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ti2 agltators for international disarmament
anu the abolition of compulsory  military
servic meet with success, it will be an
evil da. for the Continental countries.”

Major Andre. Journal, 1777-78. Boston:
The Bibliophh  Society.

In two beautifu. volumes, illustrated by
many fincly exccui.d maps, the Boston
Biblio[ihllc Society s es what purports to
he a journal kept by “Japtain” John An-
dré from June, 1777, to November, 1777,
with a break in the record .™m January to
June, 1778. The maps and pla.., forty-four
in number, stated to have been .drawn by
André, are very beautiful drawic.: some
being colored and very elaborate i detail
and finish. Scenator Lodge supplies an i ro-
duction. The journal adds little to our Ty

formation ag to the movements of the Brit\,

ish army, but any record from André's pen
would possess a certain interest. It may
be sald at once that the maps are of the
highest value, and arc finer examples than
any scries of military maps of the Revolu-
tion known in any collection outside of the
War Office. The reproductions are all that
can be desired, and it is only to be regret-
ted that the cdition is so small, as they
should be available for every student of the
military history of the Revolution. They
should have been issued in atlas form.

Tho history of this journal, so far as
known, is briefly told in the letter of the
agents who sold the manuscript ' to an
American collector. “The journal was re-
cently discovered by Earl Grey, on his
opening at his house a box that had not
seen daylight for at least 100 yéars. . . .
Major-General Grey and André were excep-
tionally intimate friends, and hence the
preservation of this MS. amongst Earl
Grey’s papers. It was probably brought
home by Grey to show what he had done.”
André’s name or signature nowhere ap-
pears in the journal, and the writing was
fdentified by a photograph of a letter
vaguely ‘described as being “in America.”
This letter is the well-known request for a
soldier's death, written to Washington af-
ter sentence to be hanged. .

It is'strange that more attention was not
given to identifying so important a.manu-
script, and the journal and fts contents
raise some difficultics. The army lists show
that Captain André became an aide to Ma-
Jor-General Charles Grey in 1777 or 1778. In
September, 1779, he served as alde: to Sir
Henry Clinton, but did not recelve his ma-
Jor’s commission until August, 1780. Grey
was made colonel of the Twenty-cighth
Regiment in March, 1777, and André was' a
captain in the Twenty-sixth Regiment. So
far as dates and rank are favolved, the
journal may have been written by André.
But how can the statement of the egent
regarding the exceptlonal intimacy exist-
ing between the two men be reconciled with
the fact that not a scrap of André's writing
could be found in Earl Grey’s collections,
not so much as would serve as an example
for testing the writing of the journal? Fur-
ther, if Gen. Grey was solicitous about his
service, and almost €yery one connected
with the campaigns of 1777 and 1778 had
reason to expect investigation, would he
ot have saved some other records than a
Jnurnal by his alde? And would not a’ com-
tiete record of the year be a better de~

probably a personal journal of the writer,
one who was at headquarters and therefore
in a position to know what was being done.
It was not an “officlal” document. This is
not convincing as to the authorshlp, nor
does it ald In explaining the presence of
the manuscript in Earl Grey’s box. It Ig
néither a full nor a fair test to compare the
writing of the journal, of which a few
pages are reproduced, with the lefter writ-
ten Just before the exccution, when strength
of feeling might easily modify tho usual
form of the script, Notable differences may
be secn, however, and a comparison with
the account of the Mischianza, known to be
in André’s writing, would have been a bet-
ter test.
Nor do the difficulties in accepting this
record as described end with the question
of penmanship of the journal. Unless An-
laré was specially set apart to prepare maps,
\'r\a it possible for an aide, busily employ-
ed N lle the army was on the march and in
a cnh.\lign, to prepare so large a number
of elabxs\;ato maps, perfectly drawn and
bearing evilence of close study of actual
conditions? T "he difficulty might be lessen-
ed by saylng*’\‘s{at André merely ‘‘copied”
maps sent to hexdlquarters; or {he ground-
work of the mzu;\\:lgh‘t have been drawn'
by a regular engine  while André filled in
the names. of places aﬁ*—‘; the manauvres of
the troops. Nelther of W ose explanations
would be satisfactory. in itw~lf; and either
would detraet from the clay. made, that
the maps were' drawn by A'ﬁ-gré. It is
known that hq was clever at (drawing, but
the workmanship of the maps wouil have
demanded too much of his time from ¢ther
duties, and thelr presence in the jourgal
would seem to show that he prepgred them
(if indeed he did) for his own mugement.
The writing of draughtsmen, like tXat of bus-
iness clerks, is often conventlonaliz3W;
fering many nice points of differenceo in the
absence ot an actual name or signature. It
was certainly very uncritical to accept in so
unquestioning a spirit the attribution of
authorship that accompanjed the manu-
script. In themselves tho maps are a real-
Iy great add!tion to the cartography of fhe
Revolution; but it still rests with the Blb-
Hophile Soctety to prove that either jour-
nal or maps were of André's making. There
s so much looseness in identifying unsign-
¢d manuscripts _that every precaution
against error should be taken before the
stamp of authority is given to a doubttul
plece. The Soclety appears to have taken
no precaution, and thus offers a fair oppor-
tunity for questioning the correctness of its
assumptions regarding this journal and the
maps, -

