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the author’s conclusions in others of the
disputed questions we have mentioned.

Pgssages in a Wandering Life. By Thomas
Arnold, M.A. London: Edward Arnold; |
New York: John Lane. Pp. ix, 268. Por-
trait.

; I
With no ordlnary interest we opened
this book by a son of Dr. Arnold o
Rugby, by the father of Mrs. Humphryl‘
Ward, a man known twice to have em-|
braced the Roman Catholic faith, and con-
sequently once to have departed from 1t.1
We are not disappointed. We aro favored,
wi'h the recollections of a trnnsparegt]y}
hor 't man, reared amidst the best of Eng-|
lish turroundings, who can claim relation-
ship ant friendship with some of the best
minds {n  ‘he country, who has truvelle:j
much and t ught more. It §s written in
limpld style a1 a brond spirit. One-thir
of the volume . devoted to a nine years
residence in New Zealand and Tasmanis,
where Mr. Arnold s.arrled, and embracef
Roman Catholicism, w. "re the future Mrg.
Humphry Ward was bo: ~; fifty pages are
glven to recent shortvisits - ~ Sweden and o
Rome; the rest of the book 1. occupied with
Mr. Arnold’s life in England ::..ﬂ?él’andf'“
He displays a singular facuh:: for he
description of natural scenery. note-
book written on the plan of the last hap-
ter would be a delightful companio).' in
Rome. He has the ability to make inte;e& -
ing the narrative of a voyage. But tlien n
voyage A. D. 1847 in a sailivng ship/ con-
veying some of the first New Zecaland set-
tlers, affords more/scoxie tharn one/of the
present day in a-steamer, with the/date of
arrival qt,,,,-'fhe antipodes assured: - We
have/ontértalnlng notes on colonlal settle-
ment and bush life. The decpost/intefésts
of the book are, however, personal and
spiritual. In the lives of many ¢f Mr. Ar-
nold’'s associates we realize afrgsh the ox-
tent to which the best-trainedl minds in
England are brought into polltical service.
We filod many noteworthy individual

sketches. Of Wordsworth: /

“I must therefore glve m}/ own impres-
slons, which range intermi /tout]y over a
eriod of fifteen years. \\"or(}sworth‘s figure
vag of a rather cuarse mal ¢, and hig step
was heavy; the eyes were w) cak, and usually
pratected in some way or ther; the .aqui-
Ifne\nose was too large and thick to be call-
ed beautiful, and the moutlf and chin, though
far frgm weak, were withbut distinction. It
was the beauty and nobility of the head,
the width and polse of/ the fordélicid” the
manifest\adaptation of the ‘tenement of elay’
to Louse\a majestic anil many-sided intel-
lect, whick atoned for/all minor sharteon-
ings, and fived the ad irfng gazo of the be-
holder. Clough's heyil, too, was heautiful, -
but Clough’s head wits not equal to Words=
worth’s. Though capacious, it seemed hard-
Iy equal to the burden and Stress of thought
which it sometimes had to bear; in Words-
worth, one wou say—sectting  humor
aside—it was equlil to all thoughts, and
incapable of being disturbed from the just
balance in which its Creator had poised it.
‘Wordsworth, however, was a great pocet, and
his life was lived in a sense apart; and
though he could discuss trivialities and do-
mestic matters, and sometimes scem hearti-
ly a nused by them, I suppose there was a
genecral want of practicality, and the csprit
positif, about him which -raised a barrier

blctween him and the Westmoreland peo-
ple.”

