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' dreadful, though useful, ‘“‘agoglc”’—which he
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fit for Parnassus, yet they also serve a
very useful purpose in pedagogy.”” ‘“In the
vears to come, the Chopin studies will be
played for thelr music, without any thought
of thelr technical problems.” Mr. Hune-
ker might have added that even now there
are more frequent demands in concert-halls
for repetitions of tho 6tudes than of any
other pleces by the same composer.
Style is a thing one does not usually ox-
pect In books on musical toples, but Mr.
Huneker writes with a pen that knows how
to clothe cven well-known .facts In words
that mako them seem now, It {8 this quall-
ty, and the constant references to other arts
and contemporary lterature, that make
the musical books of Mr. Huneker, who
geems to be an omnivorous reader, attrac-
tive to others besides musiclans. Once in
a while he uses. a word—like Riemann’s

ought to take pains to explain.

Quaker Campaigng in Peacc and War. By
Willlam Jones. With eleven {llustrations.

‘London: Headley Brothers. 18933. Pp. xiv,
412,
Turning from the unreal, unnecessary

books with which our fables are sometimes
crowded, {t is refreshing to take up a vol-
ume such as this, not altogether artistically
put together, not written in ¢ 1 best trained
literary style, not alwuys well balanced,
but instinct with human interest. It re-
counts the main experiences of a life, now
aged seventy-four, commenced as a Quaker
Welsh-speaking lad in a primitive Den-
bighshire village, leading on, in manhood, to
assoclation in the projects of Stephenson
and the Peases in early railway industrial
development in England, and in the world-
wide Quaker philanthropy of those days.
Mr. Jones was one of the Commissioners
sent by the Soclety of Friends to distribute
relief {n France in 1870 '71. He managed
sulphur mines 1n Slclly Agnln he was en-
gaged In -missions of” mercy in Bulgaria
after the massacres. Few non-combatants’
were ever afforded better opportunities for
realizing thg horrors of war. The impres-
sions and convictions so formed led to his
devoting much of s later life.to the cause
of ‘peace and arbitration. The latter half of
the Yook, not so interesting as, the first
portlon, s principally devoted to the au-
thor's travels In Australasia and America
in such capaelty. We dre afforded mapy in-
teresting relations of intercourse \\lth 1m-
portant peraonages—stephenson William E.
Foster, the Pea.ses Cardinals Mannlng and
Antonelli; Prince Bismarck and other Ger-
man notabilities; John Bright, 0. W.
Holmes, Whittier, President Cleveland, and
many others. A conversation with' Anto-
nelli in the Vatican, on Quaker theory and
practice, Is one of the most interesting
episodes related in the book. .

Did space permit we might quote passages
by the dozen. How the military operations
of the past few years and of the present
gink into comparative lnsignlﬂéance before
the 19,000 that fell -at Gravelotte within &
fevw hours! Mr. Jones and his brother Com-
missioners had many bairbreadth esca[ies,
yet, upon the whole, our wonder is how
they managed to llve and move about amid
the shock of contending armiecs and the
unutterable I -rors of the time and untold
sufferings tu ° .t and beast. His certificate

‘| of last year.

glven a facsimile, 18 indeed a curlosity in
its way—sufficient in itself to establish the
merit of any collection of autographs. "The
simplicity 1s to be excused with which he
relates his cfforts to add to its value by
tresh additions. We cannot but long to
kuow whether the identity p.nd name have
ever been established of the young Ameri-
can doctor who at Metz devoted himself to
the thousands of “black-typhus’ cases, who
succumbed, and who, like those he sought
to serve, died untended, and was, like them,
huddled into a pit of quicklime. Memory of
the almost incredible Bulgarian atrocities is
refreshed as wo follow our author's foot-
steps. We stand appalled at the responsi-
bility of the nations which then barred the
extension of Russian power, and which later
failed to make good their engagements con-
cerning the Armenians, who never would
have suffered as they did had Russia's
hands not then been stayed.

The preface to this book is dated May
The latter pages are full of
hope and assurance consbquent on the Czar's
peace proposals. “By the overtaxed and
cons'crlptcd victims of militarism, as by
every lover of peace, this ‘ollve branch ffom
the Neva’' was halled as a boon fraught
with untold blessings.” How little did the
author thep realize that, before K many
months had passed, the statesmanship of his
own country would lead to one of the blood-
iest of wars since 1870-'71, and that the pas-
slons of his countrymen \\oum be S0 arous-
ed that the preaching of peace and arbitra-
tion would be, as was abolition with us
forty years ago, stigmatized, even by a re-
liglous journal, as dangerous ‘‘as firing off
a.pistol in a public thoroughfare,” and that
many of his own corellgionists \\ould b(.
tor war to the bitter end.

