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FRIDAY, NAY 11, 1883. 

A STRANGE PERFORATANCE. 

7 V ~ o ~ r  firstthe gods would destroy, they 
make mad. Mr. Hubert Iiowe Bancroft, hav- 
ing show11 great capacity as all organizer of ail 
encyclopaedia company, and having assumed 
not only to be an historian, hut to dispense 
ol~inioiis oracularly, and to p:rtronize ancl dis- 
credit clistinguished writers, n o r  throws the 
ethics of trade aside. and exalts liiinself' to a 
place among self-praising martyrs. I le g::ra~,ely 
announces that lxlrchasers of his earlier volumes 
must now subscribe to them over agztin in 
order to get the rest of the series, a11~1 sends 
out an extraordinary litllographed form of sub- 
scribing, in one corner of which is a list of the 
thirty-nine volumes, with the prices. 

ppppp( (  188 . 
" To EUBPILT Sail Francisco, Cal. HOTRBANCKOFT, 

"Dear sir, --In tolien of my high appreciation of 
the  value to the Pacific coast and to the world, of 
your long i~11c1 arduolis historical labors in a new field, 
ant1 after a manr~er  peculiar to vourself, I hereby 
tender my subscription to a complete set of your 
literary ~vollrs in thirty-n~ne volumes, payments to 
be made at  the regular published price ac; the rolurnec; 
are issued and delivered. -

('After your signature, please designate style of 
binding." 

7Ve doubt if a more flagraut piece of folly 
mas el-er perpetrated b r  a boolr-mal- ~ e r .L 

I t  is melancholy and significant, that ~ h i l e  
the few historical students, as testecl in different 
centres, who are co~npetent to pronou~lce oil 
the value of Mr. Bancroft's History, are agreecl 
in a qualified, arlcl in some respects a condem- 
natory, estimate of its mcthocls and perform- 
ance, the general reviewers of the boolr have 
been simply dazed by ils inagaitude. 

Any departure from laudation strikes Mr. 
Bancroft as inquisitorial, and nnliind to a man 
who never made an r  pretensions to being an 
historian. Such a spirit is co~nmenclable anc1 
disarming ; but ~vhen he becomes mad ancl 
militant, he arms his critics. Two protests 
against this universal flattery have struck him 
deeply. 
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These oEenders are the New- Y o ~ kindepend-
ent ,  which took 11p his claim of runking a con-
tribution in his notes to tlle bibliograpl~yof 
the subject, and which sllomecl how preposter- 
ons sac11 claim was ; and thc New- York post 
and Nation, which took him to task for his 
opinions on the early ~ I e x i c a i ~  civilization, and 
for his churlish discourtesy to the late Lewis 
fI. Morgan, -aman of pre-eminent reputation, 
whoin Jlr .  Bancroft moclestl~ accused of seek- 
ing to obtain a little cheap notoriety by attack- 
ing his (Mr. Bancroft's) views. Mr. Bancroft 
has made answer to these review in n tract, of 
which he requests an opinion, which we give 
him. FIe does not print or quote i11 ally com- 
prehensible way the articles which annoy him ; 
and so the reader is left, ~mless otherwise in-
formed, to infer the nature of these questioners' 
criticism from his own cliscourteoas and spe- 
cious language, n~ l~ ich  on huinoroustalies a 
sort of' illongrel admiration in the ju~lcture of 
sucli words as ' astute hair-splitter ' and ' eru-
dite dogmatist.' TVitllout citing proofs, he 
accuses them of ignorauce and mud-throwing, 
and thus malies but the laguest responses to 
clear exemplifications of his onn  ignorance, 
to citations of the inadequacy of his inclex- 
mongery, and to instances of perversions, 
which the revienrers atltlucecl. The reviews in 
question were sel-ere, and, from the nature of 
the case, cutting ; hut they were not disfigurecl 
by foul langnago, and were explicit. His 
answer is vituperative and general. This 
pamphlet is eked out with extracts of Iail-
clatory comment growing out of the average 
conception of ' a big thing' from all sorts 
of sources, including a fresh commendation 
from certain California judges, ~ 1 1 0  hare  
no status, certainly, as students in this field, 
ho\vever reputable their legal qualifications 
and general intelligence. Some of J l r .  Ban- 
croft's gyrations are not more strange than 
the olsinions which seem to have been wrung 
by him from various eminent people concern-
ing this ' Macanlay of the yest. '  More than 
one distinguished gentleman 'has discovered 
to his annoyance, that polite sentences, in 
notes of aclcnowleclgment for presentatioir 
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copies, hare been nsecl to snell this chorus 
of admiration. 

I Ie  lias another craze. I l e  chooses to as-
sert that there is a conspiracy among what 
he calls ' the BIorgnn nleii ' to depreciate and 
crush him, aild that these tno  articles are part 
of the plan. M e  snspect arclleology is too 
engrossing a stncly for such trivial by-play ; 
and n e  Ll~ow, also. that the editors, nrl~oin lie 
hcr:ites for leildi~lg tlleillselves to such a, plot, 
Cou~icl stucle~~ts in the field too inclined to  
ignore iris \\ ork. t o  1)ring theinc;el\ es ensily to  
the beston-a1 of alij- time npon rsriticising it. 
It is l~iteoni to tlliilli- how ~ ~ r h n l  might have 
I~ccnn ~tsefill 1al)or is reinltiug ill cliacredit nnrl 
pe~.qonal intrusiveness. 

A STUDY OF TT7E IIUJizlN T1ZdIPOllil1, 
BOATE.-I. 