Notes on the Composition of Scicntific Papers.
By T. Clifford Allbutt. " Macmillan Co.
1904. 8vo, pp. 154,

Dr. Allbutt adds to thé characterlstics of
an elderly physician those of g don of &
small college in an English unlversity,
Thus, he is particular; to let us know that
he has "read no.grammars, nor the band-
books of literary artists.”” 1In other coun-
tries’ an author usually deslres his readers
to know that he has not entirely neglected
the literature of the subject upon which he
writes. But, considering how nearly§en-
tical the greater part of the matter of these

-vice than one that said nothing of some

six months of the perfod? The record was

mendations that are found in all the text-
books of rhetoric, we cannot alippnse that
Dr. Allbutt expects us to think he has
worked thel_n all out by original reflection.
The volume contains not a few remarks that
‘argue a higher kind of discrimina ; but
a good many of these have sounmn our
cars like reminiscences of observations that
were certainly made by one or another of
the old‘er French writers on style, from
Pascal to Sainte-Beuve; dnd; notwithstand-
ing his modest-arrogant. disclaimer, we
should not wonder if 211 that La Bruyere,
Fénelon, Voltaire, ‘Marmontel, Vauvenar-
gues, and Bpffon ever wrote about style
were perfectly famillar to Dr. Allbut®.' Yes,

well.  For when he tells us.that ‘Iie-Capl-
talne Fracasse’ (which, though he does not
name if individually, is tacluded among {ts
author’s writings of which he does speak
without limitation) “will not exidure," for
reasons which wouldequallyapplytothecon-
versations in Alexnnd;o Dumas’s novels and
‘Impressions de Voyagg,’ this sounds a lit-
tle as if it might hav&been sald by one of
the Ilater critics In the JReruc des Deur
Mondcs. At any rate, it is sufficlently
striking, Dr. Allbutt evidently approves
of French rhetoric. ; It is something like
that that he chiefly aims to enforce, though
he sometimes fatls to strike the nall square-
ly on the head. Thus, in order to [llus-
trate Sainte-Beuve’'s manner of opening
a “Causerie du Lundi,” he quotes a sentence
(in translation) which would have been an
Ilustration of this author's sometimes fail-
ing to devise the kind of opening he pre-
ferred for hig causerie, were it not that
(though Dr. Allbutt docs oot remark it) it
really comes from one ‘of the ‘Portraits
Con‘temporatns,_' where a somewhat different
style was chosen by Salnte-Beuve.

The “sclentific papers” of the title-page
apsg¢er In the body of the book as “sef-
entd-X -e8says,” by which are meant theses
require¢ from candidates for the degree of
M.B. or of M.D. by the Unliversity of Cam-
bridge—a 1.ative entirely different ‘from
that of any genulne sclentific  writ-
Ing.  Now, rheturic ought to be the doc-
trine ot the adafytion of the forms of ex-
pression of g wlr‘}b. °g to the accompligh-
ment of {ta purpose\ Hence, the rhetoric
which fg specially am%\uprl'ate to a thesis
for a degree (whose soundest maxim is that
the forms of.expression must be such ag tho
examiner, Dr. Allbutt or whdever it may
be, will approve) is not speclaLly appro-
priate to any writing having a really' sclen-
tiflc purpose. The almost lncredlblé‘ - an-
icalitles ot incorrett writlhg with - Wh
this- volume s no less replete than are’ u';‘-
dinary books of rhetorle,- are ‘examples of
what wrlters of all kindg should shun. We
doubt ff they could have been culled out
of American country newspapers—unlegs
from the columns of jokes. Bad style
rather than good style of writing has al-
Ways been characteristic of the medical
profession; it naturally would be so, for
more than one reason. Sir Thomas Browne
I8 often sget up as one of the glorles of
Engllsh Iliterature, and the mannerisms- of
the majority of doctors have been less
agresible than his; moreover, of the real-
ly great stylists among them a few only
carry a distinctly professlonal stamp. But
It is very surprising to find how atroclous

