
to pa t  upon paper tlie rather s~a rch ing  register of re- 
plies. 

Tlie narrowest scope of inquiry, to be of any value, 
must ernbrace three geiieratioiis; but the results will 
be far Inore reliable when they cover four. Tlle latter 
wonld relate to at  least thirty-six persons: wliicll AIr. 
Galtoll recl;o~~s as follows: "On the side of tlie con- 
tributor there are Iris two parents, four grarlil-parents, 
an  average of three ~ ~ n c l e s  and aunts oli each of tlie 
two sicles, three brotl~crs or sistcrs, a~tt l  1iims~:lf : this 
111alies sixteen l~ersoxis. Tliere is another set of six- 
teen for the relatives of his wife irt the palue degrees. 
Lastsly,1allow an average of four children." A siti-
gle family regisier of tliis sizc, tlierefore: a t  least 
involves the f i l l i ~ ~ g o u tof nt>wly thirty-six of the 
schednles, ~vliich vil l  he no light taslr, even wit.11 the 
most favorable opi~ortuiiities of ohtkinirig iriforma- 
tion. T l ~ epersons whoiri 311.. Galton ar~ticipates will 
assist 11ini the 111ost arc young pliysicians, ntarried 
and r i t l l  chiltlren. 111case tlic grand-parents ;Ire liv- 
ing, their field of inlornlat~ioii will naturally be very 
n-ide. Partly as an i n d u e e ~ i ~ c ~ ~ t  to men of this class 
to uridertalic. such a. t,;ssk,partly as a. pectlilinry re- 
turn for tile tiinc wliicll it mnst ~leceesarily occupy, :t 
series of prizes will be offered, a ~ i i o u ~ ~ t i n g ,  altogether, 
to 2500, including, probably, tell prizrs of S23 each, 
and otliers not to exceed $50 nor fall short of S.5. 
r 7Il ie retivns are to lie sent with mottoes, but 110 sig-
nature; the name alid adilress to be c~iclosed in a sep- 
arate envelope beari~ig the nott to. Ttie merit of thc 
r c t u r ~ ~ s~vill  be eitim:ited by t h e  c lenr~~cssand es-
haustivene,ss of statpmci~t, tlie nurubcr of generations 
treated of, and the appendis (see beyond). 

Tlie returns aslcect for are in abstract as follows: 
1. A separate and full biological llistory of each 
member of thc family iri tile direct line of ascerit; 
2. il very brief statement of tllc riiai~i biological facts 
ill the lives of r1ic11lbi.r~ of tile col1:rteral lines of 
ascent, that  is, of the n~icles and aunts, great-uncles 
and great-aunts, etc. ; 3, r l  f1111 descriplioll of tlie 
rnni~i sources of itlCoriitatiori for 1aud 2; 4, An ap- 
pexiclix r\~hicli will inclnile all a~ialysis of the medical 
history of tlic family, sho~ving l.he pec~iliarit,ies ~ v t ~ i c h  
have, arid 11ave ]lot, bcclt t~~arisrr~itted, autl tlieir iden- 
tical or cliangeil forrrt. All con~niuniealions to be 
addressed to I'rat~cis (:allon, $2 Eutlaild Gate, Lon- 
(loll (S.W.), Exig1:tiicl. 

&Ir. Galton 1i:ts reduced the collectioll of statislics 
to a fine art, havi~lg a~~raxigetl this schedule ~ v i t h  the 
greatest ingenuity. T11e near and renlote re1;ttion- 
shipsare i~iclicatecl by sitt~ple symbols; and, by xneans 
of horizoiital niid tmmisverse colnnlns, tlie rei~nired 
facts can be coiide~ised into an slnalla~sto~iisliingly 
space. Each sclrecl~ile is i~ttenciect to COT-cr six peri- 
ods it1 the life of tlie pcraon ilescribed, from cliildliood 
to late in life, slid a t  e:~cllof these prriods to give a 
statemetit of, 11, conclilions of life: B,  persoilal de- 
scriptioa; C, lnedical life-history. U~ lde rA are s u c l ~  
topics as tow11 or coui~iry residence, and sailitary 
ii~flilences generally. Ul~tler Za' arc descriptions of 
feature a ~ i d  pl~ysiqi~e.  work and nlus- of habits of 
cillar force and qnicliness, Iceenness of sight and 
desteri t .~,  artistic and ;rllieil c:lpacities, peculiarities 
of character and telnperament. Under C are dis.. 
eases, accirlentn, mitlforniations, age a t  death, etc. 
Qtller facls solicitetl are, o r i l ~ r  of birth, age a t  mar- 
riage, number ant1 sex of children. All tliis is upon 
one side of a double sheet, and relates to one person 
in tlie direct lilio of ascent. Upon t11e reverse of the 
sheet, similar inquiries are irtacle in the collateral 
lilies, or alliox~g tlic brothers aricl sisters of the person 
described. 

