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mark a growing interest in Tacitus. Near-
1y as many of his titles bear date of the
nineties as all--that preceded In four de-
cades; and the nineties shothv.lco as many
as the elghtleq :

—One of the least clearly understood pro-
ductions of Goethe's early ‘career—and not

©a few of these are somewhat obscure—are

the fragments of.his ‘Wandering Jew.' Not
only is it difficult to delermme “hat the
underlying conception of Goethe's treat~
ment of this legend was—if, indeed, there
was any §\ich fundamental conception—but
the individual fragments themsclves offer
many puzzling problems of interpretation
and arrangement. No commentator thus
far has done so much to shed light upon
these problems as Prof, Jacob Minor 1n his
recent ,book, *Goethe's Fragmente vom
ewigen Juden und vom wlederkehrenden
Heiland’ (Stuttgart: Cotta), which may well
be called & model of searching literary an-
alysis. Indeed, this book is" much moro
than a commentary on Goethe's poem; it.is
an important contribution to the intellec-

" tual history of the eighteenth century. Pro-

iessor Minor makes it abundantly evident
that - Goethe, in “selecting this legend as a
thread upon which to string his .observa-
.tions on the religious and ecclesiastical
conditions of his time, fell in with a long
and widespread literary tradition. Not
only Ahasuerus and the Saviour revisiting
tlge-earm were in the eighteenth century
frequently made witnesses and critics of
the affairs of modern Christendom, but
there existed, in Spain, France, Englang,
and Denmark, no less than in Germany, a

large popular llterature of theological satire
in the form of fictitious travels and adven-
tures. A careful analysis of these religious
novels, auch as the anonymous ‘Dle Peri-
patetiker des 18. Jahrhunderts,’ the ‘Meno-
za," by the Danish pastor Pontoppidan;
‘The Spiritual Quixote,’ by G:aves; ‘So-
phien’s Reise von Memel nach Sachsen,’
Nicolai’'s ‘Sebaldus Nothanker,’ ana others,
and a cbmparison of these with the' theo-
loglcal satire of Goethe's poem, form the
most conspicuous part of Professor Minor's
work, and demonstrate beyond doubt that
every one of the points on-which Goethe's
satire lingers, belonged to the most widely

-and eagerly discussed religious topics of

the time. It is a pity that the question
as to the way in which Goethe was to bring
artistic unity into this mass of miscel-
lancous satire, and particulgrly as to the
way in which the two central characters of
the story, Ahasuerus and the Saviour, were
to be brought face to face with each other,
must largely be left to conjecture.

WUNDT'S PRINCIPLES OF PHYSIOLOGI-
CAL PSYCHOLOGY.

Principles of  DPhystological Psychology.
By Wilhelm Wundt, Translated from the
Fifth German Edition (1902) by Edward
‘Bradford Titchener. Vol. I. The Mac-
millan Co. 1904,

When, In 1862, two years after Fechner 8
‘Psyehophysik Wundt emerged from the

- physlological laboratory with his ‘Beitrige

zur Theorie der Slnnos“nhrmhmung, stu-
dents in this country there were who saw
in the  little volume the harbinger of a
new science of experimental psychology;
and the next year their hopes seemed to
be crowned in the same author’s ‘Vorlegun-

gen iiber die Menschen- und Thierseele,’ con-
cerning which, by the way, it had better be
noted that, like other of Wundt's books,
it has lost most of its original flavor In- a
second, reconsidered edition, and that the
.English translation represents thig later
cdition. Without this explanation, the sen-

sation it first caused would be incompre-"

hensible. Its rcaders heard in it the prom-

ise that the new scicnce should keep pace-

with the other strictly experimentgl

‘sclences, and should quickly' outstrip all

‘those sciences (more numerous then than
now) in which experimentation had not be-
come practicable. Alas, to-day ,we are
forty ¥cars wiser, and a chilling shade set-
“tles on hearts of enthuslasts of the sixties
who now compare the advance that
psychology has achieved—indisputablé, but
how modest!—with the unhedrd-of leaps
that every other science has performed,-be
it an experimental one or not. Since 1860
the foundations of pure mathematics bave
been ‘reconstructed; exact logle has been
developed; physics has galned» an optico-
electrical theory, and radically new con-
acptions of molecular forces have been
established; organic chemistry has follow-
ed out the doctrine of :the aromatic com-
pounds, and has been epriched by the-doc-
trine of the unsymmetrical carbon atom; in
its inorganic division the classification of
the elements has been laid bare, the group
of helium-argos elements has been add-
ed, and Mme. Curie has pronounced her
maglca} ‘‘Open, sesame!” Besides all that,
a new and more scientific kind of chem-
{stry has been .opened up. Biology has
been equal.y revolutionized; astronomy has
its new astrophysics, and geognosy bhas
kept pace with the other sciences. BEven on
the psychical wing, linguistics, ethnology,
archeology, the history of high antiquity,
hdve all found and matured new methods.
In short, there is not a science that has
not left psychology lingering in the rear;
and the burning question of to-day is, why

- this should be s50? Who will dmgnose the

malady of psychology?