Of Mrs. Quillinan;

~UDora Quillinan was W
duughter. IFrom the first
saw her, when Rydal Lak:

corth’s only
hat T ever
' zZen over

and she gave my brother and me some
useful hints with regard to skating upon it,
the sense lof unbounded confldence 9n her
kind cyes,|or rather in the tenderness or
goodness which beamed from them, never
left cither c\\t us.”

of Southel‘y:

‘‘Southey, ‘though he lived far away at
Keswick, was brought near to our daily in-
terests by Wordsworth’s affection for him,
When I was absut ten, and my brother a
year older, my father took us wifh him one
day to call at Greta. Bank. As we shyly ad-
vanced, Southey rosk up and came to micel
us, shook hands with Ws both, and said with-
a smile, ‘So, now, you'\e scen a live ﬁﬂ"t!'
He was in no way han§some, but had the
look of a hard student. \ Again I saw him
in 1839, when Wordsworth brought him to
call at Tox How." . \- Sl e

ot élough:

“In the ycars 1842-47 I Wwas In cloge in-
timacy with Arthur Hugh Clough. . . .
Between 1843 and 1845 thére was a small
soclety in existence at OXxford called the
Decade. Among its members were Jowett,
Arthur Stanley, Coleridge [afterwards Chief
Justice], my brother, Clichester FFortes-
cue,- John Campbell Shairp, the present
writer, and several otl;er,{ Shairp has de-
scribed two speeches made by Clough at
. mectings of the Decade. - The impressions
of the ftuture professor.of.poetry seem..to-
have been in unison with my own—that no

“IETheT ot the T sGulety. spoke. ih. saTTIeh;”
penetrating, original, and convincing strain
as Clough. He was no%rupid,-yct nei-
ther was he slow or hesithting; he scemed
just to take time enough to find the right
word or phrase.”

Of Dean Stanley:

“But the cbarm and fascination of “hls
. acfety cannot thus {{from Mr. Prothero’s
Li*n] be adequately, understood. ‘Sponta-
newy genuineness, simplieity, characteriz-
ed au that he did and said—nay, wero
distinci ve of every movement and gesture., '
““None i.1t ever knew him could forget
his engagirg and delightful personality.
The eyes, ol heaven's own blue; the short,
dark, bafr cu.ling over his head, till age
straightened it somewhat and turned it
gray; the quick ‘ﬁlmrl, steps;. the beauti-
ful, childlike mc-y  the ecager, animated
talk—the total fn; r¢ slon of energy, gulle-
lessness, courage, a: veracity—who, to
the end of the longes. lfe, could forget
all this?”

We have a somewhat un, “aclous remi-
niscence of. the author’'s brot. r, Matthew
Arnold:

“The whole family went up to '\L\\fnrd__ in
January, 1842, when my father n ,1 his
first course of lectures as professor os *no-
dern history. My brother, in all the gloy
of a scholar's gown and three months' ex
perience as a ‘university man,” weledmad
his rustic Geselucister with an amused and
supérior fracioniness.  We visited Wi at
his rooms in Balliol at e top of the se-
cond stairease in the coriier of {he sccond
quod.  When he had got us all safely in,
he is said to have exclaimed, “Thank God,
-youw are in!” and when the L was_over,
and heTAGTEReT The Tast of us out- on the
staircase, ‘Thank Gdd, you are out!” But
this tradition {s doubiful.”

Considering that Prof. Arnold’s residence
in Tasmanla was during the most cruclal
period of the convict- réglme, 1t is to be
remarked that he has nothing generally
to say upon the subject; nor does he men-
tion the names of Smith O’Brien, John
Mitchel, or any of the 1848 Irish prison-
ers; nor al home, and long in Irelaud, has
lie, excupl upon the Catholie Uuivcrslty‘
questic::, :mything special to say upon
home politics, & :

It was the Oxford Movement that bore
him into Catholicism. It was his Ingrain-

ed fiberal tendencles that carrled him out |

Ueism .. do.not. appear brilliant.”

of it for a time~accordmg to his own ac-

oy
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count, partly ill-health, ‘partly failure suf-
«felently to distinguish bet\\'s;)c:n Liberalism
in politics and in religlon. Through all, he
is never . carried away by the enthusiasm
of ‘the medphyte. In Rome he “reluctantly,
$et with ‘full-conviction,” arrived at the bo-
Hef “that it Is now impossible for the lay
people of united Italy (if it be assumed
that the Italian Kingdom will endure), to

consent to the insiglln'tion of any other Ita-4
lian city as the capital of that Kingdom.” R