bIr. Galton believes tllat the interest in each family 
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register will increase rapidly as the investigation goes 
on, aricl family historics will result of far niore ac-
curacy tliatt coul(1 be collected in ariy less methodical 
system. Tlie seherne is so ~itucll more coinprehensive 
than any thing w11icEl has preceiled it, that i t  certainly 
promises us a muc11 deeper insight into the Ians of 
heredity than we hare  at  present. The n lo~a l  value 
of this, and, 111 fact, of in~lcli of tlie life-worli of this 
author, lies in tile disserni~lation of the stern truth, 
wliich is as old as the ;\tosaic law, that  the cliaracter 
of the next generation depel~ds, perhaps, less ,tl!nli 
me are apt to tliirik upon tlie education and traini~ig 
we prepare for tlieni, and Inore a i ~ o n  the 11fe-contliict 
of the present and the preceilirig qenerations. 

i l ~ : ~ ~ t x 'F. OSBUIIN. 

11.Id7JIlSLEY ' S  B O I I Y  A L I  WILL. 

Bodg and roill: beirlg nrl essay concerning will in its 
nzctu~~i~ysicnl ,  nnd as-pfipiulogicnE, pathological 

prcts. By 13~x1~1~  Jf D.
A~.AUT)SI,EY, l rondo~i ,  
l i c y a n  Paul, Treizcil, & Co ,1883. 8+333 p. so. 
1:o~arnl r t ~ uwith respect to its an~lont~cetl 