It were to be wished that all the {ilustra-
tions in this interesting volume. were as
good as the vignette portrait of the author.

History of Ancicnt Philosophy. By W. Win-
delband. Authorized translation, from the
second.German edition, by Herbert Ernest
Cushman. Charles Scribner’s Sons. 1899.
8vo, pp. 393. !

A manual of the history of Greek philoso.
phy in one volume, rather large than small,
but not redoubtable in bulk, by giving as
much upon this subject as nine out of, ten
intellectual persons care to read (unless it
be Plato and parts of Aristotle, with dip-
pings Into later writers) may, in view of the
extent to which {t will be used, be a more
important publication than if it wers larger.
At any rate, greater care is incumbent upon
the reviewer, since many of its readers will
be less able to judge of its merits unalded.
Here, then, i3’ a judiclous work, on most
points up to date, whose author does not
plume himself so much on brilliant theorles
that set all the evidence at deflance, as
upon giving a clear insight into the develop-
ment of anciegt philosophy according to the
best establisifed opinions of:to-day. As for
those ‘terctesmata so.universally found in
German books, he i8 rather fond of transfix-
ing them with the pins of good sense. This
feature makes the book enjoyable, and
worth consulting even by those who are
au fait in the controversies. In short, if
there is another compendious manual of
ancient philosophy in any language as {l-
luminative and trustworthy as this, we have

The faults of Windelband’'s preseitation
are not trifling; but the worst of them are
common to all works that are based on the
modern critical treatment of anclent history
—the meothod that has received so many
hard knocks from archsology. In the first
place, notwithstanding what has been just
said of the relative merits of this history, it
does not always escape being drawn into the
common German fault of discarding all the
premises in our possession in favor of what -,
the critic is disposed to think lkely. We
note onerplace where thid tendency is be-
trayed by a single word. Spenkln’g of the
simple propositions in geometry {hat the
Greeks attributed to Thales, he says:

Dt may be safely concluded In every in-
stance that these elementary. propositions
were generally known to the Greeks of his
time.”

Concluded? A concluslon requires premises;
but such premises are altogether in default,
Windelband would more accurately have
sald guessed. There scems to be an {nera-
dlcable confusion in the minds of German
philosophers and critics between what is
concluded and what is guessed. In the pre-
sent instance, our own guess, founded on
psychological conslderations (without which '
we would refuse even to guess), would be the
opposite of Windelband’s, and it would be
backed up by positive tradition, which, with-
ont belng at all conclusive, is certalnly
worth more than nothing. 1t 1s very true
that upon most points In the history of
Greek philosophy, more especially before
Socrates (but often later, too), the testimony
is open to so muchsuspicionthat if weaccept
it we may he morally sure we shall often be
led into error. But when a conclusion to
which-all the premides converge 18, never.
- theless, open to grave doubt, the situation
cannot be mended by reversing that conclu-
sion. Uncertainty is simply unavoldable in
such cases; and we may’ as well make up
our minds at the outset that the only way to
escape being often deceived about the his-
tory of ancient philosophy is to abandon the
study of it altogether. “This Is not demon-
strated,” is the .laugbable phirase that- R
is perpetually running from the tongues
and pens of modern critics, -Do they
imagine, then, that any of their~dicta ahout '
ancient philosophy arc demonstr ed? A
large proportion of them: are pet bbles
which nohody but their authors ever- ac-
cepted; and perhaps half of the rest are
things which it has become the fashion in
.the universities to assert without anyTratio-
cinative process whatsoever—sheer guesses,
like the above about Thales. -

For the pre-Socratic philosophy, Aris-
totle’'s authority Is so all-important that’it
{s impossible to discuss it intelligently until
his status has been settled, and the doubts
that are rife concerning the authenticity of
what some scholars are fond of calling “the
so-called Aristotelian writings'’ have been
&uly wejghed. Windelband does not b
inform the reader upon what thos
are grounded, while he shows t¥fat he is.
not free from the fault that we have been
criticising by calling the positive ‘affirma-
tfons of Strabo (partly confirmed by Athe-
nz}ausj to the effect that Aristotle’s original
manuscripts lay perdusg in a cellar for a cen-

agsertions “‘a very- venturesome theory.”
But there is a part of the story, so much .
as happens to suit him, that ‘Windelband ac-

or passport .. . v, catiom, of which we are

not the advantage of acquaintance with it.

cepts. Agaln, he denfes that the '‘Parme-

tury and a half—by calling these positive P
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nides,”” ""Sophistes,” and “Politicus”’ were
written by Plato, contrary to his usual re-
epect for the testimony of Aristotle even
regarding matters remote from his pur-
view, though really one does not see why he
should respect that testimony, [ it consists
of an aggregation of frresponsible glosses,
as the theory is. As for the stylometric
proofs, strong as iron, of the authenticity
of the three dlalogues, they smack 8o much
of archaology as to put a “higher critic”
quite out of sorts at their mere mention.
While Windelband rejects the -three dia-
logues as spurlous, be is in¢lined to accept
their testlmony (if such it can be called) as
to Parmenides And Socrates having had.a
discussion.

