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ready known to the world, and have used
without any hesitation any reliable author
that could help me.” A€ for the spirit in
which these anecdotes are collected and
arranged, it may be gathered from another
passage of the preface. '‘That Napoleon
had faults, was sometlmes untruthful,
cruel, even vicious, {s admitted, but the
good he performed, the great results he
achieved, may possi‘lxly overbalance many
of these unpleasant and bad- qualities; and
these, 1 think, in a great measure, are
buried beneath his many noble deeds.” The
method pursued can be briefly indicated.
Apart from a section on the chronology of
Napoleon's life, there are five chapters
which are devoted to the following sub-
Jects:  “Boy and Man,”” “The Soldier,”
“Emperor and Statesman,” “Exile and
Phflosopher,” “The Man the World.”

A.lack.of.just .perception..in..the.cholce of |

sources s the chief fault of this book, but

less palpable tendencles which are selzed
upon by the professed critic. We would
not imply, however, that Mr., Hodgson is de-
ficient In critical aptitude. His introduction
gives proof alike of discriminating taste in
the cholce of authorities and of candor in
avowing what he has not read. We aro
particularly glad to see that he has placed
no reliance upon Daru, and that in using
Gfrorer’s ‘Byzantischie Geschichten' he is
well aware of the author's blas against
Buzantinismus.,  On the other “hand, he
scems less cordial towards Romanin than
we could have wished. This is a scholarly
and valuable hook. It is also one which
should prove attractive to medimvalists at
large.

—=TFrancisque Vial, author of ‘I.’Enseigne-
ment - Secondalre et 1a Démoeratie’ (Parls:
Armand Colin), knows just what his views
are and how {o give them clear expresslon,

1t is not without other blemishes. The con-
struction of sentences is sometimes defee-
tive, the subjects of the {Mlustrations are

not;as—arule, the best; and-the-most-cur-—

sory glance reveals signs of carelessness.
For example, the first line in the table of

~ contents runs: ‘‘Napoleon: Roy and Man,
1767-1821," while the first sentence of the
first chapter informs us that “Napoleon
Bonaparte was born at Ajacclo, in Corslea,
on the 15th of August, 1769.” As partial
compensation, the -printing {s good, nnd
there is an nccumulatlon of much onu-r-
taining gossip.

—'The Early History of Venice,” by 1°. C.
Hodgson- (Dutton) is a work of bhoth co-
ordination and research. As may be infer-
red from the title, it begins with the foun-
daffon of the city, and its closing episode is
furnished by the share which the Venhelians
took in the Fourth Crusade. No writer on
the origin of Venice or on any portion of

;- ita histary can fail to accentuate tha broad
cospopolitan character of the relations into
-which' it was brought by its unique position,
but there fs room for either fajlure or suc-
cess in the treatment of this theme. Mr.
_-,Hodg=0n shows skill in selecting the mmn
lines of a compllc‘au-d dv\olopmont, dnd

v“nuout sacrifc
" kubject, lets us see clearly how the town
hore itself towards its Italian neighbors as

Clear ul;ul}h, hearts ﬂHt‘ﬂ~\\'Hh—!hn—s_ph‘“*
of justlee, unanimity in high natloni! and
pergonal ideals, willinguess to sacrifff€ the
_selflsh_interest_of the_present for_ the. L:l!l;— g
eral good of_the fullgr(\»tm_:i fs what must
be cultivated in the masses of iiie Frenel
demoeracy (o Insure s suceess as o form
of ‘political and soctal organization. The
masses must foel and ‘aet arlght, and (hey
must feel and act together. But their feel.
ings and actions will inevitably he deter-
mined, fn preponderating measure, by the
character of the education which-they re-
It they are to e at ond In thelr
feelings and actions, 1€ there s to be n
truly distinetive national spirit, they must.
be a unit.In the educational intiucnees to
which they are subjocted in the formative
period.  With the Utilitarian theory of cdu-
ecation, however, unity {i{s impossible. To-
be consistent with its fundamental prinel-
ple, that theory must ever tend to greater
and greater division.  Egoism, inte!leettidl
and moral anarchy, a stolid indifference.to
the higher social and political interests and
responsibilities. are its legitimate fruits.
To the Liberal, and not the Utilitarian the-
ory, then, Franee must look for the’ l,yph
of edueation which will satisfy the real
n(-('ds of® hor democracy. And yet not to the

2 ; YL XTI § (T T T
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};{OYCE'S WORLD AND THE INDIVIDUAL.