It has ‘been rcmarked that, at present,
there is nothing which for the psychical
'wlng of science fulfils that function which
the scicnce of dynamics fulfil§ on the physi-
¢al side. Everybody knows what that func-

tion is. Every attempt to explaln any phe- |

uomenon physically consists in first propos-
mg some hypothesis as to the existence of
designated dynamleal . conditions from
which, according to the principles of dy-
namics, phenomena such. ag have .been ob-
served would take place, and then going
on to put the hypothesis to the ‘test of

' making it the basis of predictions concern-

ing untried experiments,

" Now it is a circumstance most significant
for the logic of seience, that this sclence
of dynamics, upon which all the ;physical
sciences repose, when defined in the. atrict
way in which its lfounders. understood it,

and not as embracing the law of the con-

servatlon of energy, neither is nor ever was-

one of the special sclences that alm at the
discovery of novel phenomena, but merely
consists in the analysis of truths which
universal experience has compelled every
man of us to aoknowledge Thus, tlie proot
by Archimedes of the prlnciple of the lever,

upon which Lagrange substantially - bases |’

the whole statical branch of ‘the science,
consists In showing that that principle is

. virtuallg assumed in our ordinary concep-
. ¢ L

universal experiences may not be true to
microscoplical exactitude, but that they are
true in the main i{s assumed by everybody
who devises an experiment, and is there-
fore more certain than any result of a lab-
-oratory experiment,

The sort of science that s founded upon
the common experience of all men was rec-
cgnized by Jéremy Bentham under the name
of cenoscopy, In opposition to idioscopy,
which discovers new phenomena. But long
before Bentham's day the s: ‘tuation was
-suficiently understood to set up a move-
ment {n the more enlightened countries to
supply the psychical sciences with an anal-
ogous analytical foundation. The innu-
merable grades in ‘the distinctness of
thought prevent us from assigning dates,
but one may say that the idea is struggling
to the light in Locke's ‘Essay’ of 1689, and
that its development was the best fruit of
the eighteenth century. It moved in Italy,
in France, and especlally in Scotland, The.
analytical economics of Adam Smith and of
Ricardo were examples of it. The whole
doctrlne in its totality Is properly termed
the Philosophy of Common Sense, of which
analytical mechanT'cs and analytieal eco-
nomics are branches. That Pragmatism of
which so much has been said of late years
15 only an endeavor to give the philosophy

especially by emphasizing the point that
there Is no intellectual value in mere feel-
ing ner ge, but that the whole function of
~thinking conslsts fn the regulation of con-
duct. All this it is most needful to com-
prehend In order to assign to Wundt his
proper rating in the history of philosophy.
The ‘Physiclogical Psych:logy' is  Wundt's
most {mposing and monumental work, but
Do man of science will call it his chef-
d'euvre. That rank can be accorded to
one production alone, his ‘Untersuchungen
zur Mechanik der Nerven und Nervencen-
tren," of which the first part appeared In
1871; the second, which is less fundamental,
but perhaps not less important, having been
delayed by accidental causes untfl 1876,
after the first edition of the ‘Physlologfcal
Psychology’ had appeared. Four traits of
the ‘Mechanik der Nerven' command ad-
miration. One of them is a natural gitt;

one is & moral virtue, ,The gift is an aston-
ishing sagaclly about nerve-physiology—a
“subterconscious susceptiblllty to the noeto-
meteorological premonitions of’ a hail-
storm of evidence that, when it bursts, will
be cold, hard, and cutting enough..

Of the two sclcntlﬂc perfections the more
striking is the mature prestudy of  the
methods that were or might have been pur~
sued. in the investigation. The other is
the vigilant serutiny of all detalls of ‘the
phenomena, especlal!y of sich as, being
unlooked | for, might easily have been over-
looked. But the most admirable trait
of all—that self-respecting quality of
Wundt's which- ne foibles can  ob-
scure—Iis his genuine anxiety (o cor-
rect the opinions whfch he at <he time en-
tertains, and to cast away his most brilliant
theorles the instant the dicta of e\cﬁeri-
ence seem to be against them-—a qunllty in
which he so contrasts with all the meta-
physical charlatans and self- -admirers and
with every other quintessential extract of
littleness. Wundt's great service to man,

aside from that speclal research descrlbed

tion of th¢0 bodies of equal weight. Such -

of corffmon sense a more exact development, -

two are resuits of sclentmc training; and.

