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quences, also required a fuller treatment,
_cspeclally to show the Importance of the

Northern movement supported by the Ul-
ster Presbyterians.

Germany {s handled not as a separate
department, but In connection with, the
successive Napoleonic wars, a method per-
haps inevitable, but not conducive to a
clear view of the internal changes which
went on, and which were specially fruitful
in the Prussian Kingdom. Nothing is more
remarkable than the contrast between the
apparent want of national fecling in the
first years of the revolutionary wars, and
the passionate outburst of patriotism
which marked the close of the conflict.
When the French aunexed the left bank
of the Rhine, Gorres, one of the most con-
spicuous German publie writers of the
time, accepted the severance from Germany

words, “The Rhine was created by nature
to serve as the boundary of France” (p.
). This Indificrence soon disappeared;
and every year that passed after the bat- |

in Russia. But that breaking up of the
hard soll which was needed before the
seed of the revolution could germinate was
accomplished in Napoleon’s days.

He was in no sense the author of this
great movement of change; nor indeed can
any man or group of men be called the
authors of what was a result of a long
series of disintegrating events and (in a
sense) of the general progress of the human
mind. But his personality is so much the
most striking, his action was so much' the
most pervasive, thit he seems to fill'the
canvas in any picture of those (imes. We
find {n this volume no attempt to presont
a full and exact view of his character and
gifts, nor to give any general estimate of
what revolutionary France did for man-
kind. But the record of his activities in so
many different fields conveys the most
forcible fmpression of his extraordinary
powers. His pure capacity for thinking
equalled and

never surpassed. He. who

U of Jenn_stlrred the spirit of the nation.

80 back-as-far~as Jullus_ Cesaf {he man’

hard and thlnkmg swiftly has been seldom

—would-finda—parallel~for it s inclned—to-

of Napoleon become more intelligible, The
presence in Prussia of a Blsmarck. or a8
Moltke might have made a great difference.
Nevertheless, when all has been said, Na-
poleon’s personality remains a unique one
not only in his own generation, but in the
modern world. Had he-not become intox-
lcated by the: faith in his own star which
led him to attempt the conquest of Spain
and Portugal before his ‘hold on Central

Europe had been further strengthened, and -

had his physical condition remained .after
1810 what it was in before he had reached
forty, he might have continued master of
Europe till the malady ‘which had carried
off his father carried him off also.

ARISTOTLE'S ETHICS.

Aristotlc’s Theory of Conduct, . By Thomas
Marshall. London: T. Fisher Unwin;
New York: The Macmillan Co.

During the past hundred yecars more

hooks-have-been-written—about Aristotle’s _

. dictously; so that the volume makes agree-
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could not have been rendered more ju-

able and profitable reading, _
The work has, however, certain short-
comings. Mr, Marshall Is capable of mak-
ing .somewhat sweeping assertions -that
seem to be supported but by the slenderest
of premises, We do not know how he has
ascertained that the Atheuians of Aris-
totle's day did not.regard the great works
of sculplure and architecture as worthy of
any deep admiration; but (p. 217) he gives
us his word that “to regard them as en-
nobling agencies fér the education of man-
kind would have seemed nonsense to an
educated Athenian. To admire art is
not vicious; it is a permissible relaxation;
it relleves moodiness and low spirits—so
Aristotle and Pericles’ seem to have
thought, but their admiration did not go
much further.” In like manner, it secems to
us that Mr, Marshall is over-confident of
the cowpleteness of the historical record,
when he ;1\'&5 (p. 174) that the problem
of free will was not raised as a serious dif-

_“Ethies," --and-—mainly—the—Nicomachean

fleulty_until the fifth_century. of our era..|

the one he attributes to Aristotle. Final-
ly, in the fifth book, we come upon & cate-
gorical and emphatic denial of the truth
of the doctrine in question. What does Mr.
Marshall say to that? He simply uses the
higher critic’s routine method of dismissing
difficulties, by supposing that the reporter
of ghe rarticular lecture represented in that
pa;t of the fifth book misunderstood what
Aristotle had said. It wc suppose,” he
says, that such utter misunderstanding
took place, and that Aristotle never revised
the report, there is nothing to prevent our
believing that Aristotle said just the op-
posite of what we read in:the text. He is
quite right there: on such terms, we can
give any interpretation we like to any pas-
sage.

