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her attempts to apply her theories merely
served to sct all classes in an uproar, and
to bring about somec serious open revolts.

—More curlous and Interesting, In the
samc volume, Ix tho article by M. Vinavert,
a lawyer of StjffPetersburg,on “French Influ-
ence upon Rugsian Codification under Nich-
olas '1.”" Thef Svod, or systematic code of
laws in Russia, in fifteen volumes, was pre-
pared under.the direction of Speransky, at
the commang of Nicholas I. Speransky had

been the greatest statesman under Alexan-

der 1., admired everything French, and
fairly ador=d Napoleon I., especially after
the interview at Erfurt between the two
Emperors, at which he. was present. In
1810 Speransky claborated a clvil . code
which was, In great part, copied from tho
Code Napoléon. As the war of invasion of
1812 approached, his I'rench sympathles—in
particular this clvil code—raised a tremen-
dous storm against him, and in 1812 he was
'bunlshed to a remote province and sub-
jected to the strict surveillance of the po-
ltce. In 1821 he was allowed to return to
St. Petersburg, and appdinted a member of
the Council of State. When a section of
his Majesty’s Chancellery was formed, in
1825, to edit -the Code, Speransky was not
placed at the head of it, but the work fell
into his hands, and his chief was warned
by the Erﬁperor that he would be held re-
sponsible for any actions in the line of
those committed by Speransky in 1810—i. c.,
for any copying from the French code; Rus-
slans being persuaded that they possessed,
of native origin, everything requisite. But
Mr. Vinavert has cleverly analyzed the Code
prepared under these conditions, and finds
that Speransky got his own way, after all,
using half a dozen different devices to con-
ceal his borrowings. Meanwhile, in his
Introduction, Speransky ixssﬁrtod that “the
articles of the code were set forth without
the slightest change, in the very words em-
ployed. by the ukases on which they were
based”; and that "‘all our wealth in this
line belongs to us by right, was acquired
by us, and contalpned nothing borrowed.”

“cycle bf Cathay,” in all its divisions and
subdlvisions, rests upon, or at least re-
celves its termlno]dgy from, the anclent
philosophy of China. The old Japanese hour
was one hundred and-twenty minutes long,

‘and the order of numbering, was not what

to us is the logical order, one, two, three,
cte., but followed a style of computation
based upon the multiples ~of nine (Ixf=Y,
2x9==18, 8x9=27, 4x9=36, 5x9=45 Ox0=>74),
and in ecach case the tail figure of the-
product was chosen as the name of the
hour (9, 8, 7, 6, 5, 4). In announcing time
by the bell, three preliminary strokes were
always struck, in ordersto warn people that
the hour was about to be sounded; hence;
to avoid confusion, the numbers, 1, 2, 3,
were not used. In most old Japanese clocks
there was but one hand or pointer, which
stood still while the dial went around it.
Despite watches and modern clocks, it will
probably take the average Japanese, of the
thirty-five millions in the empire, scveral
generations to get accustomed to such tri-
fles as ‘‘minutes” and *'seconds’—common
words for which did not exist in the old
vernacular, at a time when “punctuality
was the thief of time."” The full calendar
for 1902 and the list of year periods from
H. C. 660 to the present .Meiji, with much
interesting folk-lore and. illustrations of
the Zodlacal nnininls, are glven. To his
previous studies of the Chinese refugee
scholars who fled to Japan on the fall of
the Ming Dynasty, causing a renascence of
learning something like that of the Greek
scholars In Europe from Constantinople,
Professor Clement adds another study of
one who was a priest, a physiclan, and an
engineer. The Transactions are to be had
at the Librarian's Office, 56 Tsuklji, Tokio.

—The yearly consumption of morphine,
cocaine, ether, and similar drugs grows out
of proportion to the increase of population
and to the legitimate demands of medicine.
The vice of addiction to narcotics accounts
for this. Its Immediate conscquences are
less obvious than those of alcoholic intoxi-

cation,.-but-have—quite—as disasirous-—ulis

reported. Ono, of & prominent general In
a noted battle In the civil war: after drink-
ing several cups of coffec he appeared on
the front of the line, exposing himself with
great rocklessness, shouting and waving his
hat as if in a delirium, glving orders, and
swearing in the most cxtraordinary man-
ner. He was supposed to be intoxicated.
Afterwards it w#s found that he had used
noth;ng but coffee.”

