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ponding secretary, C. C. Royce;  recording secretary, 
Lester F. \\'ard ; treasurer, J. Howard Gore ; curator, 
Dr. W. J. Hoffman; council, Presitlent J. C. \lTelling, 
Professor E .  A. Fay, Dr. J ,  hIeredlt11 Toner, hIr. F .  A ,  
Beelv, hIr, nllles Rock. Mr. tI. L. Thomas. 

THEBIOLOGICALSOCIETYOF \TT ISHIXGTOK. 

On the  first of December last, another society was or-
ganized for the study of the Biological sciences which, 
after completing its organization, electetl the following 
officers for the etlsuing year : Pri-sitlent, Theotlore 
Gill ; rice-presidents, C.  V .  Riley, J .  \V. Chicltering, 
Henry Ulite, Lester F .  \t7artl; secretaries, G.  Erowne 
Gooile, Richard Rathburn ; treasurer, Robert Ri t lg~~ray ; 
council, George Vasey, 0. T. hlasorr, J. H. Cornstock, 
and Drs. Schafer and A.  F .  A. Icing. Professor S. 
F. Bairtl was  electetl an honorary membtr.  Dr. Frank 
H .  Balter, RIr. 13. 11. Birney and hlr. C. \V. Scudtler 

were elected to active membership. Professor L. F. 

Wartl  reat! a paper entitled " T h e  Flora Columhiana of 

1830 and 1880," in which a comparison \\;as matle be- 

tween the lists of plants recorded as  growing in the 

District of Columhia in 1830 in Brereton's "Flora," and 

the lists as  now knovvn to the botanists of the District. 

hlr. Ulke spoke of the occurl-ence in the District of many 

species of beetles, before ~ ~ I I O T V I I only in Alas la  ant1 

other remote localities. Professor Jortlan reat1 a paper 

on "T h e  Salnlon of the Cal~fornia Coast," which con-

tained lnauy new and important facts regartling their 

habits ant1 econonlic value. T h e  annual adtlress will be 

tlelireretl at  the next nleeting hj- Professor Theotlore 

Gill. A paper was also reatl by Professor Tarleton H. 

Bean on " A n  Excursion to the Northern Coast of 

Alaska." 


CHEhIICi lL SOCIETIES.  i 
T h e  January Co~zvei.snszb?zeof the American Chelnical 


Society was held at  the rooms of the Society on hlontlay 

evening, January 17. T h e  Vice-Presitlent, Dr. i l l b u t  12. 

Leeds, of the Stevens Institute, e sh~ l~ i t e t i  new motlifi- 
a 
cation of Dinitro-orcine ant1 certaiu of its salts. These 
salts were originally prepared by Professor Leetls at  his 
own laboratory in the course of 111s investigations of Hypo- 
nitric Anhydride in organic substances. 

Specimens of D~benzole ant1 Il~phenq-le \Yere also es- 
hibited by the same gentlemrrn. Several of the ~neml)ers  
took advantage of the occasion to v i s~ i  the lal~oratory 
and see the recentlv ~ a t e n t e d  electrical inventions of S)r. , . 
0. Lugo. 

T h e  next and regular meeting will take place on the 
first Montlay of February, the 7th pros. 

T h e  Chemical Society of Paris announces tha t  among 
the  vice-presidents, according t o  t he  constitution, the 
president shall be chosen from the follo~ving ~ e n t l e m e n  ; 
31. &I. Grimaux, Salet an-! Ber!l~eiot, and that  tile Council 
nominates 11.11. Grimaus and Salet ; therefore LI. Berthe-
lot will remain as  vice-presitlent (luring 18Sr, ant1 in con- 
sequence of the regretted decease ol 11. IJsrsonne, 11. 
Berthelot will be the only occupant of that office. 

T h e  German Chemical Society a t  their annual re-u~iion 
increased the dues of the non-resident members from I j 
to  zo marks. This  action has been in contemplation for 
several years, ant1 has now been definitely s-ttled. 

M. B. 

T H E  French l s soc i a t io~ l  for t h ~  X~lvancement of 
Science is to llold its nest meeting in t112 city of Algiers, 
on the 14th of April. T n e  pzople and authoriti-s of 
the city ar: malting preparations to give the Association 
a fitting we:co:ne, and liberal ap?ropr ;a t io~s  11x1~2 been 
made by the Counzil for orgaviizing tht: ~ n x t i n g ,  to  
entertain the nlembers and their frientls. 