The World and the Tndividual. Glfford Lec-
tures [on Natural Religion}, Delivered
before the University- ot Aberdeen.
Sccond Serles: Nature, Man, and the
Moral Order. By Joslah Royce. The
Macmillan Co. 1901, 8vo, pp. 480.
Professor Roycee's second and concluding

volume discusses questtons of intimate in-

terest to everybody., It is more por.;umslvo
than the first, of which it cnhandys the
significance. The design of the whole now
comes out—to introduce into the PFegelian
philosophy of religion such rectifications
as must result from recognition of scientifie
conceptions worked out during the century
now completing ttself since that philosophy
first appeared. Of these new conceptions,
some are psychologieal, some logical; but
the ehiet of them are the new mathematical
ideas which eluster about that of an infinite
—multiude—Mathemnticlans;

llw'tl to be guite pos an that one cannot
_reasov aathematically_ahout_infinity, nml1
I'ike the old Lady ubout her
depravies. thai, this
oo taken away, the bottem would
i the ealeulus, - Such nottons are
LVariouns degnees of infinity are
~oneeived with perfect “definitencss:
ansd the utter wisapprehension of the meta-
physicians about §t, above all of Hegel,
glares,  As | first serlous attempt to apply
to phhu aphieal subjeets the exactitude ot
thought that retens in the mathematical
scienees, and this, not on the part of some
obscure reelpse whose resuds do not be-
come known to the publie, but on that of an
('mlncnl professor In a great university, to
\\hom the world is disposed to listen with
a((r-n(mn Royeeds “The World and the In-
dividual’ will stand a prominent milestone
upon the high\\‘:\.\“ of philosophy.
Our space will permit only
salient features  of  Professor  Royee's
theory to be roughly sketehed, -An lidea
is any state of mind that has.a consclous
meaning.'”  In reference to meaning, logl-
cians have never failed to recognize *‘quod
fere in omnmium ore c¢elebre est, aliud
~collirntresopuod-apmetiat ivas Hoe—diee

used to teed,
total
ability
ratll. ont
abnolet
to-day

the most

cherished  in- -

)
3

shaps—still ————
linger on (he stage, who, in thelr best days,’
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the internal meaning, or signification, or
depth, of the idea. The purpose is vague—
z(;mythlng that refers to the future is moro
or less vague; and a sincere purpose to do
a tbing “right now' actually docs it. The
purpoge s to do a thing under certain cir-
cumstances. Completely to deflne these cir-
cumstances, it would be necessary to
give a~blography of the purposer from
birth, without any omission. The purpose
is to do something in order {o produce cer-
tain results. Completely to define the re-
sult accomplished must involve a complele
representation of the agent's future life.
in short, the complete fulfilment of any
purpose, which alone is the external mean-
ing of the idea, is no less than the entire
life of the thinker. The reviewer will say,
for clearness, that neither®these nor the
majority of the author’s positions have
been satisfactorily shown to be true (in the
reviewer's . opinion, but the author holds
them-to—be—perfoctly—demongtratad)—Tho-
prineipal. of them may rank as verifiable
hypotheses possessed of the plaustbility

_and_other _qualifications_that render them

eminently worthy of further examination,
even if an cngine of rare uscfulness must
be drawn away from other work for the
purpose. '

That the object of an idea, then, its ex-
ternal meaning, is of the naturc of a ’sign
could hardly be gainsaid. But Professor
Royce finds it not only a sign but an idea;
not only one Idea but a “concrete” idea in

.the Hegelian sense, and that, not relatively,

but perfectly, and so of the nature of life;
and not only life, but an enlire life. *'The
Being of the real object of which you now
think, means a life that expresses the rulm-
ment of juct your present plan.”