PAULSEN'S KANT.

I'mmanuel Kant; His Life and Doetrine. By
Friedrich Paulsen. Translated from™the
Rovised German Edition by J. B, Creigh-
ton and Albert Lefevre. -With a Por-
trait. Charles Scribner's Sons.’ 1902, 8vo,
pp. xlix, 419.

Of tho three “parts of the soul,” as they
used to be called, S(-nslbllﬁy, Encrgy, and
Thought, Kant was décidedly deficient in the
first and by no means a hero in the secand.
That he was -genuinely great in thought
would seem to be overwhelmingly proved by
Valhinger, from the manner in which he
has commanded the attention of all subse-
quent thinkers. Yet very many of thése
thinkers, 1f not most of them, would hold
Kant to -have been wrong In almost overy
one of his arguments. Let us reéxamine
his capacities in sensibility, ecnergy, and
thought. [

As for sensibility, we ¢all to ming & sin-
gle passage in Kant’s writings as:l'mvlng
been ndmired msgthetically. . It is the well-
known parallel between the starry-heavens
above and the moral law within. That gen-
uine eloguence must be attributed to this
passage is sufficiently attested by the g'on-
cral admiration it has excited, for it clothes
an éthical doctrine which, nakedly present-
ed, would be repugnant to the majority of
admirers of the passage. This seems to be
the one passage in all Kant's writings that
can really be called fine. Professor Paul-
sen {8 of opinion that Kant might have be-
come one of the great writers of Germnny.'
He gives sundry reasons for thinking so—

A
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Mr. Vinavert explains, in detail, several of
Speransky’'sdisingenuous and baflling meth-
ods of procedure, and shows how, in many
cases, the law, which was clear in the Code
Napoléon or in Pothier, has becn rendered
obscure by the manner in which the Rus-
sian editors handled it. Mr. Vinavert's la-
bors on this subject are very instructive
and important. ’

—Prof. Ernest - W. Clement is the Atlas

supporting the little world of the Asiatic

Soclety of Japan in the latest publication
of its Transactions. Volume xxx., part i,
contains but two papers, both by this au-
thor, one on ‘Japanese Calendars” and
the other on “A Chinese Refugce of the
Seventeenth Century.” In more senscs than
one, the'Japanese have plenty of time. They
- have solar, lunar, Japanese, Chinese, and
‘Occidenta] time, two national calendars,
and several chronological year.perigds or
era-systems. Of the two vernacular cal-
endars, one called Ki-gen (history-begin-
ning) starts in the mythology of 660 B. C.,
and the other, Meiji (enlightened rule), be-
gan- after the accession of the present Em-
. peror Mutsuhito. The country people and
most of the Buddhists still observe the old
‘stylé of reckoning based on the twelve
signs of the Chinese zodiac and-the sexa-
- genary circle, or-period of sixty years. This

mate effects, and thelr very elusiveness
makes the slavery more inexorable. We
may not discuss here Its probable causes.
and can only insist that the use of narcotic
drugs is a fascinating peril, whose gravity
Increases with its charm, and from whiqh
escape by self-help is practically impos-
sible. ‘Morphinism, and Narcomanias from
Other Drugs’ (Philadelphia: W, B. Saunders
& Co.) is the somewhat inexact title of Dr,
T. D. Crothers’s hospital and other expe-
rience, and his deductions therefrom, In

book form. His warnings and his advice |

are good, especially as applied to the more
mischievous poisons, and his general de-
ductions may be accepted with confidence.