In Sweden, onc® Catholie, now so but to
the extent of 1,340 in 5,000,000 of the po-
pulation, which he visited mainly to see
the Shrine of St. Bridget, he again “re-
luctantly admits,” “‘the prospects of Catho-
Here,
finally, *is a man of fine intelléct and the
highest training to whom the Catholic
Church has become ald fm all, *‘the one
success which carth has still to show"
“(p. 235). -Yet there is not in these pages
a word of condemnation of those wka con-
tinue out of its fold, nor a’ suggestloﬁ of a
fear of their future condemnation. How
can a docfrine be .much iénger officially
maintained which is in the intercourse of
life practically abandoned?

ion to Ethics. By Frank Thilly.
Charles Scripner’s Sons. 1900. ‘8vo, pp.
346. o

The logical analysis of the conégptions
coifnected with morals is ofie of the very
best whetstones for the wits ever founq;
and it has never caused anybody to be burn-~
ed at the stake! It is this of which Prot.
TLilly has put together a convenient lit-
te handbook, in nearly alternate chap-
tery _historical and. defonsive of his own
pusitlons, In the latter parts, many things
are aell and forcibly put, ‘yet we are not
iu;;;rg_sscd Lfﬂ't the volume will be treasured
for their sakes. There is at least one long
portion in which thought of'mo veory forcible
lpgical cohesion §s administered in pretty

- dilute solution. In the historical parts, by

separating the accounts of‘the controversies
over separate questions, and by separating,
under each question, the divergent lines. of
thoughts, without, however, mincing the
matter very fine, the rationale of the se-
quence of opinions and the graduat peri'et.m-
tion of thought further and further into the
problems are brought out with force and
clearness. This method of presenting the his-
tory of such a subject is amazingly superior
tv.the chronologieal plan;-but- ity tall suc-

cese would call for a very thoroughly con-:

sidere
respect,

taxonomy -of the opinians. In this
e present volume is not quite

_what \_ve»l: ‘11d desire. Thus, the classifica-~

tion of the doctrines” concerning the basis

ol right aud.\vr'ong is substantially borrow-.

ed from Wundt (without acknowledgment,
by the way). It is true that a tabular view
oL p. 128.shows some trifling departures
ftom Wumit's scheme; but these have no
perceptible effect upon the history.
Wundt's arrangement may, be exhibited
as follows: -
Theories of the Basis of Morality.
A. The Moral Law s externally. imposed.
B. The Moral Law is rational:
I Its end is happiness:
- 1. that of the agent,
2. that of the community,
IL 1ts" tendency fs improvement:_
1. of the agent, . :
2. of the community.

g
B

« itgelt 18, according to them, simply a result,

%
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The most serlous defect of this classifica-
tion lles in its subdivision of rationallstic
theory fanto only two branches, splitiing
upon the insignificant question of whether
the 'end is completely: attainable or not.
. This wgsults in several” inconveniences. It

S & very unjust to utllitarianism (one -of the

. few theories of moralswhich have manifestly
‘vbrought about any amelioration of soctety),
by separating it only slightly from hedonism
proper, or the doctrine that the lowest mo-
tivé: from ~which a ratlonal being can act is
ac the samo time the highest possible, and
iz short the only possible, motive. It over-
looks entirely the very familiar view which
makes the prolongation of the agent’s con-
sclous life the highest end. It confuses the
morality which takes as its end the per-

tcetion of the individual man in a predeter-
mined; respcctfr‘r'sny, by the substitutlon of;

"altrulstic for dgolstic motives—wlith the mo-
rality. which aims at the perfectlon of the
individual in the .sense of giving him what-
ever characters the future study of the
question may show to be most desirable;
and It falls into a llke confuslon in regard
to theorl”cs which alm at the perfection of
soclety. “Morecover, It “altogether falls to
mark -the world-wilde difference between
taking the perfection of soclety or of ﬂge
individual as the wultimate end. and sup-
posing a perfectfonment to be brought
about, go.far as it is b'rought about at all,
by natural selectton, {n which case the ulti-
mate end is not perfection, but that toward
which alone all nntur::-.ﬁ sclection works, to
wit, tho virtual fecundity of the race. Fi-
nally, It leaves out of account the possibllity
of so concelving the ultilmate end that it

oc to human soclety. If we concelve

there i3 a methodical tdeal—like order, “or
ratlonality—neither specifically psychical nor
physical, which somehow has a power of
developing itself in thoughts and things

shall not he Hmited either to the individual
%ny

* generally, then whatever furthers this pro-

gress Is good, and tice vcrse; and such a
conception refuses to be limited to any par-
ticufar matter of realizatlon.