We.have used so much space in setting
forth this complaint against Windelband,
that we can only j'lfét indicate several oth-
ers. An effect, perhaps, of the German
professors’ babit of using a hundred words
to disgulse an idea that mlght have been
precisely expressed In ten, is that Dr. Win-
delband, instead of endm\ oring to carry the
reader back to the nalve thoughts of the
anclents, sometimes reports the anclents as
expressing oplnions about questions of mo-
dern philosophy. He also, llke other his-
torians, {s given to reading Into ancient phi-
losophy a degree of consecutiveness and con-
sistency which there is not only no satistac-
tory evidence for, but which is contrary to
such evidence as we possess. Thus, he re-
‘jects the three dialogues of Plato just men-
tioned becausd they are contrary to the
doctrine of ideas contalned in the ‘Repub-
lic," etc., although Aristotle and others in-
form us that Plato changed his mind on that
subject. FIinally, we may justly complain
that though this book has now becn be-
fore the publi® for eleven years, some of
its most singular positions have never yet
been fully argued out by the author, any-
where.

The translation is authorized; but it need
not therefore be correct. In many places
correct {t cannot be, if the author had any
meaning at all. Here are a few random ex-
amples of what one finds in numbers on
every page: “The Pythagoreans seem to be
the first ‘independently to discover the
spherical shape of the earth”. (p. 23). “There
were men, otherwise favorably conditioned
in lfe, who took a direct and immediate in-
terest in knowledge” (p. 25). This ‘“‘other-
wise” is not English. Read: “Men In good
circumstances, too.” ““The fact that a cloud
of myths should thicken from century to
century around him, makes‘{t necessary to
g0 bncl; to the oldest accc&mts" (p. 29).
What should this “should” meéan? - .

Of course, such phrases as “He was born
as the son of Mnesarchus,” and “Here was

still a more motley mixture,’” patter upon:

us like raln. Inverted sentences, tempests’
of conjunctions and phrases having the force
ar forcelessness) of conjunctions, ifs used
in place of although, ifs within ifs, all the
, fust thereins, come upon us. topsy-
turvy way to make the perusal like try-
fng to studywhile suffering from seasick-
ness, such uncogtrollable nausea does the
unwonted tliting “and pitching ‘of the sen-
tences ‘produce. If the publishers had set
their foot down about this matter, they
might have done Dr. Cushman and his read-
ers a signal service. We can only wish
now that something may happen to the
plates, because the book is ome which is
destined to be in use for a long time,

Psychologie du Socialisme.
Bon. Parls: Félix Alcan.
The Psychology of Socialism.
Le Bon. Macmillan.* 1899,
The manner in which M. Le Bon presents
his theories iy interesting, and even fasci-
nating. e delights in generalizations of the
I'roadest kind, and supports them with nost
eflective illustrations,- At his best, he sug-
gests De, Toequeville, and many of his ob-
servitions are of epigranumatic brilliancy.
They are penetrating, too, but we cannot
regard the author's insight as profound, He
can-hardly be desceribed as a philosopher, in
spite of his philosophical geueralizations
and oracular utterances.” Iis references to
American affairs show such carelessness or
ignorance as to make us distrust his othoer
inferences. He says, “It would never enter
an American’s mind to require the state to
establish railways, ports, universities, ete.”
Yet there is so much truth In Bis theories,
and they are so engagingly presented, as to,

Par Gustave Le
1899.

By Gustave

‘captivate the reader.