.But we can hardly commend this as a

model} book. There are lapses in construc-
tion, and especially there is frequent failure
to give exact references when authorities
afe cited. The latter is apologized for in a
general way in the preface, but the defl-
ciency is none the less tantalizing when |
the reader wishes to consult the originals.
Should the precise data have been lost,. it
would be quite worth while to redover them,
as might easily be done through the guperb .
Surgeon-General’s Library and Catalogue.
The following case is gravely made a part
of the record (p. 303): “Some very curious

instances of coffee intoxication have been

8UCH ag” that Kant's siyle 18" marked by
great emphasis, that he has a goodly stock
of fine phrases and no little ingenuity -n
bringing them in, and that his ‘‘waggish-
ness’’ is strongly marked. There is no rea-
son to suppose’ that Kant might not have
made a good -writer, like anybody else, had

“he .',been trained under a good master. Any ~

exaggeration of tone would have been re-
pressed, his elegant extracts dismissed, and
his wit subjected to good taste. A good
writer, of course; but whether a great writ-
‘er, or not, is one of those questions of
which Kant himself would have said that
they transcend the limits of possible expe-
rience. Measuring his sensibility by known
tacts, we find that his style, though it has
qualities which exclte the gratitude of a
student who many times rereads and deep-
1y ponders every section, is devoid of any
other, grace than that of keeping to the
point—is not even always grammatical,

Kant never contemplated matrimony, and .

apparéntly was never in love. He never had
.an unreasonable attachment.. Though for
years he was a distingyished lecturer on
physical geography, he was never moved to
go to look upon a mountaln, never even
tramped to the neighboring sea, never-saw

other town than his own little East Prussian .

capital. In sensibility, then, Kant must be
rated as below the average.




iy
bl LABRARE

" most Bherolc effort of his life. He would

_read into it ideas that the auther never
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Ener_gy is of two kinds; that which reacts
upon the outer world, and that which in-
hibits one’s own Impulses. We must, be
careful not to mistake a deficiency of eith-
er kind for an excess of the other. XKant
was never moved to any enterprising ac-
tion, nor even to making any troublesome
observations. On the occasion of his being
reprimanded for his religious philosophy by
minister and king, the little fellow meekly
. promised to say no more upon the subject,

It is true that he was-seventy years of age;

but then he was a bachelor, without de-

pendents, and by far the most fllustrious
person In Germany, not cven perhaps ex-
cepting Goethe. He declares, ina well-known
paper, that he has read Swedenborg's ‘Arca-
na Ceelestia.’ If he really did that, it was the

B}

have been better employed in meading
Hume's ‘Essays’ or ‘Treatise on Human
Nature,” which concerned him more than
any other books in the rld; but Paul-
sen is-quite right in saying that he never
did read Hume in the sense of abprehend-’
ing his meaning. It must be granted that
Hume is an enigmatical- writer. His so-
called ‘‘easy’” writing makes hard reading
enough. It allows the superficial student to

intended to express, especially the student
unacquainted with what was going on in
the English world of letters of the perfod.’
But take the ord qry tradlthna) logic. A
schoolboy can mayfer that. Yet Kant's
pamphlet on the ‘Fyflsche Spitzfindigkeit' is
devoted to setting forth as a novel discov-
ery of Xant's own the very doctrine of the
reduction of syllogism taught in every book
of traditional logic. The only real novel-
ties it contains are two or three absurd
blunders. Kant probably did read Baum-
garten's’ ‘Metaphysica’; but onc miust doubt
mightily whether he ever really read any
other book of philosophy. . '

These things are most significant. In
self-control Kant appears to be a prodigy.
A man more systematic than he would not
be reckoned among the sane.  Whern, dur-
ing his afternoon constitutional, he reach-

the thought which, from observing & frag-
ment, dlvines a whole; and there is logical
analysis. Kant was certalnly not a mathe-
matician.”In scientific: theorizing, however,
he was decidedly strong.” He s accounted
by astronomers the author of the Nebular
Hypothesis. In his younger days, he was a
physicist;, and he always remalned a physi-

ly, less strikingly so as his powers de-
clined), contrasting in this regard with
Fichte, Schelling, Hegel, and Schlelermach:
er, not to speak of Baader, Glinther, ete.,
who were all theological students, and as
strongly with Jacobl, Fries, Krause, ctc.,
‘who came to philosophy by the route of the-
ology; and even, more or less, with Scho-
penhauer, Herbart, Beneke, and all the oth-
ers berox;e_. Fechner and Lotze, who, at any
rate, breathe rather the atmosphere of the
setiinary than that of the laboratory. Every
sclentific rcader feels the philosopher of
Konigsberg to be of his kindred.