July 20, 1905]

.y
<4

The Nation.

57.

in theé ‘Mechanik der Nerven,’ has consist-
ed in teaching the students of cenoscopy
the beauty of those virtues upon which
the ‘students of idJoscopy, especially thosa
on the physjcal wing, have always insisted
—virtues that will necessarily result from
any well-considered desire to” know the

truth. That such service has been Wundt's

undoubtedly remains true, notwithstanding
some lapses.

But the work of which Professor Tiche-
ner is publishing his translation is not to
be classed as a' performance of idioscopy.
and lttle given is idioScopy to expressing
ftself In big books. It is not a work of

heuretle sclence of any kind. It is a prod-

uct of thkat useful lndustry of col-
lecting, arra?)glng, and digesting the
deductions of mathematies, the analy-
seg  of _cenoscopy, and the Qiscover_-
fes of Idloscopy—a service of which
the Cermans have assumed the burden,
and which, as belng the “systemntlzauon
of knowledge,” thcy as well as the general

- public are too a_pt to mistake for the busi- -

ness of science. From the date of the pub-
lcation of this work, Wundt has turned a
corner in his carcer, and has pursued a
course not determined by the intrinsic af-
finities of his previous work. His princi-
pal publications (asi@e from revisions and
from papers in his periodical Philosophische
Studicn). have consisted In an extensive
treatise on logic, another on'-ethics, and a
‘System der Philosophie.’ These are_ sub-
Jects to.which the majority of theln devo-
tees have been led by a desire to settle
their beliefs about God,.freedom, and Im-
mortality. ‘But students of science are a
good deal given to thinking that high
theory is more apt to Iead men wrong than
right ahout religion, while religion has
never done theory miore good than harm.
The doubts which Impelled the few men of
science who have been led to any thorough
study of philosophy have almost always
been concerned .with the limits of trust-
worthiness of scientific results. But Wup}:
has never entertalned any such genctpil
doubts. He explicitly says that whate¥er
is not based upon the results of the special
sclences has no real basis at all. He nxzkes
no exception In favor of -dynamics, on: the
truth of which all his own work reyoses.
But, -for him, common sense is nothll&g but
an Imperfect kind of science; and it is
remarkable that his physiology’ recognlzes
Do very fundamental difference between_the
tunctions of the cerebral cortex and those
of the organs at the base of the brain. To
the quesllon iwhat could have been Wundt's
motive in putt'ing himself forward as a
leader in philosophy, for which he had
never displayed any genius, but rather the
reverse, the answer to which the study of
his writings must lead is that the results
of experimental psychology; meagre though
they be as compared ‘'with those of other
sciences, so dazzled the imagination  of
Wundt as to_make him think that that
study alonMs the queen of
the sciences, and prompted .him to try to

prove that logic, ethics, and philosophy
could :?Aurely based on that special sel- |

ence,

Wu philosophiecal publlcations have
not met the acclamations that he undoubted-
ly at first éxpected; nor can it be sald that
the ‘two scientlfic merits above men-
tioned are here one whit better ex-
emplified than in the general run of gec-

‘easily be pointed out,

ond-rate phllosbphicnl treatises of the time.
They rather fall below that average. In
the matter of the deljber: preselcction of
methods, for example, one will not often
meet with anything weaker than Wundt’s
admlssion that it seems self-evident that
metaphysics should not be made to depend
on the results of special science, while de-
fending lilmsclf by saying that, h;v}pg come
to philosophy trpm- physical sclence by the
route of experimental psychology, it is nat-
ural that he should be unable to pursue
philosophical investigations by any other
method than that which his own sequence
of study suggested to him. (“Ship ahoy!—
Where are you bound?" “For the port of
Philosophy.” ‘““Then why, in Heaven's
name, are you sailing on that course, Cap-
taln Wundt?" "Well the truth Is, this is
the way the vessnl was heading at the time
it “occurred to me to make that
port.””) -Other equally gross departures
trom the two scientific ideals could
Whether or
not, if°Wundt had possessed any analyti-
cal strength, It would have been possible
for him to imagine that he could base such
matters as dynamics, geometry, and arith-
metic upon his physiological experiments, or
wheéther in that case he could have failed to
percelve the value of the pragmatist analy-
sis in binding together nerve- physiology
and psychology, must remaln matters of
opinion. But, unfortunately for his good
fame, there exist departments of loglc upon
which he has touched that no more fall
within the marches of opinion than does the
principle of the lever or the doctrine of
limits; and here he simply places himselt

.where Hobbes .placed himself by his at-,

tempts at reasoning on exact subjects; and
those who, nevertheless, talk of Hobbes as

‘“great logician” will be free to entertaln
the same opinfon of Wundt—and of Lord
Timothy Dexter.