l~11rposc, this hook is one of t l ~ c  most unfortu- 
nate aiid tlisal>poiating that Tye l i a ~ c  eyer seen 
bewing thc name of nit able Inan on the title-
page. Tllc impose, as set forth 011the titlepage 
a11c1in thc. preface, seeins inclt~ecl a rioblc one. 
Of ~vill, in its pntliological :islpect t ~ t  lcnst, 
Dr. Maudsley has, one ~vorild suppose. tlic ijest 
poss~ble light to spealc. ,Znd n e  all l i a ~  c so 
iliucli to learn about all its aspects, that we 
come to the bool;, e\ cn after lnevioui c'slj'ccri- 
elice of tile antilor's ec.ccntricities. nit11 liope 
of getting some renI in<trnction. That the 
frectlom of the nil1 is to be disc1isset1, n c learn 
n ithout fear : for. old as the topic is, an in- 
gellions lnan m n j  Eia~ e soii~ctliing new to snjr 
abolit i t ;  2nd a straightfor1~-3rd statemc~nt of 
the doctrine of detcrmil~idm, made frorn tlie 
p h j  biologicnl poir~t of l i en ,  ma- re11 bc uscfi~l 
ancl instmctivc, w e n  if it shonld fail to he iicm. 
Rut, n-ith m ~ c h  more interest thmi lie feels in 
the ~romiiccl wrntlgle over t11c f~ccdoni of tlic 
~vill, tllc student of psjcliology 10olis forvaril 
to what is promiml in the l~rcf'ace. nhere Dr. 
Mai~ilslej. tells 11s Illat hc 112s long been c ~ i -  
gaged in dealing nith '. concrete niinds, that 
~ n n s tb e  obserrcil, stuilied, rlilcl ~nirnagccl; " 
that he has been t r j  irig to find out why indi-
viclnals Se'ccl. tl~iiili. and do as tliey do, how 
they maj bc actilntcd to feel, thinlr, ancl do 
clitt'erentlj , ancl in mllat n-ay best to deal n ith 
them so as to do one's clat- to one's sclf :ltl(l 
thein." In  conscqllenct., lie s q  s ,  " I 11x1 e no 
choice but to leave tlie b:~rrcn heigllts of spec- 
ulation for the plains oil which Inen lire and 
move and have their being." TIe tiesires, then, 
" t o  bring hoine to nlental philosophers tile 
necessitj of taking serious account of a class 
of f:tcts nnc7 t l i o ~ ~ g h t ~  arewllicli, tho~tgli t l iq 
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not philosophy, may claim not to be ignored 
by pliiloso~~l~y." All tliis means, if i t  means 
any thing, that we may expect from Dr.  Mands- 
ley some results of his experience with the 
laws of human will, some concrete psychology, 
--such, for instance, as, in case of certain plie- 
nornena, of sensntioii and memory, Mr. Galton 
has given us, in the book tliat wc lately re-
ricwecl on .1Pnmaa faculty.' Mr. Galtoil's 
woili has b r e ~ i  confilleel mainlj- to the lower 
phenomena of mind. I Iov  great the gain, if 
we can gel scientific r r sea~ch  to g i le  us cor-
responcl~ngl,~f~uitfill iesults ahont the higher 
plier~oniclia of ri~iiicl ! We liol)e, of conise, for 
notl~ingfilial, or as r e t  Yery exact, ill this field : 
l>ut l l r .  3~auclslcj will surcly offer Ins some-
thing ; :~nclI i iq  miiiom~ccrncrit i i  just s~icli as a 
sober o b s e i ~  er of n si)ec,i:tl cl:iss of' facts rnight 
he expected to i l~ahe,  in cnie lie had found 
out solnetliing n ell wol th telling. As for the 
:rutllor's cle~lunciation of spccnlatioli, we lleecl 
not bc haters of l)hilo>opIly to overlook or 
pardon tliat. The rnost c~ltiinsiastic stntle~rt 
of gene1 a1 philosophy ought to acl~i~itfreely 
the ~ a s t  ir13port:ince to him, also, of' just such 
concrete stutly of iniild as Tlr. Nanclsley an-
nounces ; and if Dr. M a n d s l c ~  has found the 
heightq of specu1:~tioii b a r ~ e n ,  then surely 
he mill keep off them, nnil ~vill tell us what he 
has to tell so much the better. \Ve reserve, 
then, our own right to stucly general philosopllp 
if we find it fruitful ; ancl we just non follow 
hiln eagerly to the gretxn pastures of concrete 
psychology, where he is to give us the result 
of specinl study. 

logical, sociological, and evolutioilal relations ' 
of the will ; ancl we have a series of the com-
moi~places of recent cliscnssioi~, together with 
another mass of conf~ised speculations, as full 
its before of digressions. X r .  Spencer, who is 
not named, is yet several times refcrrecl to vely 
severely as a daagerous speculator ;hut the no st 
obscure expressions of 31r. Spencer's worst mo- 
111ents :are bright su~ilight to the glooni of these 
long a~icl tedious sentences. ancl his sl~eculations 
are surely as likely to be goocl as his riyal's. 

Tlie thircl part, at last, 011 ' Will i11 its patho- 
logical relations,' lcacls us into the light once 
more. Ilere, a t  least, me lin\.e a few co~icr(~te 
instances brought togetllcs, alid genera1iz:i-
tions inncle from facts, anil plainly stated. Rut 
how little we lcnrri ! The qxice lcR is s l~or t  : 
ancl the anthor's lucid interval eiitls with tho 
beginning of tlie last chapter, ~vliicli he cnti- 
tles ' l\Tl~atwill bc tlie end t l ~ e r ~ o f  :mcl nhich? ' 
he devotes to sl)eculatioiis on the nay  ill ~vliicll 
human life nil1 degenerate before its finlrl cessn- 
tiori on this planet. 

Antl so, of tlie whole, only about one h~ilitlrecl 
pager, or less than one-tliirtl of tlle book, inay 
he considered as havillg any red relation to 
the impliecl promise of tlie prefacc. The rest 
is simply the .bcirren spccolntic~~i' n liich r e  
Tvere to avoici, or else it is repc,titioil ill obscure 
language of what has Inally time3 been saicl in 
clear language. 