When we think of the- stupendous mnroimt
of close study. which Intellectual men of
every stripe have bestéwed upon Kant, and
when we ask ourselves, What Is it, then,
which has attracted all this attention? We
are led to answer, it was his power of con-
structing a theory, which is the kind of in-
tellectual feat that marks the- man of
sclence—the Young, the Faraday, the Dar-
win. We shall not, of course, be misunder-
stood as saying that constructing theorics
made any of them the great men that they
were, any more than it did Kant. Ag n scien-
tific man beneath the skin, Kant is com-
paratively free from the besetting fallaey
of the philosophers, which may be deseribe
-ed, without exaggeration, as conslsting in
producing arguments to prove a mieran, at
most, nnd\in concluding o light-year, at
least. Knnt: percelving in som@ measure
this unjversal fault of the philosophere e
naturally led to his evident ambition to he
the arbiter of philosophical Msputes, But
he could have exerelsed thls office only in’
the weak manner of the Ecleeties, allowing
so much welght to this colslderation and so
much to another diametrieally opposed to it

cist who had taken up philosophy (natural- |

as a student of force could find with which
to begin the study of philosophy. But the
only accompaniment to it that is advisable
at first i3 a textual comment. Such books
a3 Paulsen’s are best left for later perusal,
We need not say that the student must not

through the ‘Critic’ for the first time with.
out preparation he can understand Kant
entirely, far less duly estimate him, until
he has read lh(:discussions which led up to
the ‘Critic.” Deeper students will find this
volume Interesting and convenient. It
leaves hardly any question of metaphysics
untouched.

We have .satd that it is drawn up with
care.  We will now give two specimens of
its incvitable inaccuracies. In summing up
Kant's historical pogition, Paulsen says
that to have cleared the ground and pointed
the way to a poetie naturalistic pantheism
as the fundamental form of the conception
of the world; 1" the fmperishable service of
Kant. This not only forgets that Lessing
introdueed “‘poetic naturalistle pantheism™
the year before the ‘Critic’ appeared, and
that its propagator, Gocethe, was -uninfiy-
enced by Kant, but r.'om"oys the idea that
Kant's importance is r\xclusivvlmhoologicnl
and poetical; and accordingly, in the sum-
mary of his philosophy.hiSsvlontiﬂcwrltingx'
are left unmentioned, and, throughout, his
relatfons to theology ate made (nfinitely
morg important than lis relations to what

man of selence-~not oblivious of aspirations
tiwards Gol, freedomm, and immortality, but
yvet dwelling in therealm.of experience; and
Lix theory of cognition—-its general design,
at least, and come of its corper-stones—
SUH stunds, as far as scientifie thought iy
veacerned, firmly established. Under these
rirvunfst.nmms, and since he himself was not
i panthetst, {6 is unjust to sum him up as
A foreruuner of what he condemned.

The following is nn cxample of another
kind of fnaccuracy. On p. 147 we read:

Reason’ {8, perhaps, as'wholesome a8 book

allow himself to imagine that  in golng’

" in the sense against which Kant almost

s ¢ nerally called science. But Kant, as w R

have sald, was, on the contrary, mainly a’< ~ pose to criticise. Reason. Neither did he
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into. The answer that Kant gives is easily
stsceptible of natural expansion to cover
every possible phase of the question, quite
in opposition to the theological logicians of
Germany. Kant looked upon such questions
as a clear physical thinker would—that is
jo. say, in a manner of which Protessof
Paulsen has not the least conception.

We will add one word concerning the
title of the ‘'Critik der reinen Vernunft.'
The word Kritik already existed in German,
‘meaning a critical writilng. But Kant de-
clares, with all his emphasis, that that
ts not the word he uses. He. borrows. a
word from the English of Hobbes and
Locke, and spells it ¢in his first edition)
with & C. He used it, as the English
writers had done, to mean the art-or scicnce
of criticising. Since this word critic exists
in gur language in that megning, and is, in
fact, {the very word Kant borrowed, while
" the word critigue is English, if at all, only

violently protests, the first word of the
title should be restored to its English form
‘Critic’ in translation.

