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It i{s an instinct with Dr. Oberholtzer to
minimize all appearances of high purpose
and noble ardor. Lincoln's concessions to
‘the anti-slavery spirit he reduces. to their
lowest terms. ‘“He Issued his edict of free-
dom as a war measure and on no ethical or
sentimental grounds.” Certainly none that
were avowed; but Lincoln had not forgot-
ten his parable of “‘the divided house,”” and
it seems not unlikely that when he grasped
emancipation as a war measure he made the
exigency an excuse for striking at the re-
belllon’s fnmost heart. Touching the feel-
ings of the slaves on thelr emnncipntlon, we
have another minimizing view:

“Thelr grief at Lincoln's death more fit-
tingly expressed the loss they would feel
because of their too hasty introduction to
rll the responsibility of citizenship by oth-

er men when Lincoln's commanding grasp
relaxed, than the regret inspircd by any-

thing he had positively done in the act of

emancipation.”

It is improbable that any signs of a grief
so constituted ever existed- beyond the
pale of Dr. Oborholtzers ingenious imagl-
nation,

The “Blb!lography" of this voluma is re-
markable for its lnadequncy It it had in-
cluded a good biograph){ of Garrison, there
might have.been clear gain in some par-
ticulars—notably on page.167, where *‘Gar-
rison and the Abolitionists” figure “‘on the
floor ot Congress” denouncing slaveholders
in terms more accurate than soft, and on
" .page 169, where we read of "“the Garrison-
fan-Giddings-Lovejoy-John Brown “method,

which contemplated the sending of emis-

saries among the slaves to incite them to
wurder and insurrection’; a mixture of in-
congruous names, suggestive of " Carlyle's
“‘Heaven and Hell Amalgamation Society.'
- It is pitiful that" Dr. OBerholtzer ~should
need to be informed of what every lutelli-
. gent reader of his book should know, that
Garrison  was absolutely opposed to John
Brown's method, and to any and every at-
tempt to stir up slave insurrection.

Dr. Oberholtzer's predilection s for such
memolirs as serve the more sordid and vul-
garizing conception of Lincoln’s character.
Herndon's, and even Lamon's, baser insin-
uations are sweet morsels for his tongue.
The ghastly Mary Owens eplsode is pre-

Lincoln’s fame. Those will be most grate-
ful for It who are tired of hearing Aristides
called the Just, and those who enjoy the
writing down of history to the level of the
more sinister and sordld munltestations of
the human spirit.

The Preparation of the Child for Soience.
By M. E. Boole. Oxford: Clarendon
Press; New York: H. Frowde. 1904.

Mrs. Boole's little books, taken as a
whole, have a certain unity, but thelr value
does not lle there; and what is true of
the whole i8 true of any one. The present
volume 1s decidedly the best of the series
thus far. Information and salutary wis-
dom are to be drawn from it everywhere.
The very dedication informs us of a fact
interesting for the 'history of .sclence in
England, that Sir George Everest, on his
return from India about 1829, inflamed the
minds of Babbage and John F. W. Herschel
with “certain ideas about the nature of
man's relation to Unknown Truth which
underlay all science in ancient Asia, and
which he had learned from Brahman tecach-

-ers,”” It would be curious to reperuse the

books that Babbage, in 1830, and Herschel,
in 1831, published about the general nature
of science (a subject that had long been
untouched in England) in the light of
this information. Certainly, they two and
Everest's son-in-law, Boole, are, as mathe-
maticians, marked by their great predilec-
tion for what are called ‘‘symbolical”
methods (that is, reasoning about opera-
tions as if they were things), to which
English mathematicians generally, both be-;
fore that day and since, have shown a
marked aversion. The preface contains
brief notices of ten writers whose thought
pursued paths off the main lines of intel-
lectual traffic.
Babbage, are famous; one, Nicolas Antoine
Boulanger, once was s0; Pere Gratry is still
read; and a fifth, Ramchundra, received aid
from the British Government in his mathe-
matical researches. The others, Thomas
Wedgwood (who made a study of Genius),
James Hinton (author of ‘Life in Nature,’
etc.), . Dr. Charles Winslow (author of
‘Force and Nature'), ‘“‘the late Dr. Wilt-
shire,”” and an}nmln'ABeus,,_,nevgp.a(,tract-

