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those of Egypt. Most important of all, the
De Rougé hypothesis, which is the basis of
Dr. Taylor's work, is falling into deeper and
deeper discredit. But It {s unnccessary to
go on with details. The book is as it was
written in 1883, and that is enough. The
reprinting is a mistake and a misfortunc—
a mistake for Dr. Taylor's own reputation;
a misfortune as it stands In the way of a
modern work on the subject.

—An address on “‘Machlavelli's Influence
in Logland™ recently  given by Mr.
Louis Dyer before the Workingmen’s Col-
lege in London, of which Prof. A. V. Dicey
is the President, 1. D, Maurice having been
its founder. As Floreatine Seeretary, Ma-
chiavelll oceupied, e said, a post like that
of echief vonfidential clerk in the Colonial
Office. Machiavelli ousted from
Ly revolution. affer fourteen years’ tenure,
anil Tost seirviees during his
prime,  His three great works were produ-
“ced in retirement, *The Prince’ must be read
in the light of the Livy,'
which oy preoceupition
with the people. The Prince was their only
pussible reprosentative, beeause there was
no steh thing as the people then in
Queen  Blizabeth's policy
v avoweddy Machiavelli's, and Lord Ba-
cont was his greatdst Bnglish disciple. *The
Prinee’ had many incarnations everywhere;
he was the national under whom
ihe several peaples of Jflurope made their
perilous migrittion from the old order to the
vew, and passed the great divide separating
the old world of the Crusades, the toly Ruo-

_ Bpire, andd the  Churel Universal
oul the worlid of independent and
self-eentasd modern states, His function to
protect el defend his people is well ox-
emplifiet in “The Goliden Speech of Queen

Dlizabeth lier Last Parlinment’” (1601),
ol to vise abuve himself and
speats the absolute mind of the people shows

©in Uhhnt King Mal's' speeeh as

Protector and Supreme Head of the!Chureh
1o his Parliament of 1546, where We repri-
mands the theological haiv-splitting of zea-
lots and the assaults of sectaries on the
good order of the Chureh.  Machiavelli's
reason for painting *The Prince’ as he did

that only such a could in those

I be the centre of national | life,” and
stand for the people. Ecclesiastical princes
did not interest our author, hiecause they
alone among princes could net fulfil this
dity, and were freed from all fincentive to
defend and maintain national life. The in-
fluence of Machiavelll in England began
long after his principles had shaped Eng-
lish state polley. They were, as Baconh
abundantly rhows, practised by Henry VIIL

But just when English aifafrs began to he
so vomplex that a reakoned theory of the
new stateceraft was indispensable, Thomas
Cromwell, the cnr]iyﬁ'l English disciple of
Machiavelil, aud the son of a London work-
ingman, came to the front and augurated,
“under Henry VIIL, the gd¥ermment of the
- Prince, for the Pcople, by the People,
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FORD'S FRANKL]IN.

The Many-Sided Franklin.
ter Ford.

01y,

By Paul Leices-
The Century. Co. 1849. 8vo, pp.

Mr. Ford applies to our great diplomatist,
politician, agitator, wit, moralist, invenfor,
and natural philosopher that same method
of characterism he lately applicd so success-

~

in

fully to Washington, and which, in a gene-
ral way, had already been applied, for ex-
ample, by Wualewsky to Catherine 1I., and,
still Dbeiter, by Alfred Lévy to Napoleon.
That is to say, he considers Iranklin sue.
cessively under all possible aspects in as
many separate chapters.  As the progress of
Ix.s;\.'ulnrlogy' gradually imparts to biography
4 deeper scientifie seriousness, this method
will, no doubt, be more amd more applied
and improved. Its merits are no less strik-
ing for artistic than for scientific purposcs,
It enables one to gain an intimate acquaint-
ance with a great man that no chronological
narrative of the cevents of his life could poss
sibly confer. By keeping In view
some definite questien, it holds the reader’s
dattention without effort or fatigue for nim.
It is the artistie side of the method, appa-
rently, to which Mr. Ford has been attracted.
Iis design seems to have been, by skilfully
fitting togcther & multitude of small {tems
with little comment or cement, to produce
the britliant effect of o mosaic picture; and

always

this he has succecded. The general ef-
But a mosiie, however
beautiful, always leaves much to be desired
if we seek in it a representation of fact
Nobody would dream of employing It to il-
lustrate the description of an animal or
plant; and Mr, Fm'd,wy his particalar way
of following out the general method he hins
seleeted, is foreed to renounce all attempt at
anything like a psychological analysis or ex-
planation of IFranklin's idiosyncrasies.  [fe
must stick o the concrete for the sake of

feet Is most lifelike.