In the best philosophical use of English
words, ‘‘reasoning” is a well-known opera-
‘tion of a mind, and ‘‘reasoning power' (or,
less well, "re,aso&") is the faculty of per-
forming it. “Fhe Reason" is a totally dis-
tinct fnculty by which we are supposed to
know the truth of first principles. ‘‘Rea-
" son” means nothing more nor less than
conformity to the best result of delibera-
tion. Kant, not being insane, did not pro-

criticise the Reasoning Power, unless to
approve it in one paragraph. But what he
chiefty criticilsed and had reference to in
his title was the faculty of knowing first
principles, The Reason. Consequently, his
book, the ‘Critik der reinen Vernunit,' is a
work concerning ‘Critic of the Pure Rea-
son.’ ’

The Lotcer South in American History. By
Willlam Garrott Brown. Macmillan. 1902,
Pp. xi, 271.

_cr South was marked off with most dis-

had a population of about three-quarters of
a million, three-sevenths of whom were
slaves. The 335,000 slaves, however, were
owned by less than seven per cent. of the
white population, while less than ten thou-
sand whites owned three-fourths of the
negroes. The average annual value of the
cotton crop, the principal product, was
$20,000,000, practically all of the cotton
going to qu England or tg Europe. While
thus contributing largely to the prosperity
of .the East, the cotton States also offered
to the West the best market for corn, ba-
con, and mules, not even tho most progres-
slve planters always growing food enough
for their own demands. In the “‘concentra-
tion of land and slaves in fewer hands,
in the greater immediate profitableness of
agriculture, and. in the greater rapidity
with which lands were exhausted” (p. 37),
the industrial life of Alabama and the low-

tinctness from that ¢f Virginia. The poor
whites in the hills and sand barrens were
a class apant, apparently as unaffected by
slavery then as they are by freedom now.
Among fhe planters, a high degree of re-
ligious interest accompanied a small mea-
sure of intellectual concern. The best men
in Alabama went into politics, though with-
out a resulting marked predominance of the
planter claés.\Govérnment was democratie,
after the Jeffersonian order of democracy;
“governors and legislators were chosen
from varlous social ranks; many prominent
men were distinctly of the self-made type”
(p. 44). It was a social régime that bred
personal ability and masterfulness, and de-
veloped powers of busfness organization,
while the patriarchal character of its home .
life long continued to have, allke for strang-

denfable charm. .
What the representatives of the cotton
States in Congress stood for was,

‘not slavery alone, . . . not agriculture
alone, but the. whole social organism, the
whole civilization, whose decay in Virginia
had been arrested by the rise of the States
from_which they came.  They werc.comudt
ted to the maintenance, in the most pro-

ers and those who lived under it, an un-

system was shown in the effective opposi-
tion to internal {mprovements, while the:
absence of citlies caused the South to take
a ‘‘country view" of public finance, to favor
State banks, with a currency easily expand-
ed at harvest time, and to oppose a na-
tional bank. Yet, although on all theso’
points the influence of the lower South was
against the development of a strong na-
tional Government, the majority, probably,
of the great planters, at the division of the
‘old Republican party, became Whigs rather
than Democrats. -

The primary cause of the final struggle
Mr, Brown finds in the differing mental and
moral habitsiof the sections. It was, he
8aYyS, ’

**“‘the belated r]aoncern of the Northern mind
about the things of the spirit, not its ab-
sorption- in materlal enterprises, that boded
ill to the plantation system. It was the
North’s moral awakening, and not its in-
dustrial alertness, its frce thought, and .
not its free labor, which the Southern plant-

Ner had to fear. The New England factory

made no threat, the town meeting did. The
Northwestern wheat farms and pork-pack-
eries and railways wére harmless; but
Oberlin College. and Lovejoy's printing- .
press and the Underground Railway were
different. . [The trucldnnger] was
in that freedom of individual men which
had made the North prosper, and in that
national feeling, that national theory of the
Government, that national antagonis ]
whatever was weak or alien under the fla
which had resulted from the development
and the denser peopling of the North. - The
final conflict came only when these things
were thrown clearly Into competition with
the picturesque Old World social system,
the limited nationalism, the unprogressive
fndustrial contrivances of the South for the
occupation of new lands’ (pp. 88, 89)..