“Notes” Is with the time-honored recom-

must be the faults of. the theses. which
call for sucha book as this to correct them,

N

and the utterances of modern eritics as " -
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Dr. Allbutt's own style is one of those
that may be perfectly delightful to some
poersons and at the same time nauseating to
others. He Is more captious than correct,
and more meticulous than engaging. He s
very fond of employing technleal terms of
logic, but almost always applles them
wrongly. He inglsts, for instance, that the
word “theory’” can properly be used only
in a sense ‘which would make it nearly
synonymous with -“theorem.” Yet in one
place he scems to confess (whgt fs at all
events true) that such a limitation is not
in accordance with usage. From his dicta
it would follow that the ‘“atomic theory”
ought not to be so called. The word ‘sci-
entific,” on the'other hand, is used by him
with extraordinary lnt!tu,de. Thus, we read
that “scientific writers are apt to suppose
that restatement In bigger words Is ex-
planation.” Evlidently, the “sclentific writ-
ers” he has In mind are the writers of
the “scientific essays'” he talks of-—undiscl-
plined candidates for medical degrees.

It is singular that while he holds that
very few, If any, pairs of English words
are synonyms, yet he thinks that all such
half-English expressions as raison d'éire,
tout cnsemble, cortige, par ezccllence, have
their precise English equivalents. The ex-
treme  improbability of - the proposition
passes unnoticed. But who cannot sce that
all "this is xiothing but his personal taste,
good. or bad, hunting in quite a wrong di-
rection after justification? In many cases
his judgments are good, while the reasons
he gives for them are bad. But in this, as
In most respects, the book Is very much
like any ordinary book of rhetoric. Had
he dropped all pretension to being himself
very sclentifie or to having anything to say
speelally germane to the communication of

scientifle discoveries, and had he acknowls

edged that his book differed from a com-
mon text-hook on style chiefly in not cov-
ering the ground systematlcp.lly, we might
have thought it a nice little thing in its
way.

The* Organization of Agriculture. By FEd-
win A, Pratt. E. P. Dutton & Co. 1904.

The subject treated by Mr. Pratt would,
a8 he suggests, afford abundant scope for
the enterprise of some twentieth-century
Arthur Young. Even the hasty survey
here taken is fasclpating, and it 4s evi-

dent that a closer view would \reveal many
things of interest which lack of space -

prevenis the author from noticing. His
original purpose was to investigate the
complaints made by Britilsh farmers
against their rajflways. He found that in
order to carry out this purpose it was neces-
sary to Inquire into conditions on the

. Continent, and this inquiry revealed the

existence of ‘organization, or combination,

among farmers to a wonderful extént. The |

grievances of the English -farmers were
found to be due to thelr own lack of en-
terprise. They have allowed thelr own
market to be taken away from them be-
cause they would not work together to
Jmaintain it. .

It .18 hardly necessary to say that the
managers of the English railways have
no desire to cripple English agriculture.
They know well enough that the local
traflic, is better worth cultivating than

. the foreign.  But - they simply cannot

transport small quantities of ‘perishable

goods at carload rates. .It is true that
the Continental railways make very low
rates on exports: they are generally . un-
der the control of governments that under-
take to give bounties to exporters. But
these low rates are not the chief factor.
By ' means of organization, the farmers of
the Continent are able to bring goods
to the railways fn wagon loads and even
train loads. The National Poultry Orga-
nization Socictgﬁreccntly asked one 6 the
English railways for a lower rate“on cggs
from a certain county. The railway was
at the time carrying through the district
foreign eggs in twenty-five and fifty-ton
lots. The railway officers replied: “If you
will send us cggs in four-ton lots, we will
give you a rate 25 per cent. lower than
what we get for carrying the foreign eggs.”
But the offer had to be declined. In fact,
& consignment of English eggs weighing a
-hundredweight is exceptional.