But nre rnust illustlate, for n e are amare 
tliat a man of 111.. l f auds l e~  'S  reputation 
might hc especteil to (lo better tllni~ we 1ia~-e 
here represented him as doing. First, then, 

We are doomccl to bitter disapl)ointme~~t.as to the barren speculation.' S u r e l ~ ,  if :L 
The book consists of three parts. The first, oil 
' TFTill in its metapl~ysical aspects,' fills nine- 
tr-eight pztges, and contains 23 restatement of 
the bare co~nrnonplaces of nlodcrn thought on 
the relatioil of mind ant1 organisin, a like re- 
statement of the oldest and most comluon-
place of tlie cleterministic argnments, a barren 
criticism of' the oldest and most coair~ionplacc 
arguinents for flee will, ailcl fillally, scattered 
throughout this discussion in all sorts of ~veari- 
some tligressions, a string of purely specalatire 
reflections, so confused, so full of coatradic- 
tion, so ill expressed, tlr:tt they woald be 
unrl~ortliy to pass as tlie thesis of n fairly i11- 
structccl stnclent of philosoplly in Elis secolld 
year's work. 

The second part of tlie book (1111. 99-232, 
with four pages of notes) opens f'ai more prom- 
isingly, with a good clinpter on tlic ' Ph;) sio- 
logical basis of will.' B r ~ t  the~eaficr, at once 
tlie discussion sinks hack into its aat ire con- 
fusion. \Ire are to lcarli about the ' physio-

man tlesises to let questions alone, he can very 
easily do so. Yet Dr. Mnudsley goes out 
of his way, in the first part, to m i t e  :I chapter 
on the ' Antliority of consciousness.' R e  goes 
out of his n7ax, r e  s q -  ; f o ~ ,in so f:lr as con-
cerns his problem of the freedom of the will, 
tlle antliority of consciousness might have been 
very briefly and sl~ecially treateti. I31it, once 
liavilig deterliiined to take up thc questioir 
generzillj , Dr. 3Saudsley runs on in this wise. 
Self-consciorisness, lie first tells is, is no more 
ilninediate kiiowlcdge than is the knonlledge of 
external objects through the senses ; si l~ccthe 
latter linowledge consists of states of con-
scionsncss, 23s nrcll as  docs the fornlcl.. This, of 
course, is Icant's fanlous Itef~~tntioiiof ideal- 
is111' in a natshell. B ~ i t  now, both of these 
kiiltls of knoll-ledge being lino~r-leclge of Facts 
tliat are in consciousness, we ask what the 
truth of this conscionsness is, or how we sl~all  
test its truth. TI-c lcar i~  something about tliis 
matter farther on, on 13. 1 1 ,  where nTe find that 
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" there is no rule to distinguish between true 
and false but the common judgment of man-
kind," that (p. 42) " the truth of one age is 
the fable of the next," and that " the common 
mind of the race in me "- L L  common sense, 
which is more sensible thztn any inclividunl in 
all cases (save in tlie exceptional case of a 
pre-eminently gifted person of genius) "-is 
the wnrrniit to which we appeal for the truth 
of all our beliefs. This would look very much 
as if, in case one is not a pre-eminently gifted 
person of genius, one mast be unable to know 
whether either he himself or the external world 
exists, unless he first discover that the com- 
mon judgment of mankind' agrees with him 
that both clo exist. This is a curious reversal 
of the familiar fashion of reasoning ; since the 
' manliind' to whom one is to appeal, surely 
belongs to the exterl~al world, to whose ex- 
istence its ' common judgment ' is to testify. 
Yet we must be doing Dr. Maudsley wrong. 
One must not take every statement so exactly. 
His real theory is expressed on p. 45. Rere 
it is : a Every thing which we know is a syn-
thesis of object and subject. . . . Neither mat-
ter in itself nor mind i n  itself are words that 
have any meaning. . . . The hypothesis of an 
external world is a good worliing hypothesis 
within all human experience : but to ask 
whether the external world exists apart from 
all human experience is about as sensible a 
question as to ask whether tlie shadow belongs 
to the sun or to the man's body ; for what an 
extraordinarily perverse and futile ingenuity 
it is to attempt to thinlr any thing outside 
human consciousness. . . . T o  say thew is  a n  
absolute [tlie italics are ours], and to call it  
the unkno.zuable, is  it  a whit moye philosophical 
than it woulcl be for a bluebottle-fly to call its 
extra-relational the unbuzzable? " 1'. 46 goes 
on to say, " A  separation of subject aacl ob- 
ject cannot ever be the starting-point of a phi- 
losophy that is not a self-foolery." P. 47 adds, 
that what Berkeley called an iclea " is a synthe- 
sis, the ego and noih-ego necessary correlate." 
All this is perfectly clear by itself, much clearer 
than the test  in which it is e~nbeclclecl ; and 
the sense of i t  is, of course, pure plienomenisrn, 
sucli as Schoperthauer expressed in his ' kein 
objelct ohne sulijekt.' Matter is for conscious- 
ness, and coasciotlsness is of objects. Spen-
cer's unknowable is nonsense, -a product of 
perverse ingenuity, worthy of bluebottle-flies. 
One must not attempt to think of any thing 
outside of hun1a11 cousciousness ; ancl so we 
have a doctrine. 