Yet, as Mr. Brown points out, while the
Sowsh struck at abolition, not only because
abolition was hateful to it, but also be-
cause, if it would preserve its own soclal
structure, it could not do anything else,
it did not stand’ on the defensive alone.
There was a vigorous counter-movement in
favor of slavery to offset the Northern de-
nunciation of it. ¥From the standpoint of
the Southern leaders, the presence of the
negro in the South could be met only by

.and-to be derived from the idea of pure

. work on philosophy somewhat incline us to

ed-a—rertaty CoFner, the good people of
Kénigsberg would pull out their watches, not
to see 'whether Herr Professor Doctor Kant
was on time, Tbut to see whether ' their
Iwntches were going right. His more im-
portant books were put together, as he ex-
pressed it, architectonically. That i{s, just
as architects, until recently, used to Insist
upon designing bufldings upon an arbitrary
plan supposed to have certain merits, but
not determined by the purposes which the
buildings were to subserve; just so, Kant
would enslave himself to an elaborate BY S~
tem of divisions and subdivisions—
Haupttheile, Theile, Abtheilungen, Biicher,
Hauptstiicke, Abschnitte, and Paragraphen
—laid down beforehand, not ar{sing from
the peculiar character of his theme, but
supposed to be dictated & priori by reason

reason. Such method either bespeaks ex-
traordinary self-control or a singular de-
fect of élam. Several circumstances be-
sides Kant's apparent Inability to .read a

the latter hypothests.

A} any rate, it was exclusively in the way
of thought that Kant can be deemed great,
it he was great at all. There are different
kinds of thought: there ig mathematical

if he had not fortunately heen gifted with »
great strength in logical analysis, tha!
enabled him at once to do full justice to the
arguments and tendencles of both sides, and
to make both contributery to a third uni-
tary conception. Yet even his loglieal analy-
sls would not have sufficed, if it had rot
been for a supercminent share in a charae-
teristic that may be remarked in all the
more powerful sclentific intellects, the
power of making use even of conceptions
that resisted his loglecal analysis, and of
drawing from them ncarly the samec con-
clusions as any clear mind would have done
that had analyzed them. We cannot, in a
few words, make our mcaning very clear:
but one might say that an ordinary intelli-
gent mind has an  upper layer of clear
thought, underlaid by muddled ideas; while
in Kant's mind there appears to bhe-a pure
solution down Into those depths where day-
light hardly penetrates. He thinks pretty
correctly even when he does not think dis-
tinctly.

The volumo under consideration contains
a careful account of Kant's place in his-
tory, of his life and character, and of his
i-hilosophy, by one of the most accomplish-
ed and popular of the German philosophers
of to-day. It {8 not a suitable guide for a

thought, tbat works by dlagrams;} there is

"How “synthetic judzments posicriori
can have actual validity seemed to him to be
no problom at all. 1t he had raised the ques-
tion, it Would have shattered the whole
structure of the ‘Critique.’ He would have
been foreed to reply that-there can. be no
sueh judgments; synthetic judgments a pos-
leriori are a confradictio in adjeeto.”

