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for—sends two spirited little pictures (28), # La Der- [ « glory of the universe” | There is still, it seems, some

niére Cartouche” and (29) “ Le Drapeau, 1870,” of | uncertainty at one stage of the evolution : —

which we prefer the former. The grim veteran, firing

away his lust shot amid the smoke of the battle-fleld, | higher and
is a life-likv representation ; 80, too, is the Zouave in “Vt"r‘l&dmmbl‘r.o:g?u of tm II?:';-!;“»)

The remaining steps, however, ¢ are not difficalt to
Reuriotte Browne also sends two pictures, one on & « gonceive,” Possibly not, if you start as Mr. Darwin

the other picture, protecting his fullen comrade, but
tho figure of the lutter is not so satisfuctory, Madame

namntw vynuumntgmcmm

larycer scale, representing a Chorister Boy (16), power- does, by assuming his principle of evolution as the scle jona
r‘.‘.rﬁ}rpﬁix:t.-d, l:md tathor different from the insipid | Origin of spacies, and rejecting separate [creation as ( descent.

) i A i biect t « unscientific.” In other words, you must first grant
prottiness with which similar subjects are treated in that man  4s descended from @ monkey, and then it is |is to minimise the distance; but a little leap is as for-

Englaud, Tho other is a smaller picture, of “A Vil-

Ingo School” (102), an admirable group of children not difficult to conjectare the intermediate steps ; but if | midable

clustered round au ancient dame. The oue contribu-

his paintings, o marvel of execution, but, also like
them, rather deficient in interest. A young lady,
whoss light, flimsy toilette is wonderfully paiuted, is
gazing, with an air not quite of satisfaction, at & paper
weight, or something of the sort, in the shape of &
cat, which is on the table before her. It is certainly
a pity that eo admirable a painter should content

Liliiputians are full of life and character. The ela-| conclusion. It is & signal instance of what
L)omle mechanical contrivances w‘uh which they have lately called the province of imagin:

gobemouches who swallow
comes fromn scientific men were con

merit of
the painting is very great. Over this is & charming ::::ed“i“g:l:.:‘;og:o :’ of i

picture by Juzef Isracls (57), “ A Cottage Madonus,” | eyer draw bills, But T:
perhaps the most covetable_picjure in the gallery. It| within limits .indeed magination is as necessary (o
is curious to contrast his northern peasant woman in | gcience as credit is to ‘commerce. Life is too short to
her humble hut with (70) “A Mother's Joy,” by M.| york ont the full proof of eve
B ugereau, in which a bright Italian mother is| ceeding to another. The i

pluying with ber babe in the sunshine. Each | 1 flash on ahead, and assume
ate chiarming in their way, though M. Bougereau's | verified by deductive proof.

style is not so manly and eolid as M. Israels’. The| as a cash
latter sends four other picturos, of which the best, to| respectability
our mind, is the small (78) * Promenade sur Mer,” a| their obligati
peasant_girl carrying & child and dabbling with | modern science fli
thorough eujoyment iu the shallow water; and the| for its prospects at th
least successful is the larger aud more important|has become too often a lea]
“ Datch Fishwife” (128). M. Madrazo, with whose| allowed for the moment, subject to after proof or cor-
ed facts. The verification | as Shakspeare
ually unsubstantial are

A down the t and the various
groups in animated couversation about the prodigy,
are h ly depicted, while the technical

P

works we are not 8o familiar as with some of the other | rection, are treated as establish
s 5 th

nei
win assures you
o entire circle of this gentleman’s | meaning
f interesting observations on
ore ar less relevancy to the
bat the induction never
on of logical defective-
and probabilities,

yqlrf flec:-.‘l::i to admit this
« » wilfu ng your

tion of M. Stuvens (80), “ The Presemt,” is, like all 1s the fucts Sflgh P
logic. The book is fall o
natural history, exhibiting m
argument it seeks to sustain ;
advances a step without & confessi
neas. We are treated to tendencies,
which derive all their force from &
E T tho whole | spech be utterly unscientific. Again, physical
o the whole |species, must utterly unscientific. ain, physical
R pecies, ly 8!

and conjectures,

3 + revious assumption
himsclf with such a class of subjects. M. Vibert's ':w.y this, and &m is bardly s proposition