But - suppose .the reuder to dsk, How can
an idea, so microscopic a plece of a life, con-
tain within its implication a distinct feature
corresponding to every feature of the cn-
tire life of which it is only a part? This dif-
fleulty is bhapplly removed by the author in

_a way which ought to be instructive to

thase metaphysicians whose hgrizon is lim-
ited by the.walls of a theological seminary.
He resorts to Gauss's cohedption of an Ab-
bitd, which has played a great role in math-

the 1—‘:’:\n(-g of to-day. Liberal tnn("hmg it-
self has bieen eaught in the flood of Utili-

tives] significant, et aliud’
nominant, Nominantur singularvia,

€850

quod
sed uni-

emalics. 1C ]

That dJsdo—say he TIKeiig {he—ideas

admit the continuity, or even the analytic
continuity, of the map. He insists that no
representation represents itself; a hard say-
ing, which exact Iégic appears directly to
refute. /“The world of Self,” he says, “what-
ever continuity of internal structure it may,
in some aspects, possess, is, in its principal
form of expression, embodied in a discrete
series of . . . individual® oxpréssion.
. . Experience at any moment shows
how I am cowsecious of my .. . approach-
es {o sclfhood in any way in the form of a
‘diserete series in which one stage . . .
is followed by the next.” The argument
which supports this assertion is not assented
to upon all hands. If it be true, there are
but tWvo alternatives: either, notwithstand-
ing this, in the respeets in which an ides
represents an entire life there is coutinuity,
or, at least, a higher infinity than that of
the simple cndless series; or else the doc-
|-trine-that-to-an-idea-a-reatity-must -in some
shape correspond must fall to the grournd.
According to I'rofessor Roycee, an idea
‘fails of Q(jng- a-
general  and not ponvct’ly determined;

Yct here the uutﬁbr recoils, and refuses o |

Self-only-beecause —it—is-

the selves, \thll‘h
itself & Sclf, the

So far as a“ phil-
can - be

the entire fleld of all
organic aggregate is
Absolute Idea, of Hegel.
osopbical cdnception
with God it is God.
All reasoning goes upon the n%umntlnn
that there is a true answer to whatever
question ‘may be under discussion, which
answer cannot be rendered false by any-
thing that the disputants may say or think
about it; and further, that the d(\riinl of -~
that true answer is false. This mako% an
apparent difficulty for idealism. For if all
reallty is of the nature of an actual idea,
there seems to be no room for possibility
or any lower modé than actuality, among
the categories of being. (Hegel includes
modality only in his Subjective Logic.) But
what, then, can be the modce of being of a
representation or mmnlng unequl\ocully
false? For Hegel, the false is the bad, that
which is out of harmony with its own es-
sence; and slncé, in his view, contradictfon
is the great form of activity of the world, -
he has no 'imculty in admitting that an
iden may be out_of harmony with itself.
Prof. Royce, however, seems almost to re-

ld('ntlﬂod

which the reader md) deem & dark saying
unless’ the sword of Iegel is invoked to
cut the knot. Its Implicit or germinal in-
ward meaning would, then, be a little
Self, representing the entire life as its ex-
ternal meaning. In a similar way, the
Seclf of the man is perhaps included with-
in a larger Self of the community. On the
other hand, the man's Sclf encloses in-

business Self, the better Self, the cvil
spirit that sometimes ﬁsurps his sover-
cigntly. Of course, the system of delinea-
tion for the larger and for the cnclosed
selves will be different. Here the author
draws support from.the psychological doc-
trine of what he calls the “time-span,” a
doctrine which, so far as it has really been
placed beyond important doubt, amounts
to little more than that ddr image of the
c\«nh of the few scconds last past is, or
is very like, a direet pereeption, . while
our representation of what -happened a
minute or so ago is rélatively . a far more
_mediate_character. This_phenomenon had

representing the entire life to a map of a
country lying upon the territory ‘of that

Alrc.\d) Deen selzed upon by several ddeal-
istic writers as /affording a refutation of

well as towards the trading communities of
thc Lmant In_all respeets this must he

tarfanism and carried from its| true foun-

d.'ninnq 1t_has pone frnm the eoneral to

So John of Salis-

LXpres

versalin significantur.”