““sentled baldly enough, ‘while the Anne Rut-
ledge story Is told with grudglng sympathy.
Than chapter on the Lincoln- Doug)..s debate
of 1858 exhibits a judiclous use of the biog-
rapher's best material. That on the nomi-
nation of 1860 is calculated to make our
contemporary political methods seem tol-
erably respectable. The war chapters are
good, and bring out the darger elements of
Lincoln's character in strong relief. There
are three generallzed chapters, “The Slave
in the War,” ““Lincoln the Politiclan,” and
“Lincoln the Man.” The first of these
makes far too little of the sincero: anti-
slavery spirlt pushing agalnst manifold op-
position to its glorious end. In “Lincoln
the Politiclan,” there are many lines that
we would gladly blot, such Justification will
the baser sort find In them for thelr crook-
¢d waya; but that Lincoln did not always
pursue virtue \m.uously seems to be incon-
trovertible. ’l‘he scamy slde -of his per-
sonal characteristics 1g needlessly paraded
in “Lincoln the Man,” but his great powers
ol sympathy and tenderness are permitted
to shine with splendid radlance. Dr. Ober-
holtzer's book will do nothlng- to enhance
\ T
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ed much attention, but would secem to be
worth some scquaintance.

The purpose of thisWlittle volume is to
offer “suggestions as to means by which
the scientific condition of mind can be fn-
duced” in children. The desirability of
doing this is a topic distinctly excluded.

-In the first chapter, the scientific mind is

portrayed, slightly, but with a rare fidelity
to nature. “Sclentific culture is the re-
sult of a steady, life-long habit of friendly
and intimate~, though reverent, intercourse
with the Eternally Infinite Unknown.” This
might have been better expressed; yet,
taken as it is, of many a man of science
(especially of a passing generation) who
might think the llkeness execrable it is
more true than he himself knows. . “The
typically scientific mind,” says the author-
ess at the beginning of the chapter, “may
be described as one which' stands in a de-
finite relation to As-Yet-Unknown Truth,
and especlally to that portlon of As-Yet-
Unknown which is just below the horizon of
knowledge”; and she goes on to explain
of .what npature this relatlon {s, laying
much stress ‘“‘upon the rhythmie alternation

‘Two of them, . Boole and:

‘that that of Latin.

-

of attitude” of such a mind toward phe-
nomena, .

Rudiments of all the scientific features
begin to appear in the mind of every child,'
in one moro strongly, in another less so. It
is possible, however, to extirpate them.
“That dellcate sensitivencss te the touch
of the illogical, to the limits of knowledge,
and to the Presence of the As-Yet-Un-
known . . is- often destroyed in the
human brain by rough-and-ready processes,
adopted sometimes for the purpose of fix-
ing the opinions of young people, sometimes
for that of enabling them to pass exam-

inations successfully in subjects which they’ '

do not understand.” When it first dawnped
upon “the advanced section of educational-
ists” that the rules of Latin grammar are
not sufficient aliment for the mind, the first
step was to substitute facts of natural sci-
ence regarded as dend"tru‘th, just as the
rules of grammar were regarded.  Next,
when it was forced upon the attention of
the advanced that the scientific truth of
one generation does not altegether accord
with that of the next, “they substituted
up-to-dateness, instead of endeavoring to
induce the habit of true sclentific method."
Mrs. Boole herself embraces an ‘“cernal
truth” of mental puIsail'on, which she other-
wise phrases as “alternation of opposiles.”
Perhaps the scientific mind may alternate
as to the truth of this doctrine.

We continue culling specimens of the
volume's contents. The authoress protests
that the spirit of Inquisitive desiructive-
ness brings -more poison than pabulum to
the™ scientifit “c¢haracter, and, being nat-
urally excessive in the child, ought to be
restrained rather than stimulated. She

thinks that *“a good deal might be done by-

teaching children, when they sec a flower,
not to touch it till they have learned all
they can of its poise and mode of growth,
80 as to be able, after dissccting it, to
recbnstruct in their minds an accurate
nlcture of how it looked before they dis-
turbed it.”
receive sedulous care from the earliest les-
sons of the child is that the line of demar-
catlon shall be clearly preserved between
what he has experienced and what, be has
learned at sccond hand. To this end, chil-
dren- must be drilled in the power of re-
producing exactly what it is that one ‘or
another person has said; and from -this
point ‘of view no study Is more wholesome
“Give no more time
to science than you can afford to let the
children spend in the really scientific man-
ner.” .

“Chapter II, is about the unconsclious mind,
and particularly about those Intervals
when the current of thought almost or al-
together comes to a standstill, so that the
Ideas that float In it have time to seltle
and to compact themselves.. “We . are
sterile for lack of repose far more than
from lack of work.” “It {s curfous and pain-
ful to observe how many things have been
proposed by'true educationalists simply for
the purpose of ministering to the actlon of
the unconscious mind, and afterwards per-
verted, by persons possessed with the teach-
ing mania, to tho purpose of stufing into
children’s minds some idea which is in the
teacher’s mind."”” Let children alone to thel:
own thoughts or absence of thoughts dur-
ing @ good part of their time. Let them

" bother a carpenter, and pick up what skil}

"I Parmington.