" his mosaic effeet, and indulge in no other
1.
!
!

seneradizations than such as everybody uses
in speaking of any person’s character. The

Presult is that the work, considered as con-

veving information and regardless of pictur.
cagqueness, is mere o conveniently arranged
assoriment of facts 1o serve as a basis for a
thorough study of Franklin, than an essay
towards o clear aml unitary conception ot
his mental constitution.

The volume reproduces no less than seven
ol the American sage, without
the Boston medal (p. 86), The

portraits
counting
frontispicce
thing in the Harvard Memorial Hall. There
is 1 work of the Scoteh painter. David Mar-
tin (p. 2606), handsome and winning,
hut, as o likeness, unconvineing. There is
(p_fm:'.) a rough caricatuve, valuable as
proving to those who have attributed the
slightly projecting lower jaw to falsc teeth
(a sugeestion evincing small research into
Franklin's family) that this was already a
sialient featurce at the
These three portraits are all wigged, and
are doubtless carlier than the others. There

voery

age

s (p. 470) a miniature with un air of self-

assertion, taken perhaps in 1774, There is

“(p. 40) a drawing in proflle by the amateur

Carmontelle, which quite bears out the re-
put’;iﬁon of the inventor ol the preverbe as
o producer of breathing and piquant like-
nesses.  As might be expected, it exhibits
Pranklin as a wit. There ig AP 395) a profile
sketeh by West, scemingly very accurate,
Lastly, and best of all, there is (p. 465) a
portrait by West in an unfinished group of
the American Peace Commissioners of 1783.
This. carries conviction in every respect but
one—it is diflicult to imagine that soevigor-
ous i «ounLi'nun_(:o helongs to an invalid of
seventy-seven years. We give the pages on
which these portraits are to be fouud, be-
cause everybodys who looks over the book

will wish.to compare them. He will cn-
1

<impulsive nobody could be.

shows the soft, ocharacterlesgs | in future rewards and punishments.

of -fifty—eight..

deavor to form a mental composite out ot
them; and if he has cnjoyed the acquaint-
ance of a number of Franklin's descendants,
some remembered fcatur_.&s from those sour-
ces “will contribute to the image. The same
thing is true of one's efforts to realize the
social impression that was so fmportgnt a
factor of I'ranklin's suceess. Here, too, one
will, if he is in a situation to do so, avatl
higself of a class of facts that Mr. Ford
could not very couveniently ineinde, and
whieh, not to be personal about men und
women now living, we may content our-
sclves  with  exemplifying by recalling to
those who knew him how much there was In
the eminent geodesist, Dr. Alexander Dallas
Bache, to persuade one that one saw In him
sonmiething of the captivating mixture of
geniality and finesse that must bave shone
in his great-grandfather.

Prof. Lombroso, in arguing his thesis that
genius is a sort  of insanity, does not
shrink from mentioning Willlam Shakspere;
but he never once findsit convenient to draw
his reader’s atteution to Benjamin Franklin,
Is JFranklin, then, not universally acknow-
ledged to be a man of genius? If he was
not so, one thing about him which produced
many of the effects of genius was the
strength and completeness in him of all the
instincts of the normal man.  Less hastily
Hisg colleagues
complained of his excessive disinclination to
come to any decision about most matters.
That was because he habitually distrusted
FeAsSONs. He was fond of joking about the
deceptions of intellect. “So convenient a
thing it is,”” he would say, “to be a reason-
able ereature, since it enables one to find
or make a reason for cverything one
mind to do.” DBut when the *‘sub-
conscious scify” as it is nowadays the
fashion to call it, gave forth any utterance
about men, in that he would confide; and
the event almost invariably justified his con-
filence. In the noontide market-place of
rationalism, as the Parls of his duy surely
was, though naturally brreliglous, he con-
tinued steadfastly to believe in prayer and
The
very nature of the reason he gave himselt
for this bellef, namely, that it was a whole-

has a

some one, suflices- to-_show -that-something.

deeper than ireason was his verltable gulde
unknown to, himself.  His common sense,
the strength and normality of his un-
analyzed judgm'onls, his co}nplcte human
nature, were what enabled him to acquire
his knowledge of men and his skill in deal-
ing with them; while- his susceptibility,
generosity, gentleness, and warmth sprang
from the same rool.” ““Triend,” said a con-
temporary Quaker, “did thee ever know Dr.
Franklin to be in the minority?”