Considering the Imperfectlons ‘of the
cigssification with which Prof. Thilly has
worked, 1t Is much to his credit that he has,
with ittle departure from accuracy. made
the h}story appear clear and rational. We

shall note a few small polnts to show that;

this book, like every other, has to be read
:eritically, In the history of the theory of
consclence,” Hartley is placed after Ben-
‘tham—-a chronological displacement {nduced
by ghe imperfection of the classification,
. and dggravated by the fact that the dates
of publeation are ot commonly given, but
only thosé of the different writers' birth
and death. Some wrlte their most charac-
terletic works ‘early, others later. Kant {s
placed among the perfectionists, contrary to
his own energetic protests. He maintains
that one must not act to bring about any
definite result, but simply from the {dea
of duty. Herbert Spencer is refused a place
among the evolutionistic moralists. He is,
in truth, so vacillating that it is hard to
say whether this is correct or 'not.'-; It would
kave surprised Leslie Stephen to find him-
self in quite a different class from Spencer;
and, whether this is right or not, nelther
he nor Darwin ought to be placed among
perfectionists. True; they hold that con-
duct ought~to realize an ideal, but not as
its ultimate end.: On the contrary, the ideal

of natural selection, which acts solel:: to
make some race or races dom{nant. ‘Thus,
the ultimate end for them is not inward but
outward. Hume, in refer¢nce to his theory

of conscience, Is_classed with Hutcheson.

But he really followed Hartley, in the main;
and -where . he disagrees with Hartley, he
disagrees still more with Hutcheson. To
Bernard Mandeville is attributed ‘the pro-
position t_hnt greed and other sclfish pas-
sions contribute more to the public good
than benevolence does; and this proposition,
beicg placed in quotation marks, will bo un-
derstood to be the ipsissima overbd of that
author. This is approximately thc opinion
of some modern political economists of re-
pute, but it was categorically repudiated by
the author of the ‘Fable of tue Bees,’ who
was acute enough to seo that it no more
came within the scope of his 1]1quiry, than

"It does into that of political economy, to de-

termine what is and what is not for the
public good. That whick he undertook to
prove was, that if @ nation dcsires crpansion
and gplendor, then It must have a4 rich and
viclous class as the congdition precedent to
success dn that carcer; but he added his

private opinion that expansion and splendor

do not really conduce to the ¢happiness of
a people, and thereforo not to their “well be-
ing,” if by that is meant :their happiness.
The last words of the fable are:

“They flew/Anto a hollow tree,
Iilezt with content and honesty."

rimer of Parligmentary Law, for

Schogfs, Colleges, Clubs, Fraternities, etec.

" By/Joseph Thomas Robert. Doubleday &
cClure Co. 1700. .

The object of thls book is very plainly
stated at the start. The:author proposes to
“make a text-hook in Parliamentary Law
50 simple that the average High-School

teacher can make it plain to the.average.
‘High-School pupil.”

Wo will frankly ex-
pré§s our disapproval of the wholc idea.
At the same time we are ready to ac-
knowledge that this Prlmﬁr, which conslists
almost entirely of dialogues and examples
to show the method of {nstructing High-
School boys, and possibly  Western legislqgg
tures, Is very well prepared.

