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beyond the cleverness of the forger. The
handwriting might Have been imitated, but
a forger could only by a triumph ol gentus
have grasped that yielding side of Mary's

Qu nature which appears in the Casket Let-

ters. As Mr. Lang says: “That any forger
should have known Mary so well as to
place her, imaginatively, as rega;ded Both-
well, in the very attitude which we see
that, on occaslon, she. chose later to adopt
in fact as regarded Norfolk, Is perhaps
beyond belief. To mysclf the internal evi-
dence of style seems rather id favor of con-
siderable and compromising portions of the
lotters.” Besides the Casket Letters, there
are the Casket Sonmets; and; though thewe
were rejectéd by Brantéme. and Ronsard,
who thought from Mary’s previous verses
that she could not have written so uncouth-
ly, the prima-facie ‘reasons for acceptlng
them are not slight.

Notwlthstandmg his wlllingness to look
adversoe cvidence squarely in the face, Mr.

Lang must be called a friend of Mary Stu--
Either from forethought or inciden--
-tz_ﬂly. he -does her service by representing:®

art.

in such an unfavorable 1lght the men
against whom.she strove for power. Leth-.
ington Mo admires on the score of superior
cleverness, though morally as bad as the
rest. “Few are the good .men, rare are the
good deeds, that must meet.us in this t.mglc
History.: "_I'here is none that doeth good;
no, not one.’"” In politics, murder was a
rule of -the game; in the pursuit of plea-
Jsure, every. one .followed his own -dovices.
Morny ‘was a shifty - hypocrite, "looking
through his fingers” at murder whereby he
profited. Morton was born -with falseness
in the blood, and ‘“‘his sanctimonious snut-
fle 1s audible still.”’ Mary at least was
born with a good _heart. “‘She was no nat-
ural dissembler, and with difficulty came to
understand that others could be false. Her
sense ot honor might become pervervted
but she had a strong natlvo sense’ of
honor."”

Mr. Lang is a hard hitter, and this vol-
ume i{s not one which will command any-
thing like universal assent. It is bound to
displease Mary's champions, while it runs
cven more counter to the strictly Calvinist
vicw of the Queen and her generation. At
present a scttlement of the debate is out
of the question, and it may long remain so.
In the meantime, it is enough that Mr.
Lang should have written a very clever,
exhaustive, ‘and well-informed account of
Mary’'s struggles with her enemies and wlth
her fate.

GIDDINGS'S INDUCTIVE SOCIOLOGY.

Inductive Soclology: A Syllabus of . Meth-
ods, Analyses, and Classifications, and
Provisionally Formulated Laws. By
Franklin Henry Giddings. The Macmil-
lan Co. 8vo, pp. xviii, 302.

Perhaps the best way to convey to our
readers an idea of what they may expect
to find in this volume will be to give a
brief account of the contents of -one of its
more -elaborate chapters, that upon Con-
certed Volition.. We find this chapter to be
divided jnto four parts: (1) The Rise of
Concerted Volition; (2) On ,Cobpera-
tion; (3) On the Modes of Concerted
Volition; (4) The Laws of Concerted

* Volition.” . Under the head of the Rise
of Concerted. Volition are considered,

first, its subjective conditions, and, sec-
'ondly, its objective conditions. The latter
are said to be principally, (1) Developed
Communication (the press, etc.), and (2)
_Assoclation In meetings. S8ince it is our
business to criticlse’ and doubt, we ask
ourselves whether this enumeration of the
objective conditions evinces a  thorough
historical study. Volition: -is not desire
nor passion; it is actlon. Now dces his-
tory show that a passionate state of public
temper is transmuted into. volitlon © by
those two influences alone; or does it show
that, upon the top of them, some startling
act of apparent wiolence fs usually re-
quisite - 'besides?. Was ‘our ™ eivil~
brought from smoke to flame by the attack
on Fort Sumter, or the Franco-German
war lzy the supposed insult t¢ the French
Ambassador, or our dificulty with Spain by
the destruction of the Maine!