it is plain cnough that neither Frank-
lin's wit nor his sclentific sagacity, in which
two powers his genius shone the brightest,
could be an effcct of instinct. Mr, IFord
has a chapter entitled ‘“The Humorlst.”
Perhaps it is not quite accurate to dub
Franklin a humorist. The I‘rench say
of themselves- that they cannot understand
Anglo-Saxon humor, Certnlnly; in the
days of classicism, a humorist proper would
hardly bave been relished in  France as
Franklin  was relished.  What {8 called
Jranklin's jhumor is a quality not altogether
disparate L'(nu Voltaire's  wit, albelt in
buoyant gayety it may have fallen ghort. It
would be uus'_\' to select samples of the two
writers that should be, we will not say in-
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Gistingulshable, but quite of the same stamp.
This goes to prove how extraneous to the
real man the accomplishment, wit, is; for
ft must be granted that two'sons of Adam
never were more utterly foreign to ‘one
another than the excitable Voltalre, so often
childish, petty, wicked, and the simple, not
too fine-spun Franklin. They bhad, no
doubt, thelr curious points of contact, that
might -throw some light on both of them,
Their wit was one such point. Whatever
this was in Voltaire, in Franklin it was an
artifice founded on a desire to say something
cheery and animal-spirited in his newspaper,
-whittled to laconics for his almanac, per-
fumed with French essences for the diplo-
mat’s purpu[es. and usually decorating some
reflection of human nature. The humanity
of the man was an essential ingredient—
the most substantial Ingredient that was
not quite factitlious. That Franklin him-
self did not esteem his wit or humor as
belonging to his inmost ‘self is shown by
his fancying he very strongly resembled a
man 8o remarkably devoid of it as C. A.
Helvétius, who, by the way, defined very
well, in his own solemn fashion, the dis-
tinctions between the different gemera of
pleasantry in the last part of his principal
work.. According to t\h'ose‘ distinctions,

Franklin ought, we think, to~be “called im |

English a wit and not a humorist.

We do not deem it needful to expatiate
upon how well Mr. Ford has treated the
literary side of Franklin, because that will

- be taken for granted by the entire reading
public. The scjentific side is less well done.
--To-begin -with; - the mosaic--art- does- pot
lend itsel? very well to. this subject; and
then Mr. Ford does not sufflciently distin-
gulish between the inventor and the sciens
tific discoverer. - Thus, he speaks of the
Franklin stove and the lightning-rod as im-
portant discoveries. He qixotes, apparent-
ly with approval, at any rate without a
Jeer, Jeflerson's stricture upon the chemists
* of his day as not sufficlently confining their
attention to matters of human utility. That
is, he would have had Lavoisier, Scheele,
—and-Priestley trend—-the pathway- of Boer-
haave, and Lemery, and the Cadets, who
were a sort of apothecaries. If they had

- ~~done “so,  the-creation~of “chemistry would™|

have been postponed to a wiser ‘generution.

.Jefferson must not be blamed for, not seeing_

" how the new chemistry was destined to

~

revolutionize human life; but’ c¢an .&any.in- "
stance be imagined that should more com-
pletely refute the policy of restraining in-
quiries seemingly useless? The true devotee
“of science, so long as he enacts that role,
never thinks or cares about Philistine
utility. In his mind, to learn the ways of
Nature and the reasonableness of things,
and to be absorbed as a particle of the
rolling wave of reasonableness, is not uscful,
but is the summum Dbonum .itselt towards
which true usefulness tends. At the same
time, when one descends to the question of
food and ralment, warmth and cleanliness,
to decree that ‘the sclentific tnvestiggtor
shall pursue utility alone, can only mean
that he shall pursue nothing but what ap-
pears to be useful in advance of investiga-
tion! usually among the less useful class of
inquirles even in the most grovelling sense.
* Dr. Franklin ought to have consldered that
“before he asked: *“What signifies phllosophy
which does uat apply itself to some use?”
1t was precisely that utilitarlan spirit which

-greatness,

made the cighteenth century @ scientific

desert. Franklin’s remark, however, I8
valuable to us as showing what an unrajsed
spirit of plain 1n§tlnct and common sense
was his. -

Mr. Ford does not furnish sufficient data
about Franklin's electrical researches to
enable us to gauge his sclentific powers.
In elghteenth-century fashion, he puts the
emphasis upon the identification of light-
ning with electricity—a contribution to
meteorology and not to pure physics. The
idea was not at all new, and probably not
original with Franklin. His argument for
it, which reads for all the world like an ex-
ample out of the Port Royal Logle, was
marked by his usual good sense and pene-
thation, In the experimental verification he
was anticipated by two other electricians;
and his own showy demonstration was soon
abandoned by him for their method. So far
as the present state of electrlcal theory en-
courages us to venture an opinion, his sin-
gle-fluid theory of elet;trlclty" was, probably
substantlally correct—at least, as against
thes two-fluid theory; but his argument
about it has absolutely no value at all. He
was led to the truth in this case (it it was
the truth) by an operation of the mind ot
which he could give no rational account, so
that this is.another illustration of his sub-
conscious” strength. That which was really
the best in his electrical work was his
analysls of the phenomena of condensers;
although he was not the first in this field.