One of the points that mus:

>
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they can; and on no account pay the man
for the loss of time théy occasion, for then
he will feel obliged to show them how to
work.

Chapter III., on hyglenic sequence In de-
velopment, has much to say of the same
color. Chapter IV., on mathematical im.
agination, deals with a subject of the ut-
most importance in education. The  last
chapter, on ethical and' logical prepara-
tion, i{s perhaps the very best and most
practical in the book; but we belleve our

readers now have some idea of what to
anticipate from the reading of this and of

the whole book.

By Clarence 8. Darrow. Chi-
cago: A. C. McClurg & Co, 1904.

Farmington is the Pennsylvania village
in which Mr. Darrow’s childhood was spent,
His publishers call this autobiography of a
boy an “idyl,” and it is certalnly a “lit-
tle picture,” with human beings In a rural
setting. There ends its jdyllie quallty.‘ An
idy! is not complex nor psychological, and
Mr. Darrow's recollections are curiously
and sadly analytic. -On its lighter side the
picture is chnrmlng'enoﬁgh. The boy’s lite
centred round his father's old mill and all
its associations:

*'The sleepy pool above the dam,

The pool beneath 1t never still,

The menl-sacks on the whiten'd floor,

The Qark round of the dripping whee),

The very air about the door

Made misty through the floating meal.””
His father, though, like Tennyson's miller,
he must have had a “slow, “wise smile,”
was, in the essential interest of his life, a
thwarted man. Bovks were his passion,
the mill" was his nceessity, not his’ cholce;
and, opce the day’s work done, he would
retreat to his little study and read far into
the night Latin, Greek and Hebrew. He
would even carry his books with him to
the dusty mill and snatch a moment’s for-
getfulness of his uncongenial toil.” ‘“To his
dying day ho lived in a walking trance;
and his books and their wondrous storles
were more real to him than the -turning
water- “hecl the sacks of wheat and corn,
and the Nnulug, soulless ' farmers who

dickered and haggled about his hard-earned |

toll."”

The boy, went to the district school out-
side the little town. Of that school, of the
teachers, who were changed every season
and were always unpopular; of the school
readers, which we hope have long since
been superseded, it we aro to Judge them
from Mr. Darrow’s quotations; of all the
relations of boys and girls that grew
out of the school life, Mr. Darrow gives an
unsparing and unsoftened picture. It ig
not that he hn‘d a peculiarly unhappy child-
hood; all the accessories were there, all
that a. country-bred boy can extract from
iffe in such a community was his. But it'ls
obvious that what strikes him with most
force, as he reviews those years before his
teens, is the lack of knowledge of the
childish mind, the lack of sympathy with
childish pains and pleasures that most
children have to endure from thelir elders.
The path of the child is not smooth. Like
the dog in Maeterlinck’s essay, he is sur-
rounded by problems and riddles which
those who know have not the time or the
kindness to explain. Life for both is full
of humiliations and hostile torces, sha-

_cloud over the cause of arbitration, and tend

dowéd by incomprehensible suppressions of
instinct, a continual disillusion. All about
him are bent on his doing what he dis-
likes:

‘It seemed to us as if our elders were
in & universal conspiracy against us chll-
dren; and we in turn combined. to defeat
their plans. I wonder where my little play-
mates have strayed on the great round
world, and if they -have grown as unrea-
sonable as our fathers and mothers used to
be. Reasonable or unreasonable, it is cer-
taln that our parents never Knew what
was best for-us to do. . .. The very fact that
we wanted to do thlngs seemed ample rea-
son why we should not. I venture to 'say
that at least nine-tenths of our requests
were denfed; and when consent was grant-
ed, it was glveu in the most grudging way.
The one great word that always stood
stralght across our path was ‘No,’ and T am
suro. that the first Instinct of our elders,
on hearing of our desires, was to refuge.'