Under the head of Cobperatfon, we note
“that Professor Glddings s not one of those
who would make this the essential fact of
soclety., But, on the other hand, neither i8
he one of those who concelve that® {t,
like responses to stimuli, is divisible into
the two grand divisions of codperative vo-
lition .and competitive volition, and who
opine that these two are pendants to one
another; roughly speaking, of equal jmpor-
tance.in sociology.. So far .igs he from .ac-.
cepting this view that no chapter .of his
book is devoted to competition. In all his
pages there are but-a dozen lines in which
the word occurs, and there only as one of
two toples. Is this. factor of human
socfety, then, not worth any speclal. study?
The nature of " colperation is analyzed.
and -found- to involve four tactors——com-
mon lnterest perception of what others
are dolng, interéommunication, and mutual
confidence. Its causes are Inquired into
with the result that men first find that
they are virtually éodperating, and then
do deliberately what they began to do in-
stinctively or accldentally. Other infiu-
ences, however, are recognized as secon-
dary. Cobperation is found to have four
forms. Two are simple—that' in which all
do the same thing,.and that in which there
is division of labor. Two are complex; but
the deflnitions are not very clear, and the
division, though possibly useful, 18 some-
what artificial. Perhaps we should say
that the line of demarcation is artificial;
for two classes may be as really separate
as two branches of a tree, and yet it may
be equally tmpossible to find any real de-
fining line between them. Distinctions in
the extent of codperation are noticed, as
well as the distinction between public and
private coﬁppratlon.
. There follows a somewhat elaborate an-
alysis ot the work of codperation. The prac-
tical nctivlt{es of a sod¢ial population are
sald to have four modes, Appreciation, Util-
izatlon, Characterization, Soclalization,
This had.bcen said in an earller chapter.
Appreclation is liking or disliking a thing.

selves to things; by ‘Socializatlon, adapt-
ing ourselves to our social environment.
Now, granting that this is a good division
of the results of our activity, can it be
truly said, or not, that these four results
of activity give rise to four forms of co-
operative work? To make this out, the au-
thor first defines Culture as the codperative
development of 'appreciatlon. We must all

ndmlt,_there; 18 such a thing, Perhaps It

v

‘warp”

By Characterization is meant adapting our-.

is what is commonly called fashion or the
prevailing taste of an historic period. Pro-
tessor Glddings says there are three orders
of 1deas belonging to it-—~the linguistic, the
animistic, and thp scientific. Apparently,
this fs where Sclence s pigeon-holed in his,
scheme of society. But if there be anything
moreé distinctly foreign to science than an-
other, it is appreciation, in the “sense of

‘liking or disliking. The scientific interest

of things disgusting is just as gréat as that
of the most sugared sweets. / .

We now come to the third division of the’
chapter, on Modes of Concerted Volition.
The like-mindedness is either Instinctive,

ympathetie,  Dogriatie, " "or ““Dellberative.’

he Instinctive 1s seén or read of in the
squatter. Of the sympathetic, the subjec-
tive fattors are said to be (1) impulsive -
like-response; A(2) suggestibility; (3) recip- .
rocal consciousness of kind; (4) the Bug-
gestions of shibboleth, étc.; (5) imitative-
ness; (6) contagious emotion. The objec-

‘tive factors are communicition with physi-

cal condmons, and the crowd. Sympathetic
likemindedness especlally-enriches cultural
activiti® ' It is manifested especially in
panics, revivals, sympathetic strikes, riots,
and similar phenomena. Dogmatic 1ikemind-
edness {s traditlonaf customary, and con-
servative: Its subjective factors are belief
and deductivo reasoning. Its objective fac-
tors are the communication of common be-
liets and authoritative Instruction. Its con- .
tribution to cobperation lies chiefly-in its.

conversion of common ideas into differen-
tiated traditions and of common activities
into customs. It is marked by partisanship,
rellance on legislation to regulate private
conduct deterence to tradition, and some
other phénomena. Dellberative likeminded-
ness Is characterized by critical thought
and well-codrdinated action. Its chief sub-
Jective factgrs are public oplnlori and [n-
ductive research. Its objective conditions
are freedom of speech and of meeting.
Without giving all Profossor Glddlngss

Atems, we may sum. them up by saylns that

he conceives that this kind of likeminded-
ness brings rationality into every depart-
ment of codperative work. It is found in
the most advanced modern nations. Now
follow thirteen pages of tables of ques-
tions to be investigated as to the state of
concerted volition in any soctety.