Here he was for the moment seduced from |.

his eternal practicality, and appears as a
genuine physicist. Mr. Ford gives a rela-
tively better account of Frankln's studles
of the Guif Stream and of the effect_of ail |
upon ripples and waves. But what strikes
us most here is that, having got notice in
advance of other scientific men nf'phe--
nomena of great {mportance, he was only
able to treat them in an amateurish and
feeble way. There was, no doubt, every ex-
cuse for this; but the fact remains that
these things fllustrate better Fr lin's ga-
gacity in seeing that there was something
important to be learned, than his power of
bringing that something into the light of
reason. The study of his sclentific work
strengthens our conviction that it_was the.
general balance of the whole man that pro-
duced and still produces the impression of
It was-not-reasen; or focussed

respect, too.

We shall not do Mr. Ford the injustice
of making any excerpts from his book.
Anecdotes that, when fitted into thelr places
in the mosalc, are effective enough, would
seem amazingly flat and dull if taken out
and scrutinized by themselves; they have
suffered enough in their first transplanta-
tion. The volume contains portraits of
Franklin's acquaintances, facsimiles, and
other valuable illustrations in such number
that the search for a particular one in the
unorderly list is a little onerous. The index
is coplous. The book is .printed with all
the taste and pomp that Mr. De Vinne com-
mands; the plate-finished paper is good of
its kind. The volume has a cover of which
the possessor will never tire.

WADDINGTON'S SEVEN YEARS' WAR
La Guerre de Sept Ans: Histoire Diploma-~
tlque et Mllitaire. Les Débuts. Richard
Waddington. Parls: Firmin-Didot. 1899.
. This 1s & work which represents g great

deal of investigation among the unpublish-
ed state papers of Paris, London, and Vien-
na, Consequently, one cannot critigizse it -
to the~best advantage when separated by
the Atlantic from the national archives
upon which It depends. No good historlan
neglects the labors of distinguished pre--
decessors, however successfully he may
supplant them, and M. Waddington’s pages
abound with references to existing studies
of the Seven Years’ War; but the character-
fstic feature of his own addition to the large
body of literature on this subject which has
been produced by Englishmen, Frenchmen,
Prussians, and Austrians s its coplous use
of original manuseripts. When we say that
he undertakes to follow up Arneth on his
own ground, we disclosc in 2 word the se-
rlous nature of hig task. :
The volume before us is not M. Wad-
dington’s first examination of a topic In the
diplomatic history of the Ancien Régime.
Three years ago he discussed, in his ‘Louis
XV. et le Renversement des Allances,’ the
question of that singular tolfc-face where-
by France, having sided with Prussla in
the War of the Austrian Succession, drop-
ped . her connection with Frederfck and
e¢spoused the cause of Maria Theresa. This
monograph on one of the most delicate
poluts in eighteenth-century diplomacy was
warmly welcomed, nnd its author has ac-
cordingly felt encouraged to approach a
larger and more {mportant theme, namely,
the deadly contest for Contlnental su-
premacy and colonial empire which formsg

the central episode of European history be- _

tween the death of Loufs XIV. and the

_outbreak of the French Revo 0

M. Waddington begins with a detailed ac-
count of Frederick's movements in Saxony
at the end of August, 1756, and - includes
under -the title “Les Débuts” the whole
operations of 1757, It will accordingly be
secn that, in this opening volume, the action
centres almost wholly in Bohemia and Ger-
many. A chapter {s devoted to the Anglo-
French struggle in America, but it forms a
small proportion of the whole, and indeed
scems ll'i(e an eplsode which interrupts
somewhat brusquely the narrative of Eu-

3
_ropean affairg.. For the rest, one sees_at.a

glance what an opportunity of holding his
reader’s attention is presented to M. Wad-
dington ~by-the-military ~vicissitudes—which -
marked..the beginning-of-the—Seven-Years' ——
War on the Continent. At the end of
1757 the advantage rested wlith. Frederick,
inasmuch as he had preserved his own
frontiers and retained a hold upon the
greater part of Silesia. But, down to thé
battle of Leuthen, fortune had.shifted her
place with bafliing rapidity from the allies
to the King of Prussia, and then back
again. Kolin and Hastenbeck had been
followed by Rossbach, Rossbach by Breslau,
and to Breslau succecded Leuthen, which
left the lesser power, territorially, with a
narrow margin of profit at the close of the
year. The tale of such astonjshing shifts
and changes, when told with the skill and
learning which M. Waddington commands,
has all the excitement of a carefully de-
veloped drama.

The peace of Aix-la-Chdpelle is, in:the
light ot history, a mere truce, and doubt-
less the statesmen who were chiefly con-
-cerned In arranging it recognized its hol-
lowr.ess. France had her standing feud with
Engiand, and, after Frederick's robbery of
Sflesfa, Maria Theresa cayld not remaln uge

1