No, not at all. Dr. iKaodsley does not mean 
this. P. 51 is not far from lj. 47 ; and yet, 011 

p. 51, the author assures us that " the external 

world as it is in itself may not be in the least 

like what me conceive it through our modes of 

perception and forms of thought." On pp. 

52 and 53, Dr. Maudsley outdocs this contra- 

diction by bringing the two contrnclictories 

face to face on the same open page, and affirm- 
ing them both at once with childlike simplicity. 
" I don't want to think the thing in itself. . . . 
If it is out of me, it does not exist for me, can- 
not possibly be more than a nonsensicnl word 
in any expression of me ; nncl for me to think 
i t  out of me, ns it is in itself, would be annihi- 
lation of myself." But all this, says Dr. 
JIaudsley, teaches him that there is n great 
deal outside of his perception, ' a real world 
external to me,' of which, however, he can 
say nothing. So Spencer's rejected unlinow- 
able returns : the mind is necessarily obliged to 
think what it cannot possibly think, to beliere 
in what it perceives to be nonsense, and to 
assert in one sentence that ' self and the world 
cannot be thought apart,' and, in the next sen- 
tence, that the real external world is so far be- 
yond self that self is wholly unable to make 
any assertion, save that i t  exists. 

Now, this is not a collection of statements 
founcl in various authors, and brought together 
by Dr. Mauclsley for the sake of illustrating 
the barrenness ' of the subject. On the con- 
trary, these are his own ~ i e w s .  He himself 
chooses to write a chapter on this topic. He 
is bringing home to the philosophers something 
that they need to know. EIe is dealing with 

doctrines arrivecl at by the positive methods 
of observation and induction." If not, what 
does the preface mean? ancl what has the in- 
nocent reader done, that he should be trifled 
with in this intolerable way? But if in reality 
Dr. Maudsley is expounding doctrines arrived 
a t  by the methods of observation and induc- 
tion, these doctrines ought not to change nature 
with every new paragraph. These statements 
are deliberate and repeated, they are macle with 
much show of earnestness ; and yet they are a 
series of contradictions, and leave the reader 
feeling as if some one had been trying to lnalre 
a fool of him. As for this doctrine, that it is 
" perverse aiicl futile to think of any thing out- 
side of hurnan conscioilsness " (1). 45),  how 
does Dr. Mauclsley venture thus solemnly to 
propound it ancl enlarge upon it, when else- 
where, and not far off. lie repeatedly insists 
upon tlie view that Eiuman consciousness is in- 
explicable, save on the basis of an u~~co~zscioua 
mental life, which can nevey be ex7~austiveEy 
known at all? Is  the relation of author and 
reader one that involves no responsibilities? 
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Were not this confusion of statemcnt typi- 
cal, nre shoulil not insist upon it. But tlirough- 
out the book one finds, if not always such 
flat contraclictions, still a certain slipperiness 
and uncertainty about nearly every general 
doctrine tliat the anthor chooses to express, 
on all but the most concrete matters of fact. 
I f  he saxs a thing, you kaow not nhcn or 
how soon he will withdraw it, wllolly, or bit by 
bit. Ire thinks, for instance, that the belief 
it1 the vanity of all things. or pessimism, is a 