ITinax be aslcecl 1111y tlic rl liter oS the pres- 
ent aiticle sllonld pui>lish :L subject wliit.ll has 
:;iread?. heen so t h o i o ~ ~ ~ l i l y  ai~tl rty~entcclly in- 
vestigatecl, is qo fi~miliar. nntl is treated nitli 
the utmost c1rt:lil ill inan- ma~ioals of aiinto~iiy. 
In his esl3e~~ieilcc hens a teacher of n~ia to i i~~- ,  
lias, of necessitj ,been ohliged to ol~serve illnny 
important points over and over again ; and, as 
one of the resnlts, lic has been lecl to see some 
of them differently from the vien.s conllllollljr 
e~ltertajned. As  110 other hone is so cornples 
as the ten~poral, and iloue more in~por ta~l tin 
its relatioas, it occiirred to lliln tliat his view 
of it inight prore of interest to stuclenls. No 
disco1 eries are claimed, alld it is probable that 
what is here n ritteo may he fonucl in previous 
anatoinical 1iti.rature. I n  some points the cle- 
tails are less complete than those giren in the 
acln~irable, nccmate, ancl exhaustive IIilncl-
buch der antitoinie ' of Professor 1Te11le ; I ~ n t  
others are perliaps more definitely inclicatecl. 
For brevity, solile of the more ob-cious details, 
given in e-crery manual, ale exclntied. 

For  conrrellience o l  stoclj- and reference, it  
is usual to consider the teniporal honc as con-
sisting of the squamous, mastoid, ancl petrons 
portions, thong11 these do not accord nit11 the 
natural divisions ohsc r~cd  i11 its development. 
T o  avoid circnmlocution, the terms ' sqnnuiosa.' 
gmastoidenr' an~1 'petrosa,' are substituted for 
the ordinav phrases ' squamons portion,' ctc. 

The sqcccinzosrc is the irregularly circu1:tr or 
oval plate, upright in position, a t  the fore-part 
of  the bone. I t s  outer surface, nearly flat or 

feebly convex, forms pait of tlie temporal fossa. 
Tlie inner surface is coiicQare and pittecl, as 
usual in the other bones of the crailinnl, and 
is 1n:rrl;ecl by grooves for the great meningeal 
vessels. I t  is  commonly clefilleel by a fssure of 
variable extent, remaining as part of the petyo- 
sqna~nosnlsuture. 

Projecting from the lo~ver part of tlie squa- 
mosa, externally, is  the zygo?natic process, 
which articulates vith the 111nlar bone to form 
the zjgoma. The base of the process is hroad 
xild strong, aiicl has its nppw surhce sla~itillg 
f o r ~ a r d .  The upper shaiy border of the p ~ o -  
cess is continuous b:lcIirnald mith n culved 
line, the te?nl~orrrl ~ir7ge, wliich tlefiiles the 
sqnninosa from Ihc inastoiclcn. 

r 71l1e squnmosn ~u1deinet7tli So~ms the articu- 
lar surface for tlie illandilsle, consistir~g of tlie 
gleiloiil fosqn n it11 the articu1:;r c~ninci~cei1.r 
front; bot11 e-utcutling out\\-:~rtlly I ~ c l o ~  thr  
1,oot oi' tlie Z Tgomatic process. 'rile qlexoid 
~ O S S C ~is a clei'i, t ranr~rrse ly  ovn1 concarity, 
deiinc.cl I)t>lliilrl111 f l lc  glcnoid fissilrc. 7'11~ 
~r, . t ic~i lc t~  i b  a transvelse lidge of'ew~i~~e i zce  
I :~riai)le Illicliness. colli ex fore :;nti aft, :111d 
Inore or Icss colloaT e to stlniglit tra11s-c cr5ely. 
J':li ia!~le 111 oininencc2s :11 the onter lmrt of lllr 
articular surf:~ce are tile a?~iei.iormid ~?osterior. 
gle,~zoicl pocesses .  

Fhe nzastoidea js tlie outer back palt of the 
l,one, externally ilefiiiecl C~om thc sqnamosa Oy 
the tempoi:rl ridge. It  is 111 olongecl 1)elom into 
the col~spic~~ions eminence, the nipl~le-sl~apecl 
mastoic1 proems. 1ntern:ill~-, to the base of 
the process, is a 1:uge Sore-a~ld-aft ~ I - O O Ie, the 
cligast~icfossci ;:inrl intel.n:111~ to this :igai11 is 
a narrow gioo\ e for the occi13ital :~rtery. 

The h~oacl arcl~rvaj- betneen tl-rc ~~lastoicl antl 
post-gle~loid processes is  fornled by tlie nudi-
tory  plate ' (fig. 2, cl) , n hich estc~lrls iliwarclly 
as the roof of tlie esternal attditory inealns. 
I t  is partially defi~lecl from the temporal ridge b j  
a variable, irregalar cresce~itoicl i n t l e~~ ta t ion .~  
The inner estrelnity clefines the meatos from tlie 
tympanic cavity by a11 acute currecl edge, froiri 
nhich a wide crescentoicl plate, the tympccnic 
scute,' sla~lts  u p ~ ~ a r c l ,  a ~ i d  fo1111s tlie outer 
bouildary of the upper portion of tlie tjmpanic 
ca~i t j - .  The scztle (fig. I,b ;  fig. 2, c)  call best 
be see11 by sa rn i~~g  bone fore and the tempo~~al  
aft throagti the tj+mpanic cavity, aucl I iemi~ig 
the onter division of the boue from within. Tlie 
scute is separated externally from the rest of 
the audi toq  plate by spoilgy snbstance, but 
occasionally is contiauous through thick, com- 
pact substance. I t s  anterior border joins the 

1 Lamina auditoria. 2 Post-auditory fosaa. 

8 '  Scutum tympanicum. 