-

T H E  U N I T Y  O F  N A T U R E .  
BY ,rirc D ~ r i i cO F  ARGYII,. 

ON T H E  T R U T H F U L U E S S  O r  H U h I d N  KNOWLEDGE CON- 

SIDCRCD I N  T H E  LIGH I O r  T I I E  U N I T Y  O r  NATURE.  

Uut another nightmare meets us here-another sug-
gestioil of hopeless doubt respecting the very possibility 
of knowledge touching cluestions such as  these. Nay, it 
is the suggestion of a tlouht even more discouraging-
for it is a suggestion that these questions may probably 
be in themselves ahsurtl--assuming the existence of rela- 
tions amoug things which (lo not exist at  all-relations 
intleeti of which we have some experience in ourselves, 
but which have no counterpart in the system of Nature. 
T h e  suggestion, in short, is not merely that  the answer 
to these questions is inaccessible, but that  there is no 
ansvver a t  all. T h e  objection is a fundamental one, ant1 
is surnmed up in the epithet applietl to all such inquiries 
--that they are antl~ropomorphic. They assume author- 
ship in a personal zense, which is a purely human itlea-- 
they assume causation, xvl~ich is another human itlea- 
anti they assume the use of means for the attainment of 
ends, which also is purely human. It is assumed by 
solne persons as  a thing in itself absurd tha t  we shoultl 
thus shape our conceptions of the ruling power in Na-
ture, or of a Divine Being, upon the conscious knowledge 
we have of our own nature and attributes. Anthropo-
rnorl~hism is the phrase employed to co~ldemn this 
lnethotl of conception--an opprobrious epithet, as  it 
Tvere, which is attached to every entleavor to bring the 
higher attributes of the human mind into auy recogniza- 
ble relation with the supreme agencies in Nature. T h e  
central idea of those who use it seems to be tha t  there 
is no'hing human there ; and that  when \ye think we see 
it there, we are like some foolish beast wondering a t  its 
own shadow. T h e  l~roposition which is really involved 
when stated naltetlly is th is :  that  there is no Mind in 
Nature hrrving any relation ~v i th ,  or similitutle to, our 
o ~ v i ~ ,  intellectualand that all our fancied recognitions of 
operations lllie our o ~ v n  in the ortler of the Universe are 
delusive irnaglnations. 

T h e  tlenial of what is calleil " T h e  Supernatural " is 
tile same doctrine in anotller form. T h e  connection nlay 
~ : o t  he evident at  first sight, hut  it arises from the fact 
that the hunlan lnintl is really the type of the Supernat- 
ural. It woultl be kvell if this ~vortl  were altogether ban- 
ishetl from our voc~bulary .  It assumes that we know all 
that  " Nature " contains, and that  we can pronounce with 
certainty on what can and xvllat cannot be fount1 there. 
Or else it assumes that  Bature is limitetl to purely physical 
agencies, ant1 that our own mind is a power and agenc17 
ahnlly separate and distinct from these. There  might 
incleed b: no harm in this linlitation of the ~vor t l  if it coultl 
be c~~nsisteutly any argu- atlhel-ed to in all the terms of 
ment involving its use. W e  m'e all quite accustometl to 
think of >Ian as  not belonging to Nature a t  all--as the one 
thing or Being which is contradisting~~ishecl from Nature. 
This IS ilnplied in the colnrnonest use of language, a s  
\\?hen we contrast the works of Man with the works of 
Nature. T h e  same idea is allnost unconsciously involved 
in language \vhich is intended to be  strictly pl~~losophical ,  
and in the niost careful utterances of our most distin- 
guished scientific men. Thus  Prolessor Tyntlall, in his 
Belfast address to the British Association, uses these 
wortls : "Our  earliest historic ancestors fell back also upon 
experience, hut with this difference, that the particular 
experitnces which the weft fur~~is l le t l  and woof of their 

theories lvere drawn, not from the study of Nature, but 

from what lay muc11 closer to them-the observation of 

men." Here >Ian is especially contradistinguislled fro111 

Kature ; and accortlingly we find in the next sentence 

that. this idea is co,lnected with t he  error of seeing our- 