Compare this with the followlng from
page 8 of the ‘Critic of the Purc Reason’:

“In synthetical Judgments, I must bave,
in addition to the concept of the subject, A,
something else, X, upon which thought may
react, In order to cognize a predicate, B,
as belonging to A, although not a part of
it. In empirical, or éxpcrlmentnl, Judgments
there is no difilculty In fulfllling this con-
dition. The X is merely the complete ex-
perience of the object of the concept A,
which is but a Dart of that experience.
[Having expanded this remark very clearly,
he concludes]: Experience, then, is that X
which .extends beyond the concept A, and
upon which the possibility of-the synthesis
of the predicate B with the concept A fis
founded.” '

Weo thus find that Kant does copsider
the very problem which Professor Paulsen
says he does not consider. He does not,
indeed, consider it in all its branches, but
he does so quite sufficiently to show that
his answer, had it been more complete,
would have bornme not the slightest re-
semblance to the absurdity which Professor

\

keginner in Kant. The ‘Critic of the Pure

‘Paulsen says he would- have been drawn

-

The three papers which give title to this
volume of ecssays are an ipteresting at-
tempt to exhibit the conditions, 'social,

_ economic, and political, which character-
ized the lower South between 1820 and
1860, and which caused it to exercise during
that period so marked an influence on the
course of national affairs. Between the
lower South and the upper South .there
were, as Mr, Brown points out at the be-
ginning, marked differences. The soclety
of the lower South, from South Carolina to
eastern Texas, was, to be sure, sprung

- largely from Virginia and Carolina, but it
was ‘a selected stock of energetic men to
whom the material conquest of & new and
wonderfully fertile country was an attrac-
tive task; and when, with the retirement
of Monroe, the ascendancy of Virginia came

“to an end, the influence which Virginia had
wielded in national affairs was taken up
and continued, not by New England or the
newer West, but by the “Black Belt.”” It is
this vigorous and masterful soclety that Mr.
Brown, unable to see, in the ‘plctures of it
drawn by such writers as Cairnes and Olm-
sted, “‘a true likeness of that which was,”
has endeavored to analyze and welgh.

The 1llustratlve State with which he par-
ticularly deals 1s Alabama. In 1850, at the

gressive country in the world, of a primitive
industry, a primitive labor system, and a
patriarchal mode of life. They held that
their maln industry could be successfully
prosecuted only with slave labor, and while
It was so prosecuted it tended to exclude
all other forms of industry. Its economic
demands were imperative; its political de-
mands were hardly less imperative. Eco-
nomically, it demanded that the fewest pos-
sible restrictions be placed upon the ex-
change of its two or three staple products
for the products of other countries, and
that it be permitted to extend 1tself con-
stantly to fresh lands. Politically, it de-
manded protection from criticism and from
social and humanitarian reforms and
changes' (pp. b7, 68).
AY

In this contention the lower South ‘could
count on the support of Virginia and the
‘upper South, and ‘had little difficulty in
making allles among the manufacturers of
New England and the farmers of the West,
The first clash over protection showed the
firmness of the cotton States, though the
majority of their .public men were too
strongly devoted to Jackson and the na-
tional idea to follow South Carolina into
nullification; and the Walker tariff of 1846
was ‘“more clearly in accordance with the
principles of free trade, more clearly con-
trary ‘to protectionist ideas and devices,
than any other tariff law since 1788 (p.

keeping the negro in subjection and build- )
ing d& soclety with slavery as one of fis**
foundations. Such an adjustment of race re-
lationships as Mr. Bryce has lately spoken®
about, in which the superior race shall
grant to the inferior the full”measure of
actual equality before the law, scemed to
the men of the South fitty years ago, as It
seems to many of thelr descendants to-day,
too visionary to be seriously wort_h trylng.
Of the remaining papers in the volume,
three—on Willlam L. Yancey, ‘‘the orator
of secession,” on the resources of the Con-
federacy as set forth in Professor Schwab's
recent book, and on the Ku-kiux
movement—appeared originally in the Ai-
lantic, and were favorably commented on at
the time. The others, entitled respective-
ly “A New Hero of an Qld Type,” and
“Shifting the White Man’s Burden,’”” are
printed now for the first time. The “new
hero” {s Hobson, whom Mr. B:own, appar-
ently writing from personal acquaintance,’
praises with much' rhetorical warmth and
glow. The subject of the other is the dis-
franchisement movement in the South, in
whick Mr. Brown, though anxious to do
Justice to the motives of those responsible
for it, naturally finds no solution of the
race question in its political phase, nor any

end of thirty years of Statehood, Alabama
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66). The same determination to defend a

progress towards {ree government. ln so -