Mr. Pratt declares that in every one
of the countries now’ pouring their ag-
rlcultural produce into Great Britain there
bas been an agricultural revival, due to
the spread of ngricultural‘education and
to combinations for an endless variety of
purposes. Fertilizers are obtained by these
associations, of’better quality and of lower
cost. _Exponslve machines are bought, So-
cleties are formed both for production
and for distributton. Agricultural credit
‘banks have played a great part. They
exisi by thousands on the Continent, but
are practically unknown in England. They
have not been established in this country,
Lhough’ all other forms of coiperation are
known to us. On the whole, Mr. Pratt's
account of the progress of agricultural en-
terprise {8 very encouraging. It is only
in England that (he fariners seem to be
unable to combine suceessfully. Even Ire-
land has been aroused, and the labors of
Sir Horace Plunkett in establishing co-
operative dairies have brightened the future
of the Irish peasantry.

Collectanca Anglo-Premonstratensia. Edited
for the Royal Historical Society by Father
Francis A. Gasquet. Vol. I. London:
Offices of the Society, Chancery Lane.

This initial volume contains documents
drawh from the registers of the Premon-
strant Order. The original register is now
in"the Bodleian Library, and thero {g in the
British Musewin the transcript of another
register. From these sources Father Gas-
quet produces materials which open up a

new chapter in the monastic history of

medimval England. That the Premonstra-
tensians never reached the importance of
the Cluniacs or Cistercians is sufficiently
well known, but they came to England as
early as 1143, built up in all more than
thirty houses, and remained a factor in the
ecclesiastical life of the island-until the
Reformation. S8t. Norbert, their founder,
was son of the Count of Gennep, in the
Duchy of Cleves, am_i_ connected through his
mother with the Emperor Henry IV. The
original monastery of Prémontré was situ-
ated in the forest of St, Gobain,  within the
diocese of Laon; and here, on Christmas
Day, 1121, Norbert, with forty companions,

-received the white habit of canons regular

from Bartholomew Viry, Bishop of Laon.
The chief aim of the Premonstratensians

was preaching among the poor. In point

of organization, Nobert followed the Augus-

which they suggest.

tinfang, sava that with his order the head
of a-daughter-house was styled Abbot, while

with the Augustinians the official of corre-"
sponding rank received the lesser. title of

Prlor. The only real innovation of Norbert
seems to have been the establishment of
Tertiaries cn lines which were afterwards
adopted by the mendicant orders. There
were also Premonstratensian canonesses,
but only two houses of these existed in
England, and neither attained more than
local influence. Welbuek Abbey, founded in
1153, grew to be the leading establishment
of the English Premonstratensians.

The documents which are here ediled by
Father Gasquet may be divided inlo two
maln groups, the first belonging to the
early years of the fourteenth, and the sec-
ond to the later years of the fiftcenth cen-
tury. As every student'of Rymer’s ‘Feedera’
knows, a great deal of friction argse in the
days of the Edwards between the Crown and
those members of alien religious orders who
were sending money across the Channel at
the instance of the Abbot-General or the
Chapter-General, These documents of the
Premonstratensians reveal the presence of
heartburnings within the orders themselves
on the subject of contributing to the funds
of the mother-house abroad.

“From the English canons,” says Father
Gasquet, “Prémontré claimed three things:
regular attendance on the part of the ab-
bots at the annual general chapter, held at
the mother-house; the appointment of the
visitor to examine and report to the abbot-
general as to the state of the houses; and
the right to tax the afiiliated houses for the
benefit of the order in general and Pré-
montré in particular. It was this last de-
mand which, in practice, causecd many dif-

ficulties and led to many mlsunderstand-
ings.”

A crisis was reached In the reign of Bd- .

ward II, when Adam de Crécy, Abbot of
Prémontré, tried to inslst.on the. full exer-
cise of his prerogative. This policy led the

English abbeys to appeal from their su- -

perior to the papacy, and in 1316 they sc-
cured a settlement which, while nominally
a compromise, left the solid advantage with
them. The fifteenth-century documents here
published relate chiefly to the cateer of that
distinguished Premonstratensian, Bishop
Redman of Ely. Father Gasquet's preface
contains an admirable summary of the docu-
ments and a discussion of the muin points
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