For our own part, we entertain no doubt
that the manuscript of the Nicomachean
“Kthics,” though assuredly not intended
for publication, was prepared by the hand
of Aristotle himself. One of geveral valid
reasons is suggested by the title of the
longer exposition, “ Nicomachean.” Nicoma-
chus was the name_of Aristotle’s father.
“and—of-—his—son; ~Half~—a—-dozen an=

example, in imagining that one moves one's
right foot round a horizontal circle clock-
wise, while one moves one’s right hand
round a parallel circle counter-clockwise—
is almost as effectual in creating a habit of
so acting, as if the outward acts were
really performed. We now know that that
same actfon—the same in quality, if not
equal in intensity—that is performed whon
we really act, is also performed when
we vividly imagine we act; only, in
the latter case, we add to that exertion an
opposite exertion inhibiting it.
ciple could not be directly applied to 'the
cultivation of a habit of activity, since
along with the habit of making the desired
exertion one would equally be growing a
habit of inhibiting the exertion. But in a
self-warfare against any of the innumer-
able vices for the cure of which a habit of
inhibition is alone required, ths method is
ad\antngeous

__RECENT FICTION..

This prin- -

‘reasure-of - Heavren-— By-Mari¢ Corelli-

more and more. The arrangements of the

who most deserves to be called, like Na-

treatise, thaun any other work of Aristotle;

For, ol To spcak o' the Tact thal the de-

cient authorities tell us that the work was

Néw York: Dodd, Mead & Co,

pates ottt suhjcctmentioned inTSaint
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old-—Romeno-Germanic Empire—wereprac=

tically knocked to picces by the treaty ot
Lunéville, in 1801, .and the Empire itself
virtually extinguished by the formation, of
the Confederation of the Rhine, in 1806,
close upon which followed the renuncia-
tion by the Emperor Francis 1I. of the Im-
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_ina sort of sense *“cliange chicfly .material.”

perial title itself.” New combinations ‘\\;;e |
formed, and territories transferred from
one province to be bestowed on another.
Thus, respect for antiquity and legal right
was impaired, while at the same time the
anger of the people was roused by the in-
solence with which - the French conquerors
abused their predominance. Napoleon
created anew the sentiment of German na-
tionality, and may almost be called the
creator of the new German Empire.

This volume, which is entitled “Napo-
leon,” might equally well be entitled “The
French  Revolution at  Work Outside
France,” It records two jmmense and far-
reaching changes in world history. One is

It is the destruction of a whole congeries
of institutions which had come down from
the end of the Mutile Ages, along with the
disappeatrance of old boundary lines and
the substitution ni Jew ones. This was
primarily the work of \.qmlcun 8 conquer-
ing activity, which spared no <ountry south
of the Baltic. The other change lay in the
intellectual and moral attitude of men
towards their institutions. The enuncia-
tion of those general principles which were
deemed to be summed up in the words,
“Liberty, Equality, Fraternity,” the decline
of respect for tradition and for authority,
the assertion of.the right of the individual
to pursue happiness, or at any rate, his own
purposcs in his own way—all these notions
which had. found their first and most vehe-
ment expression In France followed round
Europe the battallons of the man who was
doing his bost to stamp them down in the
country whence those battalions came. They
have taken a long time to permeate men's
mindg In the lands Traversed by the French
armlies, and In some of those I nds the pro-
gress was ‘at flvst sb slow (hat_one can
bardly connuoct it with any T',xn('h influ-,
-ence. Only within the last two years has

poleon, at once a destroyer and a creator,
When we read of the work Napoleon did
in so many different fields at once, and re-
nmember that he rose to the summit of his
power while still a youth, with no advan-
tages of family or wealth, we sce in bhim
something_that. seems_unlike--the—ordinary {-
sons of men, something that may be called
not human at all but, dwmonic. To account
for such a rise one ig obliged to remember
what the conditions of the timé were, With-
in France the old institutions and habits
had been so completely broken to picces
that there was no obstacle Jeft to bar the
progress of an adventurer. The path liuy
open to intellect and audacity. When in-
tellect and audacity bring a man to the top
in his \outh their force is intensified in a
two-fold way. The impression made on the
world is greater, and that impression dis-
boses people to rally round the rising hero,
to acclaim him, to abase themselves before
him. The rising hero is himself contirmed
in. his own self-confidence, and ventures on
bolder steps,. whose very boldness, by ter-
rxr)mg lm opponcnts goes far toinsure
his Suc vcss “Such a swift career of victory
as Napoleon's so struck the imagination
of men as of diself to sweep obstacles

but they have not, on the whole,, been dis-
tinguished for intellectual power. Minds
of more than ordinary force have endeavor-
ed to give truthful representations of the
Stagirite’s moral views; but their accounts
have been pretty uniformly tinged with
theu authors’' own opinions.
“who may resort to the original, the most
useful aid will be J. A. Stewart’s *‘Notes.”
The presumption that the reader of
Mr. Stewart’s work has “tJre original text
before his eyes may pvrhups palliate its

ceaseless and glaring misrepresentations. .

