainly an {nfinite
multitude of finite whole numbers.
these are ‘'only posalbluuea not substances
But accord!ng to the pﬂnclple of heccelty,
admitted by the authors, mere substantial
existence 18 no generdl character and can-

. not create .a contradiction.’ In other words,
what I8 possibly posslble is possibly actual,

‘How far can this work be regarded as the
natural pertectlng of the philosophy of Leib-

"niz? Lelbniz had more sides than ons, If
we consider him as above all else an ex-
treme nommallst and’ expunge from his
celebrated paper all that tends in the oppo-
slte dfrection, the ‘development of what

. would remafn might not be very different

trom the nouvelle monadologie minus its

" free-will doctrdne. But if we deem a man

to be best represented by that one of his

ideas .which shows most’ Drepotency, it 1s

in the direction of the differential calculus |

that we must look for the genuine Lelbnlz,
~_and in philosophy we must regard the law of

- continuity as most Lelbnizian. This prin-
ciple would at once.do away with the fso-
lated monads, and rendér" the extravagant
and unverifiable hypothesis of predstablished
harmony superfiuous by directly solving the
riddle of the transitivity of causation, while
it would form the basis of a philosophy in
deepest unjson with the - ideas of the ls.st
half of the nlneteem‘.h century

old C'ambrtdge. By Thomna Wentworth Hig. -
glnaon Macmillan Co. 1899,

We. have herp the mtual volume of a
series. of “National Studies in American
Letters,” edited. by Prof. Georze Edward
Woodberry. The general scheme saves Mr.
Higgtoson's book from any auspxoion of Mar

, True,

attempting ‘to. improve- on Lowell’s ‘Cam-
bridge Thirty Years Ago;” with which un-
avoidably he competed in his. ‘Cheerful
Yesterdays' to some extent, and convinced
ue that Lowell had not “taken up the road
behind him,” as goes the country phrase.
Mr. Higginson’s  book treats of Old Cam-

Jbridge (meaning by that the Cambridge
whose history 1s already made) from a pre--
_dominantly and almost exclusively literary

point of view. He I8 very generous in at-
tribntlng to all the Cambridge boys of fitty
years ago his own early knowledge of the
Cambridge tradition of learning and pa-
triotisth. It is, however, probable that he
was a distinct example of that precocity
which was, he says, ‘‘an essential part of
the atmosphere of Old Cambridge,” and to
which Margaret Fuller and Dr. Hedge con-
tributed notable {illustrations, Dr. Hedge
being fitted for ‘college at eleven, and
baving read at least half ot the whole body
of Latin literature before that time. The
extent to which Mr. Higginson is able to

avold the matter used in his ‘Cheerful Yes- :

terdays' and yet write so charmingly is
highly creditable to his memory and to the
fulness ot his reminiscent mind. The repe-
titions are comparatively few, and gonerally
are frankly fntroduced as old acquaintances.

" The literary productiveness of Cambridge
from. its foundation up is plously affirmed,
and proved by many happy {llustrations,- No
youngsters sat on the sepulchral slabs of

 the old churchyard more joyously than Mr.

Higginson . dwella upon the elaborate in-
scriptions of those slabs, and on the weight
with which they pressed on the poetic minds
of Longfellow and Holmes and Lowell. Pre-
sident ‘Uriah Oakes would be invaluable as
a writer of headlines for the. sensational
journals of our time. Witness the title of
his sermon for the Artillery Election of
1674: “The Unconquerable, All Conquering,
and More than Conquering Soldier.” The
mention of Levi Heldge, who became ,Pro-
fessor of Logic and Metaphysics fn 1810,
brings to mind an anecdote from which Mr.
Higginson has tenderly- refralned. George
William Curtls introduced Mr. Blaine and
Dr. Frederic H. Hedge to each other at
the, Ccmcord celebration of 1875. Mr, Blaine,
with the exuberant 8qlf-consclousness of

‘the man saying the right thing at the right

moment, sald, “One hardly needs an intro-
duction to the author .of ‘Hedge's Rheto-
ric,’” and Dr. Hedge, making himself as
tall as posslblo? answered, “I am getting
to be an old man, Mr. Blaine (he was just
seventy), but I am not yet old enough to
be my own father.” Such things will some-
times happen in the best regulated minds.
An interesting point is that made with
reference to the literary familles of Cam-
bridge—the correlated and persistent lite-
rary habit shown by several of these. Mr.
Higginson cannot resist a fow reminiscences
less purely literary than the rest, as that
the. boys of his generation swore “By
Goffe-Whalley,” the regicides whose names,