Mr. Darrow’s chapter on “Rules o -
duct” should be read by all parents. he
book I8 not one that Iends‘ltselt to quota-
tion. It -should be read In the letsurely
mood in which {t was composed. Its sim-
plicity, its monosyllabic, wholly unorna-
mented style, almost amount to preciosity;
but it is written with a sincerity impossible
to questlo

Arbitration and the Hague Court. By John
W. Foster. Houghton, Mifiin & Co. 1904.
This book deserves all the attention that

its author can ask. Mr. Foster writes with

great knowledge and facility, and has made
what he has to say about a subject inherent-
ly dry much more attractive than 1t might
have been expected to prove. His publi-
cation, important in more than one respect,
is, 8o far as we know, the first to glve, In
# small compass and an Interésting way,
the present status of arbitration and its
practice under the Hague convention. This
has already become of more consequence to
the world at large than is. generally under-
stood—more, too, than wa$ antlcipated by
many of the strongest friends of arbitration
at-the time of the assembling of the confer-
ence of 1899. When the Hague Court was
established it was an experiment, such as
had never been tried before. Treatles which
‘should blnd natlons to arbitrate some, or
all, of their différcnices, wero one thing;. it
was demonstrable that such treatles were,
wherever Tatified, additional guarantees of
peace; but not only would the establishment
of an international court effect nothing un-
less the tribunal were resorted to—the mere
fact of non-resort to it would throw a

to the desuetude of arbitration itselt. This
doubt has been partly dissipated by the re-
sort to the court {n the “Plous Fund” and
the Venezuela cases; while, apart from the
tribunal itself, the machinery of inquiry pro-
vided for in Title IIL. of the Hague com-
ventlon seems to have been adopted by Rus-
sla and England to arrive at a basis of
settlement of the very dangerous questlons
growing out of tha Dogger Bank disaster.
These are good instances of .the welight
which the mere existence of permanent
International judicial machinery has in dis-
posing quarrelling nations to peaceful ways
of settling their disputes; but, outside of
this, we have now in actual operation sev-
eral treaties of general arbitration, . g.,
that between Spain and Mexico of 1902, the
Netherlands-Denmark treaty of 1904, and
the Anglo-Frenoh tresty of 1808, which

A Y

may be sald to have been called into exist-
ence by the Hague convention. These in
substance provide, following the declaration
of article xvl,, efther for the arbitration of
all questions whatever (especlally those of
a ‘judlicial order’’ .and relating to the in-

terpretation of treatles) which cannot be .

settled diplomatically, or for the arbitration
of all such questions, provided they do mot
involve the honor, independence or vital in-
terests of elther nation. Further treatles
of the same sort have been negotlated by
Mr. ' Hay between the United States and Eu-
ropean countries, which are awalting the
action of our Senate. To support the ratifi-
cation of these the ald of the press and pub-
lc ia much needed. The encmlies of arbl-
tration, it may be expected, will do all in
their power to defeat them, notwithstanding
the insertion of the clauses cxceptlhg ques-
tions involving honor, independence, and
vital Interests, for they now perceive—
what was not clear at first—that this excep-
tion {s not llkely in the long run to prove
a serious obstacle to the settlemeqt of any
question by arbitration which is {n itselt
capable of such settlement. _

That there will always be questions which
neither diplomacy nor arbitration will
prove competent to settle, may be assumed;
and it may also be assumed that such

questions will come to appcar, to one side -

or both, to involve honor, or vital inter-
ests,,or,}ndeggndence, and will be settled
by war., But such questions will prob-
ably be settled by war whether the right
to go to war over them is reserved in a
treaty or not. The reason, of course, Is
that in such cases one party or-the other
will ot endure the arbitrament of a third

Power, it may be because independence ..

is really involved (and this cause is by
common consent a justification), or it may
equally be from a base determination to
force a war upon an unwilling foe. It {8
impossible to imagine the Franco-German
dispute of 1870 settled without war; our
clvil war had to be fought out to the
end; nd one has yet been able to reach a
bellef that the ‘‘good offices” of any third
Power would ,have been tolerated by Rus-
sia or Japan. In all those cases noc«

result, and, to our minds at least, it would
not have made the smallest difference
whether or not there had been "a paper
agreement, conventional or even consti-

‘tutional, providing on the one hand that

there should be no war at all, ¢or on the
other that war should be resorted to only
if honor, Independence or vital interecsts
were affected. “Honor” and “vital in-
terests,’” moreover, are very elastic phras-
es, and may mean much or little according
to circumstances. It should.never be for-
gotten that Lord Russell refused to en-

.tertain the idea of the arbitration of the

Alabama clalms on the precisc grounds
that honor and vital interests were af-

| fected; yet the Alabama clalms were suc-
"cessfully arbitrated exactly as all our

‘other differences with England haye been
since the war of 1812.

The great point ig, that, a general treaty
of arbitration once signed, when a new dit-
ference arises which cannot be settled dip-
lomatically, the treaty, whether it containx
this clause or not, interposes a serious ob-
stacle which must be surmounted before war
can begin. If the treaty contains no ex-’
ception, the treaty .at least must be fla-

_baper agreement could_have affected the. . .

?