‘As for the ‘Ethics’ and the ‘System of

Philosophy,’ we shall simply say that no
person ‘of discrimlination would prove that
quality by ranking them among works of
the first order. We say no more, because
such deviations from a great career are top
unpleasant to contemplate. Of course, even
in the ‘Logic’ there are brilliant chapters,
it could not be otherwise, thelr author hav-
ing achleved such things as he had, though
in a distant fleld. As to the ‘Physiological

Psychology, there will probably be no break’

in the unanlmlty that it is the most impor-
tant monument of the new experfmental psy-
chology. Professor Titchener’'s translation
has been eagerly awalted for long years.
He explains the delay in his preface. It ap-
pears that he has made three complete
translations of the work which have twice
beemsuperéadcd by revisions of the original.
He 1s himself of opinion that his third {s the
least good of the three, but one does not
see how that could possibly be. His un-
usual skill in making agreeable English of
a falthful rendering from disagreeable Ger-
man had aiready been proved—a psychologi-
cal accomplishment. which Oxford tralning,
the experience of the psychological labora-
tory, and' practice in this very thing have

perfected, It is not comprised in the verbal’

expression. Unerring judgment has been
exercised in the editing both of the present
volufne and of others. The autkor's slips,
it not too numerous, have to he corrected,
with or without mention, acéording to oir-

| cumstances. Whether the léttering of dia-

grams shall contlnue to represent German
words or not, whether or not bad figures
shall be replaced by better ones, ete., are
questions about which the least talent for
judging wrong would have betrayed Itseit it
it had lurked in the translator. "The pres-
ent volume, the flrst of three, includes only
the first and perhaps the most interesting of
the six divisions of the original work. It re-
lates to the subject in which Wundt’s opln-*
fons have the greatest welght: and it is a
subject whose practical corollarics will be
obvions to every. reader—*the bodily sub-
strate of the mental life.”

CUTLER'S LYNCH LAW.

Lynch-Laiwc: An Investigation into t};c His-
tory of Lynching in the United States. By
James lecrt Cutler, Ph.D. Longmans,
Green & Co. 1905. )

As we write, the morning paper reports,
among other minor happenings, that a mob
last night broke into a G:orgla jall, lynched
a white man and threc negroes accused of
murder (their gullt at least doubtful), and
three other negroes, apparently on general
principles. As usual, the sharff refused to
give up the keys until he was told that it
would be expected; presumably, as usual,
the mob included “some of our best citi-

. 7zens.”

This epigode once. for all deelsivaly dis-
poses of several of the most familiar asser-
.tlons with regard to lynching. First, a
white man was killed as well as negroes— )
lynching was nét, tkerefore, a penalty be-
comq necessary in order to maintain racesu-
premacy; the charge made was that of mur-
der, and had nothing to do with violence to
women; the mob hung men who appear to
have been guilty or suspected of minor of-
fences, so that it has not-a kind of last ap-
peal In protection of life; there is no evl-
dence that there would have been any trou-
ble jn securing ‘& proper trial and convic-
tion of all the criminals by the regular
process of the courts., The affair was simply
a variant of the English sportsman's jn--
spiration, ““What a beautiful day! Let’s go
out and kill something.” )

‘Inferences from a single case },.uve_lit-
tle, but the careful study of Dr. Cutler not -
only confirms such obvious gemerallzations,
but for the first time furnishcs a body of
authentle material from which teo draw’
more far-reaching and. important dsduc-
tions. In his pretace, Dr. Cutler -~kmowl-
edges hig indebtedness to the genciusity of
Mr. Albert Matthews, whose researches Into-
the origins and aarly Instances of fhis prac-
tice are well known to 1ead¥fs of the
Nation. 1t Is not every scholar who for
yéqrs ‘has made such a subject his special
interest, yet will cheerfully put his ma-
terial at the disposal of a latar writer.
That early materfal has been supplemcnted
by Dr. Cutler's own pbsearches, and he has
-worked out for self the question of
lynching in the hgff-century b:fore the civil
war, and also the awful growth and spread
of the practice during the past forty ye-rs.
Dr. Cutler devotes an Interésting chapter
to the origin of the term lynch-law, and
comes to the conclusion that “'at some tim3
between 1780 and 1817 the term Lynch's law
became a Jocalism in Virgin a in the reglon .
of the James River. By the year 1819 it had