‘| a8. Mr. Higginson sald, in his oration on the

250th anniversary  of the settlement of

Cambridge, were “the objects of malediction

throughout one continent and the vehicle
of it in another.” Lowell's

story of his:golng down to Hast Cambridge
Jail: to release an early playmate tor “the

.glorious Fourth,”-at the aoliolutmn of an-
other who happened to. bo out -of: juu nt_

‘‘humorous .en- .
joyment of the under side of human nature”
is mentioned and {llustrated with a fine

of the Cambridge nterary set s dwelt upon,:
It was not inconsistent with frank mut\ul
criticism like that of Dr. Holmes on the in-
congruity of the New England setting of.
‘“The Vislon of Sir Lgunfal” Lowell’s ate
tack on Margaret Fuller in the “Fable” is
not forgotten; it is several times return-:
ed to. Mr. Higginson wishes that Lowell
had, on second thought, omitted it as he
did the passage op.Prof. Bowen. It is not
quite fair for Mr. Higginson, in his per~’
sistent blame of Lowell's treatment of Mies-
Fuller, to omit the fact that Lowell had
meant to leave her out altogether, but that
“even Maria thought I ought to give her a -
line or two.”

Mr. ngginson s second chapter has tor its
subject “Old Cambridge in Three Literary
Epochs.” These are the epochs of the Nort .
American Review, the Dial, and the Atlantic’
Monthly. The endeavor, successtully carried
out, with some slight forcing of the nots,’
is to show how.lively the connection was be
tween the Cambridge literary set, from gene-
ration to' generation, with these perlodicals.
The North American is named as the lineal.
successor of the Mouthly Anthology. We:
had supposed that this distinction belonged
to the Christian Ezaminer, with the General
Repository and Ohristian Disciple for con
necting links. The dates of their several be

ginnings seem to prove as much. It would

be interesting to know on what grounds Mr.
Higglnson assigns Dwight's unlque poem -
“Rest’’ to his Divinity School day&—-‘betore‘
1836—seeing that it was originally publish- .
ed in the first number of the Dial, in 1840, at ‘33
the end of a sermon. It is true that the. .3
Divinity students produced many good
bymns, {f not much good poetry. The his :
tory of the Allanuo Monthly is carried back -
to 1853, four years before its first public—
appearance, and In a very interesting man-
ner. Two letters from Francls J. Underwood

‘to Mr. Higginson in 1853 tell the story. It

was the project of Mr. Underwood, ‘“‘who de-

sired to enlist the leadlng ‘authors of Ney

England in the crusade against slavery,”

Jewett was to be the publisher, but his busi-

ness fa.ilure. notwithstanding the success of

‘Uncle Tom’s Cabin,’ called a halt, and, when
the project was taken up again, it was by

Phillips & Sampson who had retuaed to pub.

lish ‘Uncle Tom’s Cabin’ because it was an’
anti-slavery book.

There are three chapters, devoted respecs-
tively to Holmes, Longfellow, and Lowell, in.
which Mr. Higginson blends criticlsm and
recollection in a delightful manner. Holmes '3
!s contrasted with Lowell as beginnipg con-::j3
servative and afterwards joining the revolt,
while Lowell, barring the class-poems, began
with radicalism and@ became conservativ
Mr. Higginson thinks he had little interest
in the anti-slavery cause in the middle fit
tles; but then, during that period, for some
reason or other, the tide of lite was sinok,
with him in every way, Mr. Higginson
prints & letter in which an eye-witness
vidly describes the scene which cost Lowoll
his rustication in the last weeks of his col
lege course. The name of the writer has
glven elsewhere, and puts the nature of
episode beyond & doubt. .One of Lowell
best.letters {8 reproduced from ‘Letters of:

"W. Griswold.” It deseribes, with many othes

things, the starunx of the Town.and' Cox
try Club. . Alcott suggested "'Olymplans’
a good name, but, meeting with a head

tacked and proposed “Pan’ As thers -