It is, in fact, not Aristotle's ideas of
morality, but thosc of Mt. Ste\\":u‘t, that
are there to be found. Often they involye
conceptions that no dweller in  Athens
in  Alexander's  time  could  be  sup-
posed to have; somelimes they are the
most modern ideas: often they arce simply
the doctrines of Kant or of a Kantinnized
Platonism. ’
in which Aristotle is represented as say-
ing what in other passages, or even in the
very passage interpreted, he categorically
denies. Moreover, Mr. Stewart's work, al-
lhoug}_) almost indispensable to the student
of the Greek text, is too narrow in seope
to angwer thé purpose either of the stu-
dent of philosophy or of Lt_}e general reader.

There are not wanting cases

For anghody __the endless disputes between these sects

. to be personally predisposed.

“midable reason for attributing the opinion

e

out of his way. There is-thus a s0lid ‘truth
in the proverb that Fortune favors the
young o3 well as the bold.

. It may seem more ¢ extraordinary still that
the master of France became- 80 spon the
master of Continental Europe. But it must
be remembered what Europe then was, The
old monarchies had gone on in their olg
ways, with old-fashioned administrations,
old-fashloned armies, officers and gen-
erals mostly incompetent, because ap-
pointed from an aristocratic class within
which merit counted for little toward pro-
motion. The First Consul found to his hand
armies already accustomed to victory. He
found capable officers who had themsclves
risen by their capacity. Add to these mcts
the still more decisive fact that there was
as lttle political genlus among jhe states-
men of Austria, Prussia, Russia, and Spain
as there was military genjus among the
soldiers {Suvorov is, perhaps, the chief ex-
ception, and Suvorov never faced anoleon

the revolutionary 8pirit shown its power

on a battlefield), and the dazzling triumphs

He never, for example, except in the most
desultory manner touches upon the ques-
tion when and how the existing text came
into; being. W& gpeak of the general read-
er, because Aristotle’s work, unlike modern
treatises, is not chiefly occupied with the
theory of morality. Its main purpose is
practical; namely, to aid men to be-
have on all occasions with moderation
and good scmse. In that respect it is
certainly one &f the most interesting and

improving books that ever was written. -

Mr. Marshall gives a skilful paraphrase
of the whole treatise, intermingled with
explanatory remarks showing the relation
of what is said to the state of Athenian
soclety at the time, ete., while at the bot-
toms’ of his pageg he skims the cream of
the Greek text, for the bonefit of those
who though they can™ewj that language
in bits, would lose patience dn being asked
to read long passages.

The plan is admirable, and is well car-
ried out. The practical parts of the work

Augustine's “Confessions” took place in
the fourth century, it is difficult to belicve,
when the Stoics, from Zeno down, insisted
on Destiny, while Epicurus and his follow-
ers were emphatically for free will, that

on every other conceivable question should
never hive touched this ono; espeeially af-
ter Parmenides had asserted the universal-
ity of Nevessity, and Soerates that the man’
who kuew virtue would inevitably pursue
it. while Aristotle puts forth the doe-,
trine of free will with ‘no hint of its
bu‘mg. a novel tdea, but rather the reverse.

The whole volume is more or less tinged
with the author's attribution to Aristotle ot
an opinion to which he himself happens
This opinion
is that the distinetion of right and wrong
is an artificial creation o\f men, or at any
rate that their bounds are so. His only for-

1o Aristutle lies in-a single sentence which
hat _thiluso;.h(-r sot down on the first sheot

papyrus of his manuscript. Namely, hav-
e remarked that the whole inquiry is a
Ib]lli(.ll ‘one (which was the natural point
of ‘f”‘“ 1o a Hellene), and that, as such, it
!l['l)Lﬂhu exbected.tocdp.mote. than. do.ren

dedleated to the latter by Arvistotle. It is
altogether probable that this was the case.
But surcly Aristotle would not have dedi-
cated 2 work he had not himself written.
During the many years through which the
nuseript was in use in the school it is

J-ratural to suppose _that-annotations;-such-|-

as cross-references, would have been in-
serted in it; but that any change of its
_twain deetrine should have been permitted
iz quite ineredible. The history of the Ari-
stotelian texts ought to be iu\'!:stigated.by
a comprehensive, objective, thoroughly sci-
sutific and well-considered method; and
that (Ione', the present practice among even
emipent critics of guggesting inconsider-
ately thai this or that sentence, or even
chapter, is spurious, should be discredited.