When we try to analyze the political phi-
losophy which characterizes these ossays,
w» find it comparatively simple. It sug-
gests the doctrine of the fixity of species.
The Latin peoples, in M. Le Bon's view,
are incapable of self-government. They pos-
sess Httle “initiative.” They are not self-
reliant, and it is immaterfal what name
they glve their government; for, no matter
what they call it, it is always despotic. The
French have had centralization bred into
them for‘so many generations that it hag
become a part-of thelr constitution, or nu-
ture. A society, M. Le Bon says, with its
Institutions, its beliefs, and its arts, repre-
sents a tissue of ideas, sentiments, cus-

1 toms;” and modes of thought d termined by

heredity, the cohesion of which constitutes
its strength. Such a product cannot be re-
fashioned in accordance with the theories of
philosophers. This truth, however, is not
appreciated by th: writers or the peoples of
the Latin states. As in the time of the Re-
volution, it is believed to-day that govern-
zents may be renovated by changing thelr
constitutions. It is on a belief of this kind
that socialism r.sts. It is a kind of re-
liglon, or perhaps rather a substitute for
religlon. It offers hope through better ma-
terial conditions to those who have ceased to
think of better spiritual conditions. It is
impracticable, but it Is noné the less dan-
gerous. i

For the great power of such beliefs, M.
LeBon contends, lies in the fact that their
propagation Is independent of the propor-
tion of truth or error that they may con-
ain When a bellef “has galned a lodging
fn the minds of men, its absurdity no
longgr appears; reason cannot reach it, and
only time can impair it.” Socialism, which
is substituting itself for the ancient faith,
has but a low ideal, to establish which it
appeiilé to the base sentiments of envy and
hatred.. Nevertheless, it stands to many
for reform and progress; it holds out hopes
of comfort and happiness. Hence it is prob-
ably destined to exercise an even greater
influence than at present, although 1t will
not be long before it is abandoned ln dis-
appointment. The conditions of existence

have improved in modern times, but dis-

satisfaction with them has increased. The
modern man, despoiled of religion, attaches
himself eagerly to the present, the only
reality he can seize. ‘Interested omnly in
himself, he wishes at all costs to rejoice

in the present hour, of whose brevity he
s so sensille. In default of his lost fllu-
stons he must enjoy “well-being and conse-
quently riches.” Since riches do not .fall to
him, he thinks that he should have a share
of what fortune has given to others, and re-
gards all large accumulations of property
as Iniquitous. Hence it 13 evident that the
fundamental principle of Soclalism s to
have something done for the man dissatis-
fied with his condition. He {3 not to help
himself, but to be helped; and as the Latin
neoples have long since learned to look-to
the Government for everything, they find
Sociallsm a perfectly natural and conslst-
ent ereed.

M. LeBon i3 most successful when he de-
scribes particular classes, such as the Pa-
rislan workingmen, and the ‘“‘Demi-Savants
and Doctripalres.” Somewhat Inconsistent-
Iy, frem our point of view, he i3 an en-
thusiastic supporter of the army, and vio-
lently assalls those who criticise it.  He
affords in tbis way an illustration of hiy

own doctrine of the survival of ancestral.
for his criticlsms of

beliefs and feelings,
the Government of France apply as much
to military as to ecivil Institutions. These
criticisms ara extremely severe, and thero
is evidence enough from other sources to
make us believe them well founded. Not
only the French, but the Latin peoples in
general, are paying for the errors of the
past. The Inquisition extirpated the ole-
ments of progress in Spain, and the ex-
pulsion of the Huguenots from France s
one of the most potent causes of her pre-
seut decay. Her population is stationary,
and It is maintained by the selection of the
most inferior types. It i3 one of M. Le-
Bon's pet theories that the worth of a na-
tlon depends on the number of remarkable
men 1; produces, and France now produces
few, nnfl can produce few, under her pre-
sent institulions. She ig strong in intelli-
gence, but weak in energy and character,
and the destinles of such nations fall Into
the hands of thelr governments. “Reducing
to & minimum the source of energy and ini-
tiative which the Indlvidual .muyst possess to
conduct his life, and treelf€ him from all
responsibllty, Copllectivism seems for these
reasons well adapted to the -needs of na-
tions whose will, energy, and initiative have
progressively decayed.”

It is difficult to convey a just idea of M.
Le Bon’s arguments, but we may say of
them that they are impressive even if not
free from fallacy,
Mr. Mallock, ampng English writers, and his
attitude towards soclal problems is similar.
We have marked many passages for quota-
tion, but the book 18 so suggestive and so
entertaining that it deserves to be read as
a whole, and we commend it to all who de-
sire to undersand not merely the psychology
of Socialism, but also the character and ten-
dency of modern political movements in
Burape.

We close with a singlo reflection. Is It
possible. that the paternal conception of a
state, common to all except very modern
communities, can have so imposed {tself upon
the Latin races that they alone cannot grasp
the rival idea of individualism, and of the
state as an agency? Individualism we may
have in our blood; but certainly half our
ideas of politycal freedom were derived from
it is difficult to belleve that a
political freedom should be ine-
vita.bly‘ doomed to become the stronghold of

?

He reminds us often of’
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