hury Abelapd's pupil ey the gdige

country. Imagine a map of England, gbso-

dualisnr;—but-there-is-no-bhet ter woy-of ap-
preciating the large ealibre of Royee's

termediate selves—the. domestic. Self, the_

verrt=tireier-tirt—enybotdy-cewrdsuppore
that he denied the validity of the distine-
tion of truth and falschood. He is fairly
u'utspokqn in pronouncing sundry doctrines
false (a word Hegel hardly uses), even if
we do not quite hear his foot gome down;
and nothing does he hold more false than
the usual form of stating the distinction
now in question, namely, that a true propo-
sition corresponds to a rcal matler of fact,
“by Which s meant a state of things, defi-
nite and individual, which docs not con-
sist merely in . being rcpresented (in any
parlichlar representation) to be as it i35
For cexample, if I dream that I find [ can
float in the air, this matter of dream Iis
not matter of fact, for the rcason that the
only scenke in which I can float in the air is
‘that so my dream represented tho matter.
Now I'rof. Royco offers to demonstrate by
necessary reasoning that the stalement—
or, ns lie expresses it, that “to be real
means to be independent of ideas which
relate to that being”—is false. His argu-
ment to this effect will serve as a sufficient-
R4 1v characteristicBut-rather-favorable-sam-- -
ple of his go.'ﬁeml style of argumentation:. .
Having glven us to understand that he fs |

going to disprove the proposition, he opens' |

— __.ﬂ'x_.sl.udy-o[—munk‘lpai—.md comnieretal—inst—
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tutions or of soclal life. In his notice of
Venetian government and  administration,
Mr. Hodzson dwells strongly upon the ab-
scnce of feudal instinets and influences, “If
we turn,” he says, “‘from the external aspect

of the city of Venlce to the political princi-
ples_that provallod-there~{pom-tl

T eoctd.
RPrteat

¥ i 3 Haddin .umpL-

ameironT It 0T e oSt IMPoTianT SIRmS

lutalyporfest—tn—its—minutest-details, tb Ha

thought--than by comparing-thelr—siyles ol

his nrmlml\ntnﬂnm by declaring that ho

SLra methods dmw\»n—fmm dts—enemies—uand
foreign to its true cltaracter and alms. The
author has the courage of his con\‘l(‘tlons
sufliciently. to t'\Lc an actual pragramme of
a course in the hl'-.tory of French litera-
ture, and set over against it suech a pro-
gramme as he would desire, in which the

maunes-of-tndividaad—auihe Qs b3 N
roprg~-gid-otirer-nureh

~the-signification—is-intrinsic; the denotation
(quod  nominant) .extrinsic, is gnnomlly
n(op,nlmd Professor Royce marks the.
distinction by the terms Intermal Meaning
and External Meaning., e conceives of the
internal meaning in a special way.  An-
other writer, a quarter of a century ago,

3

PO tho BolFof Ehpimd - without=covering:
the ontire countyy it maps. Upon this map
would he shown the very ground where the

map lles; and ‘the mnp‘itself, in" all-its~mi--

nutest details. In this map of the map, the
map will be shown again; and so on endless-
ly. Here, then, will be a part fully repre-
senting its whole, just as tho fmplicit mean-

putting this idea to the service of meta-
physiecs with his. He imagines that the

longer time-spans than the lesser selves.
Now a consciousness whose time-span, or
“spcelous present,”” or ‘‘empirical pres-
ent,”* as it is variously called, was a thous-

days, we shall find that, perhaps more than
any other of the states that formed the
Western Europe of the Middle Ages, it em-
bodied the ideas that had been bequeathed
by the Roman Empire.” It was by the
< route of Constantinople that the ideas of
municipal government and of imperial ma- )
jesty came to -Venice, for the first dogesj
were !})/amlne officers who galned thelrj
appolmm(nt in days when the exarchate of
Raventia was still more than a_name. Deal-
ing—cHIeNy, As he does, with events,. Mr.
Hodgson is led to emphasize the exploits of
greakf}e-ulcrs like Pietro Orscolo II. and En-

narrowly spécialized topics give way to the
more general problems of literary evolution,
with the understanding that the teacher is
free to sscleet the cpochs, authors,,
works best suited to throw lh,ht upon the
problems under consideration, Neither the
French democraey nor any other will guide
its steps to any great degree in conscious
doference to the reasonings of an cduca-
tional phllosopher; but M. Viul's book is
none the less-worth a careful reading, and
may 7Wwell have a deep influence on the in-
ner circles of educational thought,