As for the present question of whether
frvisiotle regarded the distinction of right
and wicng as wholly L‘OHVCDUOII'H ¢r not,
w2 have omly to read the tmt JuHL as 1L
stands, and we obtain a result that is con-
sistent and intelligible in every particular.-
He would have shown himself a poor rhe-
torician 'if he had planted himselt upon
immovable ground in his opening lecture.
It was far better to let the mixed ~udience
understand that every theory would receive

fair.examination il bis. handse Mo dlar--]

der the matier clear, since scientific ex-
actitude does  not belong equally to all
subjcets of reasoning any more than to all
handiworks, he (ldds “The ideas of the
honorable and right, uq politics treats of
them, present  so  much divergence and
anomaly (fidopar kat wAdengrj that they seem due
to instituted law alone, and not to nature”

shall's method, however (if such it can be
called), leads him into such a stough of
contradictions that he is at length obligeu
to declare that Aristotle -addresses his
treatise to the kind of people who do not
care to carry their beliefs to their logical
consequences. )

The weak spot in Arvistotle's treatise con-

To give the lady her due, Miss Corelli’s
latest story is by no means lacking in
Ppower. Lacking in distinction, it of course
fs: but it has more dignity of substan(.o
and less mdxgmty of style than unythm;;'
of hers we have hitherto seen. The opening
chapters move on stilts. THe people are
weoden people, speaking in the dialect of
melodrama.  But when the real narrative
gets into its stride, forgetting about Miss
Corelli and her theories, mattors are dif-
fcrent.” The central motive is a strong
one: an old man, nnd a very rich one,
woearying of the emptincab of his life, set-
ting out, disguised, afoot, and ncarly pen-
niless, in quest ot the treasure of Heaven
~love. How by great pain he achieves at
the eleventh hour the quest constitutes a
theme of really epical quality. Not that
the power of “The Treasure of Heaven”
is an epical power; but the book has, un-

_hke most_current_novels, a_certain_ani

mus, a suggestion, at least, of something
Aarge —and - sound.
characters and episodes. David Helmsley,
the aged millionaire tramp, is himself an
appealing ﬁgul\:. The pathes of his ilonely
pilgrimage is, if obvious, not more so
than it would have been in the hands or

It contains “also” good

=tive-Gadsiri “TOMTETE T WHUNT IS8 CoTel™

'wdmnce ity least, does not pretend to havc
outgrown. The character of Matthew
Peke, herbalist and born wayfarer, asks
no favors of anyhody; nor do Miss Tran-
ter, Feathery Joltram, and the rest of the
rustic  crew at ‘the “Trusty Man.” More
doubtful persons appear, notably one

Arbroath, a bigoted, meddling, and immoi-

(Gore Sieir répw uovor elva, dvge 8¢ ui.) This
senence arrests attention, and at first sight
appears to support Mr. Marshall's view.  But

onre-reading 1t we remark that it is nota |

categorical pssortion; that Aristotle dors—not—
even use the expression, *tit seéms to me,”
but merely says that so it seems from the
point of view of polities (rept Oy | woAurexy
Moreover, the utterance stands
“quite  ulone. Mr, Marshall is able to
bring no other passages to its support,
except those in which {t is safd that con-
Cduct s the subjeet of praise or blamg, as
it this were not true on any ethical theory,

cm!ru"rm)-

Stdercd as an aid to” the practice of virtue
is that he assumes man to have an imme-
diate pewer of will which, without any pre-
vious preparation, can be summoned upon.
—emergency-torovercome any temptatiom. 1t
is the usual error of the partsans of free
will.  He recognizes, indeed, that a given
virtue can be acquired only by ha¥ituation;
but he: seems think that a person who
does not poascx the virtue in question Is
able, on occasion, to behave as it he had
acquired it. Great as his. discoveries in
psychology were, he had never found out
that repeated performances of any action

al parson, whose selection as arch-rascal
of the story would geem to indicate that
the author regards a parson as a little

-
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reviewer—toward  the rLLex untortunate
intercalated herce and  there, somewhat
gratuitously, it should seem, and yet with
tell purpose.  All the poor people met by
Helmsley in his  wanderingy treat hlm
with uncalculating kindness; it remains for
him (o be brought back from death and
nursed to happiness by the good angel
from whom (but not in the way of matri-

and more so on almost any other than on’

In vivid and detailed imagination—say, for

"

mony) he is to win the longed-for love, and

she direets a number of mmdcm.al thrusts, -