malady of self-co~~sciousness,' a sign of men- 
tal decay; but he adds, that the ' central truth 
of all religions ' is a conviction of the utter rnn- 
ity of all things, and himself seems in great 
measure a pessimist. 13nre Christianity teaches 
the noblest virtues, - those, for instance, of 
self-sacrifice; but the only test of virtue is 
the experience and common sense of' manliind ; 
and these teach us that pure Christianity, put 
in practice without stint, would render society 
impossible, since society depends rrpoii con-
flicts and selfishness even now. The noblest 
virtues are therefore those that are rejected 
when the only test of virtue is applied. Ancl 
so we are lecl on. 

The same tendency appears in the very style 
of tlie book. \Vhen thc author lias a definite 
opinion, he likes to conceal it from you under 
manifold cloaks of language. He dislikes 
Spencer's doctrine, that organic evolution is 
' progressive adaptation to the environment.' 
This, he says, is too vague and one-sided a 
statement. His own statement avoitls all 
vagueness by saying that (p. 137) "an organ-
ism ancl its medium, when they hare reached 
a certain fitness of one to the other and hit 
upon the happy concurrence of conditions, 
combine, so to speak, to make a new start, 
the initial step of a more complex olganisrn : " 
tliat is, the orgallism evolves by erolution, and 
the evolulion is caused by just those concli-
tions that bring it to pass. Our author ex-
pands this lhought, which lie intencls as an 
important cornplerneiit to the doctrine of natu- 
ral selection, over quite a nunibel- of pages. 
But tliat, in the famous words of the 1)uchess 
in Alice's Adventures, is not half so bad as 
our author can clo if he tries. Religion lie cle- 
fines (on p. 208)  as ' the deep fusing feeling 
of human solidarity.' Certain beliefs coin-
nion among Inen are describecl (p. 198) as 

tlie irnaginative interpretations of an instinct 
springing into consciousness frorn the upnrarcl 
striving impulse which, immancnt in man as 
part and crown of organic nature, ever throbs 
in his heart as tlie inspiration of hope." Thus 
our author knows of an instinct that springs 

from an impulse, which iinpnlse is immanent 
in a crown, and a t  the same time strives up- 
wards, and throbs ill a lieart :is nn inspiration. 
All this means, not mere carelessness of style, 
but a more serious error, else .rve should not 
hare iuentionecl it herc. I t  means haziness 
of thought; it means tliat our author can 
write many words in succession n~itliout knom- 
ing, in any adequate m y ,  what they mean. 

Our author's hsllioll of discussing things of 
wliich he is ignorant receives a crowning illus- 
tration in llis last chapter ; and, remote as 
the topic is from the main subject, we must 
mention this illustration here, because such 
nlatters are important to any student milo is 
seeking a trustworthy guiile. I n  this last 
chapter Dr. 3laudsley has much to say of 
certaiil modern tendencies that he co~isiders 
unhealthy. Of these, one is the eucessiye 
display of grief for the dead, which he thinks 
is growing among us. " Nobody of the least 
note dies but we are told with clamor of grief 
. . . that the most amiable . . . thc best of 
Inen has been taken from us." But nobody, 
says Dr. Maudsley, is worth all this. "Con-
trast this moderli incontinence of emotion 
with the calm, chaste, ancl manly simplicity 
of I-Ionler ; as we observe it,  for example, 
in liis description of the death of Achilles." 
Then follows a page of blank verse, which, of 
course, is offered to us as sornebodg's tmns-
lation of the cited passage frorn Homer. Now, 
Dr. Mauclsley was ~ i o t  obliged to say any thing 
abont Eiomer, much less to quote him. He  
has gone out of his way to tell us, with an air 
of easily carried learning, what ' we see ' in 
I-Ionier. When a man thus pretends to quote 
the father of song, whose poems are at  hand 
in all sorts of t~~anslatioiis in any library, and 
to quote him chspecinlly for the sake of illus- 
trating a certain irnportant point, a reader 
supposes, of course, that the quotation will at  
least be a fairly accurate expression of aome-
thing that EIomer said. But, in fact, nothing 
resembling the lmssage quoted is to be found 
anywliere in llomcr. These verses are not 
even so much as  a remote inlitatioii of any 
thing Homeric that hews upon Achilles. We 
ourselves are unable to identify them, but their 
tone is distinctly veq- 1noder11 ; and we have 
little doubt that their autlior is now alive, or 
has very receiitly died.' But this is not all. 
T o  cornplete tlie bluniler, Dr. Biandslcy, in 