rico Dandolo, and to pass lightly over thosc

and |

proposen s lll(lX1Tl]. CUTSRTUVT W dIL vl=
fects that might conceivably have practical
bearings we coheeive the object of our con-
ception to have. Then our conception of
those effects is the whole of our conception
of the object.” Carrying this pragmatistic
spirit a trifle further, Professor Royee holds
‘that the internal meaning of an fdea is a
Purpose, [nstead of regarding it, with his
predccessor, as.a gefminal purpose. This
purpose—obscurely recognized, since not all
tQ which it will \end is foresecn; partiully
fulfilled in being' recognized, since a pur-
pose strives first of all to understand it-
self; but mainly unfulfiled, since it would

not remain a purposoc after fulfilment—Is

vyt i 1 et P O
mE o T U IS SUDPPoSta-toTepresent—ae

entire life. It is to be noticed that, each
successive map lying well iusigg the one
which it immediately represents, unless
there be @ bole in the country which a ring-
shaped map cncloses, the cndless serlcs of

maps wlil converge to a single point, which
repgesents itself throughout each and cvery
map of the serlés. In the case of tho idea,
that point would be the sel{-consciousness
of the idea.
with a conscious purpose, must evidently be
gelf-conscious.

There, ‘then, would seem to be a beautiful
and a needed (though not a complete) con-

An idea, being a state of mind }.

would not ordinarily be recognized as a
consciousness at all by a human observer
of its cxternal manifestations. The time-
- spanef the All-enclosing Self must cover
all time; and this gives a sort of support
to the imagination if we wish to reconclle
forcknowledge and free will “after the
manner  of DBoéthius, St. Augustine, and
others.

Every reality, thcn, {s a Sclf, and the
gelves are intimately connected, as if they
formed a “dontinuum., Each one -is, sq to
say, & delineation; with mathematical
truth we may say, incongruous though the

firmation of the aptness of the 'metaphpr.

metaphor is, -that.cach is a quasi-map of

_greater_selves will naturally have vastly

Thcrmlpon he proceeds to propound a gon-
ernl maxim of procedyre for all casos n

~docs-not-know; whaf—the-pmpositxonmmmw—.ff gt

-which-one-has to refute a proposifion-with-—
out knowing what it means. It is to hegin

by assigning to it its “‘most extreme form.”
“This certainly does not signify the ‘most

extremely defensible meaning, but rather—

'z\uﬂwwmw*mmwcnsime meaning

that the language will ‘bear. The propo-
" sition having bpch refuted in this cxtremeo
sense, it will only be necessary afterwards
to arguc that other interpretations mnk\\o
no cssential difference. ‘This maxim, one
would suppose, would prove very servicea-
ble to anybody who should have any large
.amount of that sort of rcefutation to per-
form. In accordance with this maxim, Prof.
Royce begins by assuming that realists hold’
that no idea in the slightest degree deter-
mines the real object of it, whether caus-.
ally or in any other manner. Whether t’}:ls
does not overstep the limits of admissible
interpretation, sceing that a realist who
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meant this would deny that any promise
can really be ‘kept, or that any purposo can
Influence the real result, the reader must
say. At any rate, it would not scem to be
a difficult position to refute.

. Now in.order that he may get the realist:
where he wants him, there are two acknowl-

edgments which Professor-Royce endeavors
to extort from him. To bring him to the
first, the author assumes the principle that
all causal action is reciprocal, or of the
nature of reaction. This is evidently con-
trary to popular opinion, which holds that
while the past has exerted some efficient
causality upon the future, the future can-
not have any cffect, in the strict sense of
that word, upon the past; and that:while
the future may have influenced the past by
ﬂnnl,' or ideal, causation, the past cannot
possibly {nfluence the future as the alm of
the future. The reader may judge whether a
realist of so extreme a type' as that which

- allowed to be loglcal;
‘necdless to dispute its logicality, the pre-

“to show that,

duces from it is that it B is linked as cause

to any determination of R, there must be a
tertium quid by z;{hc mediation of which the
causation takes place. Now the premise is
absurd; and the formal rule is that {rom an
absurd premise cvery conclusion must be
that is to say, it Is

mise being false. The argument, thereforc,
cannot be called formally bad; nor can we

