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GENU»SQENUS

logical and social psychology, Morselli, Venturi; | Psychol. des grands hommes (1893); WeisE,
and_others have..come forward, who think Allg. Theorie des Genies; RapESTOCK, Genie
geniug is & progressive or evolutionary varia- |u, Wahnsinn (1889); ScroreNmAUER, World -
tion of the human (and every other living) | as Will and Idea, i. Bk. IIL § 36, and ii. chap.
type, either general or partial. ‘Morselli thinks xxxi; Hirsch, Genius and Degeneration
genius consistent with some degeneration, (1897) (contains full literary references) ;
since a profitable variation of intellect, senti- | MorEAY (de Tours), La Psychol. morbide dans
ment, or will is capable of developing together |ses Rapports avec 1'Hist, (1856); SPENOCER,
with some degenerative characters. The Study of Sociol. ; Jamzs, The Will to Believe,
Lombrosian view of the epilepsy of the genius |216 ff.; LomBroso, L'Uomo di Genio (6th
is vigorously opposed as a useless appendage |ed.), Genio e Follia, and The Man of Genius
- to what is otherwise a definite clinical con- (1894); BrENTANO, Psychol. des Genies;
ception. i . (£.:0.) [ MAvLOCK, Aristocracy and Progress; Norpat,
... A much discussed question is the relation Degeneration; Arrey and FiskE, Atlantic
of "the..great man—the genius, especially | Mo, xlvii. 75and 351; Barowin, ‘Social and
the greatest man—to the general course of|Eth, Interpret. ; MorsrLL1, Genio e Nevrosi
history and to social evolution. On the one (1892), and Riv.. di Filos. Scient., passim ;
hand, the ‘ great-man theory ’ of history ho&t Axen, pE CANDOLLE, Hist. des Sciences et

that the genius is himself not a product of des Savants (1873) ;' NisBeT, The Insanity of
socizl movement, but a phenomenon—a variat | Genjus (1891); TorCK, Der geniale Mensch

- tion or other positively new influence—which (1897);.0mn1x, as above. (9.3.~3.M.B~G.F.8.)
_sets the direction of the historical and social| Genn [Lat. genu, knee]: Ger. Knie; Fr,
movement subsequent to him. On this view | genou; Ttal. ginocchio. See Brav (glossary).
history is a series of smaller movements, each| Genug (in biology): see CrAssIFICATION (in
currying out the impulse given it by some | biology). ‘
great character. Opposed to this is the view| Genus {in logic) [Lat. genus, birth]: Ger.. -
that the great man is himself an index of | Genus ; Fr. genire ; Ttal. genere. A class which
the social movement anterior to him—he is contains within its extension, or is divisible

7 a result of the deeper moving forces from into, smaller classes, called relatively species.
which" history issues. He is, therefore, only| The significance of the term has always
relatively, not absolitely, the centre of new | shared the ambiguity which is discernible in
influences : the indication rather than the ini~| classification, Genera have  been distin-
tiator of social change. Besides these opposed | guished partly by reason of the obvious differ-
views, each extreme, more moderate opinion |ences in the larger types of natural formg;
recognizes the importanceof the genius,but does partly by reference to the relatively arbitrafy
not make him an unaccountable prodigy. It |processof arranging in accordance withselected
attempts to reach n philasophy of the social [marks. The first or empirical factor is pre-
movement as & whole, which, while recognizing | dominant in the popular sense of the term,
the implicit forces which produce the genius, | and in much of the Aristotelian and Scholas-
-still allows place for great variations'and their | tic logic; the second has been insisted on
influence; not admitting either that the|in the more strictly formal logic. The diver
environment is altogether the cause of Cleo- gence of the two views makes itself manifest
patra, or that the course of the world’s|at the limits of classificatiop, at the concep-
political history would have been different— | tion of & summum genus and an infima species,
toquote Pascal’s famous saying—if Cleopatra’s | which tend on the one view to be regardéd ag
nose had been shorter ! Cf. Comte, Cours de having a place in rerum natura, while on o
Philos. positive, ed. Littre (3rded,, 1869), iv; | the other they are but ideal boundaries to an’ 7
and for a judicious discussion of this question, | arbitrary process. ) : (R.A.)
with citation of literature, see Berth, Philos.| One of the Aristotelian rules of Drvision
d. Gesch. als Sociol., i. zoo f.  Statistical in- (g- v.) in logic is that the differences of different
quiries into the inheritance of unusual talent genera are different, that is to say, cross-divi-
have been made by Galton (Natural Inher:- | sions are not to be made. This rule is sig-
tance, 1889), and into the nature-and dis- nally violated in the modern classifications of
tribution of men of genius by Odin (Genese des | chemistry, mathematics, and logic itself; but
grands hommes, 1895). (@B} | in biology, owing to the common origin of

Literature: Gawnron, Hereditary Genius, |species, the cldssification is hierarchical, as .
" and English Men of Science (1874); Jouy, ] Aristotle required. Cf. PrEDICABLES. (c.8.2.)
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