When Mr. Robert says that the vartous
public bodies are working each in its own
way, and that he has e§amined all English
and American works on Rarliamentary law,
and yet docs not give the name of a siugle
author, he docs not deal fairly Wwith ‘his
readers. Throughout New England and the
Atlantic States generally, including the Dis-
trict of Columbia, there {s an authority most
generally accepted, This is, of course,
Cushing's Manual. We will show later that
no new text-hook is réqulr,ed on the subject;
but we will first dispose of Mr. Robert’s
heresies. His {dea is to give every member
of any public assembly such a smattering
of law as will make him think that he knows
as much as the presiding officer. No better
plan could be invented to cause trouble, and
to reduce such u;eetings to rlotous mobs.
No assembly of any size can transact busi-

ness properly unless it has full confidence in.

a presiding officer, who shall be honest, im-
partial, and thoroughly versed in the prin-
ciples and details of ‘parliamentary law.
Sﬂrlking exdmples of this may be found in
the House of Commons and Congress. In
Parliament ' the Speakers have been highly
honored, supported by all parties, and then,
on retiring, rewarded with peerages. In

Congress there have been some famous par-
liamentarians clected as Speaker,;as, for
example, Winthrop, Banks, Blaine, Randall,
and Carlisle. We may zdd that the Legis-
lature of Massachusctts and the Common
Council of the city of Boston have distin-
guished themselves by great attentlon to .
parliamentary law, and that their rules
have been extensively copied and observed
throughout New England,

One of Mr. Robert's.special fads I8 the
idea that every motiofy must be seconded
(sec note on pp. 24-25). In both branches
of the Massachusetts Legislature® It {s
speclally provided by a rule that no second
{s necessary. In the Common‘ Council of
Boston the same custom prevalls, except
that, by a special rule, an appeal from a de-
cisfon of the Chalr must bo seconded. Tho
roqu;remnnl of a second Is umnecessary,

szd only leads to wrangling and delay.

Mr. Robert also (pp. 52-53) has a good
deal to say about a parliamentary inquiry.
By this he means that “a member desiring
information as to any rule or form relating
to business already acted om, or.now under
consideration, or which he wishes to bring
tefore. tho Assembly, may rise to & parlia-
mentary inquiry.” This means that he may

|-luterrupt a member who has the;{:ﬂoor and

fs speaking. This Idea of a parllamentary
fnquiry has made g slight inroad Into the
work of the Boston Common Cgunell, but
probably nowhere else in New Bngland., It
Is a stupld’ innovation, unnecessary and
prejudicial to the proper transaction of
business. The old, gensible rule was, that
a member obtalnigg the floor was to
be protected from any {nterruption. Thero
was a motion. of privilege which could be
made, but which was confined to a matter

affecting the whole body, and not simply
the individual member,

If, for example, a

member should discover signs of a fire in

the hall, or a daﬁgerous_ accldent to the heat-

ing apparatus, or the .prosence of an un-

authorized person {n the members’ seats,

or, possibly, outrageous conduct by one of

tho members—it being clerrly a matter
which could not wait—he might rise and call

the attention of the Chair to the fact. But

no debate was allowable. In popular bodies

whero discipline had begn loosened and the

Chair had lost its grip, 2 bad custom has

sprung up by which members bave risen

to make personal explanations under the pre-

tence that it was a privileged matter. This

Is another bad {nnovation, and ought not to

be countenanced. .

"We will now revert to our previous al-

lusion to real authorities. The Massachu-

setts Senate provides that ‘“The rules of

parliamentary practice comprised in the re-

viséd edition of Crocker's ‘Principles of

Procedure in Dellberative Bq:dies,' and the

principles of parliamentary law'set forth in

Cushing’s ‘Law and Practlce of Legislative

Assemblies,” shall govern 4¢he Senate in all

cases to which they are hpp]icnble, and in
which they are not inconsistent with the -
rules of the Senate, or the joint rules of

the two branches.” The order in tho lower

branch specifies no more than that the rules
of parliamentary practice shall govern the

House; but this is construed to be the same
as the Senate rule. - The Boston Common:
Council has the following rule: ‘‘The rules’
of parliamentary practice as contained in

Cushing’s ‘Law and Practice of Legislntlve

Assemblies’ sha]l*'govern this Council in all

cases to which they are applicable, and in