Finally, we reach the fourth division ot
the chapter, that on the Laws of Concerted
Volition. The formulation of these betrays
{mitation of a bad model, that of Tarde, who
is one of that well-known type of French-
men who copy the phraseology of mathe-
matics, as if that possessed, in itself, a se-
cret virtue of rendering vague ideas pre-
cise. Thus, we are told that “impulsive so-
cial action tends to extend and to intengify
in a geometrical progression.” Mg:.})ﬁa-
ticilans, we are aware, speak of one variable
increasing geometrically, while another in-
creases arithmetically; but what (if any-
thing) may be meant by saying that a quan-
tity varies in geometrical progression with-
out reference to any second quantity, we
must confess transcends our powers to di-
vine. Nor do we see that imitation can be
80 measured that it is worth while to at-
tempt to say what the mathematical na-
ture of the function is that connects it with
another quantity. . For the present, such
ideas seem irrelevant. = At any rate, the
meaningless expression must excuse our
suspecting that there is nothing more val-
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thst where there is & tendens7 to imltate.
the lmltntlon of 1m1tations wm mult!ply_

" pulsive ‘soctal action varies inverselz wlth-_
“‘the hebtt ‘ot sttnintns ends by indirect and.
‘complex., means,” - Here. agtun. the’ lsnguager
“Is to's mathemst!clsn repellent. Is any-
** thing’ more mgsnt tb,sn the. trutsm that,
"'when ‘men- are in the. heblt ot aotlng re-
ﬂectlvejy. they ‘are less under the.domin-
. lon of tmpulse? It so, wWhy. should it not
be expressed non-msthemstlcslly? .80,
", Wikewise, why cannot a _soclologlat content
hlmeelt with, seylng thet, ‘other things be-

coerclve in -proportion to. ‘its - -antiquity”’?

"aznderlng every sentence, as 1t - papyrus

" " ‘en model; less llke sclence than'a painter's
_“mannikin 18 like & 'man, by far; for a man-

ing the same, the older_a. tradition is, the | -which—-is— & mine—of —stroctive— ¢osalp, |-

o more it overawes men,. instead of laying
At down thst “tradition is euthor!tet(ve and

"l'he use of: mathemstlosl phrases in the
other laws lesds .the reader. to- suppose
a mthemstlcsl proportlon 18 intended herse.’
Tl_lere aro~'geveral. other -laws . which - ‘the.
reader. will ﬂnd in: the book., ‘If this: ‘class
of wrlters would study the .mathematical
; . _umeasurement - say,.” Cliffora’s
: ‘Analyticsl Metrlc —suﬂlclently to percéive’
how such'; ‘talk ‘as thelrs ‘must; appear to
0. who understand what quantity 18, we
belleve thst all v‘such phreses would dlssp-
ear from:. thelr'pszes. “Prot. Glddlings's
would only be strengthened tt this'

Perhsps there msy be persons who do

of lltersry composltlon. but ‘there 1s none
. whleh calls for & severer claselcsllty, mean-
lng by .that’ the.. enect Tesulting trom an-

bhorrence of the too much. and from long-

re castly. snd the use of the stylus. 18bor-

. fous. It hss been the mnthemstlclsns who~
‘have most excel;ed in {t.; A syllabus needs’
to be a teat of lntellectlml strength,. under
petn of sinklng toan’ exhlbltion of 8 wood-

v nlkln may take’ an expressive pose. The
specimen we have glven wiil have convinced
. the reader that Prof. Giddings 15 a man of
“no_ mean’ snslytlo power. Such a scheme
ns he has drawn up will have its Wility in
the lnclplent state of soclologlcnl sclence,
“evgn if 1t 1s not what a 8yllabus . of so-
. clology ought to be: The lndex 18 like the
".book- itgelt. It is not pertect' but it s
much more than pretty good.