:object that a few lines below, in a restate-
ment of the .conncluston, B's being linked as

cause gets changed into B's having any
causal or other linkage. -

Professor Royce, armed with his wrong
definition .of realism, gées on to a dilemma
whether the realist says
that real things are one or are many, he
equally involves himself in contradiction.
But, although the characteristics of his

style of argumentation become even more

prominent in thflt dilemma, the exigencies

his career with some vivaclty, and tells us
of the clever things he did in peace and
war, and of the credit he got for them from
hils supcriors—some of them men of high
rank and renown—with unconcealed satis-
faction.
sisted: in official recognition of his merits,
was far from being all he desired; for when
he reached the dangerous ‘'Major's Ecke”
(tﬁc ‘‘major's corner’’)—that is, the raok
in the milliary hicrarchy from which the
Prussian Government carefully selects those
who are considered fit for the higher grades
—he was dropped from actlve service and
relegated to private statlon with a meagre
pension not sufficient. to support him and
his  famlly ‘ In"~ domfort.” According to
his own account, ho was a jolly companion
among his fellow-offlcers, amusing them as
well .as himself with droil conceits and
mirth-provoking pranks, which no doubt
made his friends regret hisg unpropitious re-

But bis success, so far as it con- ’
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Professor Royce has set up weuld or would
not admit that the real object of an idea
...cannot_have influenced the ideca, In the.ab-
“gonct of any attémipt on the part of Pro-
fessor Royce to prave his general principle

-argumentation by his Hegelian logic:

of space forbid our following him further.
But we should like to_ say one word to
this powerful and--accurate -thinker -who-
has been so completely led astray in his
Ab-

of reciprocity. If -he would- not, old-fash-
foned logic (which Hegelians, it is true,
hold in high contempt) would pronounce the
attempted demonstration to be a bald pec-
titio principii.

In order to extract the second acknowl-
edgment from the realist, Professor Royce
produces an argument which would seem to
have as much force for one kind of realist
as for another. Ho supposes two objects,
B and R, to be related to one another as
the realist supposes the Being, or the real
object of an idea, and the Represcntation,
in the form of an idea of that object, to be
related; and he undertakes to define the re-
lation between them. “The definition fn
question,” he says, “is, as a mere abstract
statement, casy.” One would think so. The

"realist simplysays that B is not constituted
by its being represented in R; that is, he
says that the fact that B is as it Is, would

be logically consistent with R's represent,”.

ing it to be otherwise. But in place of this
easily comprehensible relation, what fan-
tastic attempt do we find at the definition
that was proncunced to be so easy! Pro-
fessor Royce will have it that fthe realist

holds-that the-relation. is-such-that-no mat--

ter how R may be metnmorphosal

—IogtTany HUBmmmm'm'hung-

ed. In such a seixse; what two thlngs In the

world are independent? Change ‘the prob-

lematic. madness. of Hamlot into the pacifi-.

"“cation of the thppmes, ‘and it will become
jogically inconsistent with the continuance

of great disturbances there. But change the

it: 1s-

solute idealism depends, as Hegel saw that

- it did, upon assuming that position at

the outset. If your refutation of realism
Is addressed to studehts who- are already
absolute idealists at heart, we will not
undertake to say whether it will be ser-
viceable for the development of that doc-
trine, or not. But if it. is" addressed to
realists themselves, it must conform to
the logical principles recognized by real-
ists, or be nugatory. Now you know very
well that realists do not admit that mat-
ter of fact can be apodelctically demon-
strated. You ought to know, and surely
you do know, that if you drive them into
a corner, they will simply modify thelr ad-
missions so. far as may be necessary to
avoid sclf-contradiction, and that from the
very nature of apodeictic proof it is abso-
lutely impossible to close off such escape
in arguing about matter of fact. The his-
tory of the doctrine of ‘parallels illus-
trates what logic shows to be .mccessarily
the state of the case. ut the question
of realism is a questlon‘%&’m fact, if
cver there was a hard fact; and there-
fore your mcthod must be revolutionized

if you arc ever to convince.any master of

logic. .. - . . |

--~-—SCHEIBERT'S-SWORD AND—-PEN———

llit Schwert und . Feder: Erinnerungcn aus”

mcinem Leben. Von F. Schelbert, konig-
lich-preussischem Major z. D. - Berlin:
Ernst Siegfried Mittler & Son; New York:

“doubtrul T represenlalion_by Shakspere that

Lcincke & Buechner. 1902,

. Who_reccived him very kindly.. ...
There being at the time nothing ot xroat e IR

tirement. Pressed by poverty, he took to
the writing of books, as he himself con-

-fesses;—to- keep-the—pot—boiling;—and; as—a: -

list appended to the present volume shows,
he wrofe twenty-five of them on all sorts
of subjects connected with the military p\o-
fession. To the necessity of
much may be owing the somewhat slipshod
character of his literary
abundant padding with matter of no-conse-
gucnce which Is observablo in the work be-
fore us.

. Ot special intcrest to American readers

is that pnrt of the uutoblogrnphy which

touches the author’s experlences fin- our
civil war, He was sent by bis Government

to America for the particular purpose of:

observing, on the occaslon of the fmpending
operations against Charleston, the utility
of the new mcthods of protecting fortifica-
tions as well as ships with iron armor, and
the effoct produced by rifled cannon upon
carthworks, masonry, and iron sheathings.
It was the intention of his Government that
to this end he should report himself at the
headquarters of the Union tforces; but as

“he believed he c¢ould observe things better

from the inside of the attacked place, and
as hls sympathies were altogether on the
side of the South, he_was permitted at
his own rcqungt {o make his way to
Charleston, not, ]ndeed as an emissary of
the Government, but as a. *“‘private gentle-
man” and at his own risk. He succcoded
ic rupning the blockade on a British ves-
_sel, and put_himself in communication with
tbe-military authorities of the Conftederacy,

moment golng on in or around Charleston,
he betook himself to Virginia, where he

swas hospitably welcomed by Gen

the fictitious Hamlet was unhinged into the

Autoblogrophics are always interesting 1f

Stu_z_u’t, the famous cavalry leader, apnd sub-

rcprejentation that ™ the  Philippines” were
pacifigated in 1901, and it will not have the
slightést log’lcal cb\ﬁ%equence for the real
state of things. The truth is, that Professor

Royce is blind to a fact whi¢h all ordinary

people will see plainly enough; that the
essence of the realist's opinion is that it

is one thing to Uc and another thing’

*to bu represented; and the cause of this cecl-
ty is that the Professor is completely im-
mersed in his absolute {dealism, which pre-

~ cisely consists in denying that distinction.

---1t-is-his clement, and there 1s total reflec-

tlon at its surface. That, however, is what

Professor Royce asks the realist to admit

ag a premise. The conclusion which he de-

'

written with candor and some literary
skill, and if, in dcscrlblni men, condi-
tions,and events, they supply 1llustrative de-
tails not found in historical works. In what
Major Scheibert presents to 'us ho~is can=
d{d enough, although his judgment and the
accuracy of his information frequently ap--
pear very questionable, Ho went through the.
ordindry course of study in the Gymnasium,
intending jo devote bimself to the study of
architecture; but, discouraged by the poor
prospects of advancement in that liue\. andx

by the “Impresstons made upon him by the’
~commotions of the year 1848,” he joined ths

military profession for the purpose of be-

‘coming an officer of engineers. He describes

scquently by Gen. Lee himself.
present at the battles of Chancellorsville
and of Getltysburg, but the stortes he 'tells
add little,”if anything, to the stock of our

“knowledge, Hisobservitions of men amd

events are of the most superficial kind, and-
hegpfrankly confesses that his judgment 18’

golored by his sympathies. He tel‘ls us-that v'

g began an address on ourcivil war, which
e .delivered after his rgturn home, wlth
the words: ‘‘Gentlemen,” if you‘ expect to.
lear from me obJectlv’g history,’ you will
be disappointed; 1 was heart and soul a
Southerner, I can warm myself only for
onc cause.” This characterizes all ‘his
stories as well as hln&xj_enectlona.

writing so
style, and the b )
i
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