' i l l  riassical friend. to whom \re submitted Dr. Maodslt'y'a
quotittion after we had u7iitten the above,asaures us  thaL the pas- 
sage nealest to this onit in ancient poetry is thr death of -4cl1illes 
as described in Quintus AmyrnaciG 1111, t~rid that Quintus's de- 
scription itself direr8 in so many important poilit8 from that of 
Dr. Dfaud~iev'a Homer as to make the iatter not even a fair imita- 
tion of any incient model. 



SCIENCE.  


this rcferei~cc t o  Ilomer, has unwittingly chosen 
the  \\orst possible illustration for his purpose, 
cluitc apart from his supposecl quotation : for 
Homer does iriilced tell us, in  o11c passage (in 
tlic lnst book of the Oclyssey), about the death 
of -\cliilles : hut  that  1,assnge iiiforiiih 11s of 
a sereutcen-rl:~>-s inonrning of gods aiid incn 
o j  cr tile lic~io, \rith funeral cereiiloiiies of c s -
traordiiiaq splendor. that  nould 1l:lve dolie 
.the dcncl m:ln's iirait  gooil il' lie conlcl only 
ha] e becii tlicrc to  sce. Sohocl,~ clor~bts 110-
mer's simy1icit~-. b r ~ t  Dl.. ;PIai!clilej- r\holly 
aiisal?prcl~iiiisT lint it nienns. coultlHen- 1 1 ~ ~  
h8j.e bee11 so ilncci\ ccl in  his cluotation, \\-e can- 
not guess ; lmt bnch gratuitous 1)Iundcrs sl1on7 
11s w1i:~t to expect of a 111x1tlial can make 
fhetn. 

I f  n c  h a ~ e  little zp:icc left to  ~cl 'er to  our 
an t l~or ' s  discnssioa of iilntteis tllat lie is  cmi- 
nently coinpcteilt t o  cliscuss, that  is iio t our 
fault. 011thc l):~thology of the n i l l  \ye reccire 
;nstr~ictioii in t11p 1)rieP ~ p : ~ c c  before spolten or. 
Of heredit! of ineiltal disease nc he:c iinil sorile 
illustrationi. ba t  n e  lea111 iiothing i r c ~:ihont 
the obscnrc subject of tlic actnal lams t1i:ll 
go3 e in  hcicclity. A s  to  lnental disease a11d its 
plienonicna. 5)r. l I a ~ ~ t l , l e y  insists nitli  co:i%id- 
ernble ernl~hasis nllon his ~ i e m  that  tile nill ,  
slid i n  particular tlie most clevelopccl activity 
of the mill, as  seen i n  tlie moral consi~iousness of 
the civilized man, is tlic least stable, becanse the 
Iiigliest aiitl latest elenlent of man's  inind, 
and mnst therefore sliom the signs of decal 
ancl disease soonest. This, he  assures t l i ,  is 
actnallj tlic case. H e  illtlstratcs his position 
by nienl~s or a good :liary- iiista~ices of certniu 
forms of ~ r i e ~ i t a l  discase. The  T i c ~ ris  not nh- 
sollitely norel,  and Dl. hIancl>lcj has dcscrihccl 
most of the f:xc.ts before. But  all tliis i s  well 
worth telling, ancl would have rnncle a llsefcrl 
essay if' the ~ , e s t  of' t l ~ e  hook hat1 reached the 
fire instead of the I~riilter.  As it  is. this part 
of the book is the oulj one front n l~iclin stu-
dent  of such p~ycl iology as Dr .  ?tlaaclsley so  
n!cll tlescribci in  his preface can learn :rirj thing 
of irnportairce that is in a n j  senye iiurel. 