Scomah llen of Letta's in the E'lghteenth'
Century.. ‘By. Henry Grey Greham Mac-
“millan, - 1801, s
It was the lntent of Plutarch ss he tells

us in beginnlng ‘hig lite of Alexander, not.

to write hlstorles, but only lives. For,. he
explnlns, the noblest deeds do not always
show mens vlrtues ‘and- vices, but .often-
tlmes a light’ occasion, a word, .or some
sport mskes men’s natural dispositions and

. manners appear. ‘more. plain than the fa-

" mous .battles won, wherein ‘are sldin ten
thousand ‘men, or the great “"srmtes, or
cities won “by slege or assault,  So Mr..
Grsham declares his aim to be lfot 8o much
to give a history of ‘the lltersture produced
by Scotsmen 1n the elshteenth century as
'&n account of the men who made it In
thls undertaklng he has been helped very
ilttle by ‘such diaries and correspondence

‘a8 sbounded in Engla.nd and have enabled’
us to reconstruct the soclal llte ot thnt

Al

‘ consulted—Adam.Fergusoti among. the num-

"anecdotes were too unimportant to inter-

| sinking-into. oblivion.. "What. was-thus pre-

t reckon th ll bus. distl ' 1 4 sssorted to make this entertslnlng volume.
e sylla a8 a nct form .

_and dwelllng on the “light occaslons.” . It

-to adipose’ depostt and "psunchy" is his

recelve, 15 that he was fat,
18 called *the obese phllosopher", at page

“his “physical exitberance” ls to pass into

-effective. Heo has a 1aunty, superior man-
.mer;.and Jooks down on his subjeots ‘with
.emused and sometimes contemptuous .con-.,
: descenslon.

‘to say that he does the trloke nea.rly-se !

sge, tor the Scots were not addloted to’
:Glarfes,’ and if letters were. written, few
‘were . preserved. .

Nor 18 much to be gslned trom blogre-
phles, for those who wrote them thought it
heneath the dignity of literaturé to men-
tion such trivialities as Plutarch eagerly-{,
caught up.. Dugald Stewart wrote the Lives
of Reld, of Robertson,; and .of Adam Smith;
but he was careful not to draw their- frail-
ties from their dread abode, and. disclosed
their merits only in -sounding platitudes
and stately periods.  Bven 1in 1811, when
the reletlvee of Dr.” Carlyle ‘of Inveresk'
thought ot publishing his autobiography,; .

“they were dlscouraged by those whom they
ber—on'the grounad ‘that the: incidents and

est- the' puble. » Adam Smlth, it s true,
sald“in his lectures on rhetorlc ‘that -he
was glad to know that Milton wore latchets
in his shoes instead of . buckles, but this
Plutarchlsn touch must have ot!ended the
redantic taste of the dsy. Fortunstely,
before it was too late; the. s.rttﬂclsl pro-
prieties of Lord Kames. ceased to ‘shackle
lltére.ture and a.few- lnqu!sfttve sptrlts res- |
cued some of the oral -traditions, which,
like thé old ballatls, were on. the point of

served Mr. Grahnm ‘has cleverly sifted and

"It ‘mhust be ‘safd; however that ‘he goes
rsther too far {n omittlng the noblest deeds

is ‘weH enough to describe the clothes; the
galt, ‘the manners, the folbles, the personal
oddities and. defects' ot} by-gone worthies;
but more than this is necessary. to under-- A
stnnd a- “character.” - Mr, Grabam.. Br vetg
rlgorous in his' exposure ot corpulency.
Some of his heroes were lndtsputably
gsunt' but he' eagerly notes sll tendency

favorite epithet. We are told much about
Hume- but the chiet fmpression that we
On page 35 he

36 he is “becomlng tatter”; he is “‘portly’;