Our tnsl; ill r,encliug anil re\ icn~ing has beell 
no p l e a s n ~ ~ t  llTith Dr.  Jlauclsley n e  hope one. 
for a 115j cliologj of co~lcrete rnincls,' tliat ]nay 
te~~c.1111s nil! ~ndi \ idi la ls  feel, t lrinl~, and clo 
as they (lo, how t11c.y 1uay be nctnated t o  think. 
feel. a i d  d o  clitreleully, ant1 in n.liat 71 ay best 
t o  deal vitli  tlrcni so a i  to  (lo one's duty t o  
one's self niid t h c ~ n  " W e  scc in tlie lilimblest, 
experimental rese:~rches conscientior~sly coil- 
ductecl, in every oilserration of tllc lriciital 
pathologist, i n  every a d v a ~ ~ c e  i n  nervous pllrsi- 
ologx, in every new discovery in  nilirilal psy- 
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chology, and ,  let ns freely add. i n  every f r u i t f ~ ~ l  
~h i losophic  research illto the deeper problems 
of thought, in all these things, not only aids, 
but necessary conditions of tile approach t o  the  
great  encl thus clcfined. B u t  we also see i n  
~ a g a erambling d i sq~~is i t ions  de onznibus rebus, 

sncll a s  nenily fill tliis l~oolz ; ill efforts a t  phi- 

losophy by).a illall who is confessedly aad very). 

mnnifestly unable t o  pliilo~ophic
n i~~le rs t t~nc l  

terms, nl lo  ignores tlle history of thought. ancl 

who insists upon ~vi i t ing  pages of contraclictory 

statemctits,-in all tliis n.e see, not advance, 

but sel io~rs  iiijnrj . only tile book 
-\nd mllc>i~~lot  
is  such a s  i t  is,  hut also the nuthor i s  a nlan 
whose position n1lc1 pro\ ious z e r ~ i c e s  command 
rcspect. and ~vlio is t l iereih~e able to  c:rll the 
:~ttentioil of hnsy s t~ iden ts  t o  n hnterer he  m:~y 
c4loose t o  1)~iblish 1111011 the suhject. -then -re 
say that  s11ch coi~clr~ct is a selious brcacli of the  
p r i ~i1rge.i of :u~thorship, ancl n e rrisll t o  raise 
a cleeidecl protest :igain,t it F o r  the  l es t  we 
l1:i.r e no cp~nrrel n it11 the antilor's cletc'rmin-
ism, nor nit11 his n1:iterialiitic basis for ~nci i ta l  
science, so long a.s Iic confincs hotli tlie doc- 
trines l o  tlieir onlj llroper s p l ~ c l e  ; tliat is. em- 
ploys lliem as r e g ~ l l a t i ~  e priiicil)les i n  cliqcussing 
and esplnining the facts of experience. ltre 
quarrel only I\ it11 his coiifiisecl ant1 l~nrposelcss 
fashion of discussion. 

NOTES  A N D  NEWS.  

--Tim report of the cornrnittee of the Geodetic 
association was prcserlted at  a general meeting of 
tlle conferellce, Oct. 23, a t  Itome, ancl was adopted 
after ail animated debate. The report favors the 
universal adoption of the Greenwich meridian, and 
also recornmellds, as the point of departure of the 
universal Ilonr ancl cosmopolitan dates, the mean 
noon of Greenvich. The cor~ference hopes, that, if 
the whole world agrees to the unification of longi-
tudes ancl hours by accepting the Greenwich meridian, 
England will ad\ ancc the unification of weights and 
measures by joining the metrical convention of 1573. 
The government of Italy mill be requested to officially 
comniunicatc the forcgoiilg action of the conference 
to all nations. 

-In the Octobel n ~ ~ r n b e r  of the Fin~vnvcZuniuer-
sity bulleti~r,further instalnlcnts are given of the 
geographical indcv to the 111aps in Prterrnc~nn'srnit-
titeilunyen, bv Mr. Dliss, and of Slr. \Tinsor's ' Bib-
lioqraphy of Ptolelnq's geography,' containing im- 
portant notes on early dlnerican cartography. Jlr .  
\$Tinsor also colilmences a n  account, of which six 
pages arc printed in  the present number, of thc IColll 
collection of early niaps in the Department of state 
a t  Washington. prefacing it with a brief account of 
Dr. Kolll's labors. 

I n  the official portion oP the bulletin, n7e find the  
folloning appointments gazetted : Arthur Searle as 