“unwieldy corpulence.” At page 89 he has

a “broad, fat face,” and his corpulence
ls “vast”” On page 42 we .read of his
“bulky body." and on page 43 of his' “un-
wieldy self.” At.page 45 he is a “portly
man’”; at page 48 he is. “*ponderous’; his
face 18 ‘‘broad and fat,” his person *‘cor-
pulent”; he - distributes ‘“fat, amtable
smiles,” . His face continues “broad” on the
next page, on the next he Is “ponderous,”
then he is a “corpulent pagan,” then he is
“fat,” and his “fatness” and “corpulence”
are again referred to, as well as his “huge
paunch” nnd "ponderoue frame,”’ .and at
last the grsve closes over his "huge, corpu-:
lent form.” That should end the matter,
bu‘t when he 18 mentioned in other parts
of the book we have to be remlnded of his
fleshiness,

This illustrates the vice ot Mr. Grshnm ]
style, Often he falls toche sympathetic ana
appreciative. because he is. trylng to be

trlcks ‘of style, and it is no more than fair-

‘as the features of the wearer.

well ss his mseter. Nor csn ‘we:deny thst Sl

he is .graphic; his plctures of .individuals

and of; soclety are vlvtd and tmpresslve. Af-

-ter. we: overcome ‘our annoyance . at his

irly captlvswl hy h!s
in

_affectations, we are.
entertaining stortee
his lvely descrbtlons,

was not expected nor even ;con!ormlty.
Every one. was DOOT, and even/those who
passed for. r!oh lived on. lncomes whloh dey

laborers would ‘how- think meant stsrvstlon. i

The muse was cultivated. Iterally” on-oat-’
mesl and little of that; although drink was:
a prime ’necesslty. With a moderate excise

“and active smuggling 1t was- abundant, and
was, accordlng to our stsnd_srds. slmost the
ongy luxury of the time, - .. .

The housing of the better: class was. menn.

. gloomy, and-cold, and-the general filth was

appalling. "To get & sult of clothes was the
event of a lifetime, and people could no
more vary their ralment according to tssh-
fon than leopards can .change thelr spota.

_1t-signifies’ much when, men can ‘count on

-finding thejr friends wearfng the same coats
for-years, and every coat as distinguishable
It means
that men have oplnlons and habits of their
own, and care not whether they suit the
prevslllng taste. Even George' IIL _could
sppreclate sturdy lndlvlduellty; and we are -
ready to forxlve the swtul mlsdeeds enu-
merated by our: foretsthers in- Justlrylng
the Declsrstlon of Independence, when we -
read of his messsxe to that Jacobite of Jeu
cobites, Lsurence Oliphant, the laird of the
“Aull ouge of Gssk" -and’ father of the
gltt dy Nelrne' ““The Blector of Han-
over presents compliments to the laird of .«
Gask, and wishes to tell him how much the

.Elector respects the laird for the stesdl-

ness of hls prlnclples »

None of these gketches is better than thet B

of Lord Monboddo, whose. whims. were only,
less amazing than the sincerity with which
he believed in them. He was to be seen
in court, sitting among the clerks having
quarrelled- with his tellow-ju'dges because
they had found agalnst him in a case where-
in he was personally Interested. 'He held
that all knowledge was of Greek origin,
and, following anclent customs,daily anoint-
ed himselt wlth oll, after bathing; the lst-
ter prnctlce belng as much t of vogue
with his contemporaries as the former. Car-
riages and sedan-chairs being unknown to
the Greeks, he would not enter. them, al-
though if it rained when he came out of
the Parliament house, he would put hls

.wig into a chalr and walk by its side. He

held to our descent -from simlan ancestors,
questioning travellers as to their meetlng
with survivals of the lost appendage, and
even watching at bedroom doors, when chil--
dren wére expected, to catch thd midwives
snipping off their talls. He was well mated
on the bench with Lord Hslles, who once
dismissed a cause because a document had
the. word -*“Justice” ‘spelt without the final
o, and with Lord Hermsnd, who-. would
smite his' bosom as he gave an oplnlon, ex~
clelmlng' My lsards. I feel my lsw—I feel:
it here.” ‘Worthy. of their - company. was
Lord Kames of the 'Elements of crltlotsm,

,who ‘was interested in everythlng from law .

to ‘letters, and. 80 devoted to: agriculture

_saina bed with hun. Hls lndustry and !n-

v

He has' acquired. Macaulay’s :that he allowed ‘s pet pig to- sleep in:the A/ ;