« Gulliver " (58) is a most amusing picture, and the | work which could pretend to the ch

pis, you are

versal evolution, and the savage origin of man, A
strong resemblance between two men may create 8 xu-
sumption, by no means a proof, that they are the children
irds, and reptiles | of the same parents, because it is previously known that

featares. But it is identity not similarity that consti-

tutes species; and that one species is like another is even
better explained by the old hypothesis of separate creation

gulf between one species and another. All it can do

to show that the female selocts the male ; because it is
the female that transmits the character to the o&ﬂi Y
and her selection of the most advanced partner '.’{.
point to be proved. All, however, that can be shown on
the most extensive induction is, in that in some instances
thefemale probably exercises some d of choice, even
then the choice is admitted to be by beauty more
than vigour ; and thongh aware that these are not iden-
tieal, our author is obliged to hope they are sufficiently
co-existent to satisfy the exigencies of his theory. In
point of fact it not only very doubtfal that
any appreciable power of choice belongs to the
female, who, in the vast majority of cases, falls &
prey to the first comer; but it is by no means clear

born of their parents, and ofien inherit their

uated plan, than by the new suggestion of lineal
For this suggestion has never yes bridged the

as & large one, till some leaping power is
d b; i Now i 8 to

Take | common

Mr. Tyndall
ation in Science. and
for science all that
founded to hear of

P P goe!
show that species cannot leap at all. It is the very

same species when their distinctions can pass into each
other, and to different species when they canmot.
Thaus, the human race, with all its varieties, more or
less, is one species. It may be possible to reduce the
namber of species by a more scientific classification; but
so long as the idea of species remains in science, &

and in "f? case of man the least important. His moral

that she is at all sensible to the attractions of figure,
plumage, and song, which oar author sy the male
to be endued with for no other . wever it may
seem to the poets, birds certal nly do not sing for the

lasive enj of their mates; as any lady may
convince hersolf by noting how much better her canary
sings without & mate than with one. Neither is the
attraction of the female always the reason, if it be ever
the reason, why the peacock or tarkey spreads his tail.
When we watch a goldfinch pluming himself before a
piece of looking glass, we find it ** easy to conceive "
that vanity may have as much to do with such displays
as love, and probably anger is not without its share,

of the word: we refer individuals to the

descent, being practically the abrogation of
is only one element in specific classification,

1 natare is h lly his specific dif-

ference from other mammals; and here it is ensy toretort
Mr. Huxley's argument. The highest ape is morally
magination, The Times pro- and intellectaally moro removed from the lowest savage
hat experimental philosophers |than the ni philosopher.
ndall and Darwin know better. | The savage may become a philosopher, but the
spe never becomes even a savage. Neither can
we detect the‘ slightest tendency to such moral or in-

Here again Darwinism, failing to establish its point
by any kind of proof, is obliged to take refuge in
imagination.

I hor, hile, with as much assuranceasif he
had ploted & mathematical ion. bl
apologises for the shock to our taste and our religion,
by avowing that, for his own part, he would rather be

latter from the most

Mr. Darwin does, indeed, collect

before pro-
nation must be allowed
tions to be afterwards | affections
till & bill is not the same
ercial firms of the highest
have been known in our day to fail to meet

with

some interesting snecdotes of quasi-human reason and

descended from amonkey thana Fuegian savage ; he adds
that © it is not more irreligious to explain (1) the origin
“of man as s distinct species from some lower form,

in the lower animals; bat it requires an
ise of * ination” to elevate them

which

into anything spproaching to the natare of man. Of
this he seems to be aware when he asks with a ludicrons
n M

+ than to explain the birth of the individual through the
“laws of ordinary re‘producﬁon." The first excuse
overlooks the litile fact that the simian ancestry

in the dark.

contributurs, has two very

P e|is forg
larger, called ** Coming out of Church” (148), and a| reared upon

smaller and evon more remarkable einle fizure at the

pianoforte, * Learning the New Piece ” (149). This| of this uterly unscientific process. It begi
does not sound very sttractive, but is really one of the| evolution in the exact sense which Dr.
cleverest works in the exhibition, M, Worme' * The| called a scientific imagination, not a scientific fact. |P
Costumier” (167) is also 8 clever bit of character| From a plausible conjecture that some species may be | tellectual
painting. The half-pleased, half-sheepish look of the | modified descendants of other
youngster who is being decked out for some féts, and | thas Darwinism can logically pretend to—its author
he th hl isfied ion with which hhl‘&v quietly infers a universal
.| inquire in the present book * whether man,
Savini's * Last Day of Pompeii” is & picture which | * otker speci ded fi re-existi
merits, and will stand a close inspection. It is as good | Havi
a specimen of its peculiar school as we have seen for 8 balf his work, he
long time. No English artist could have painted it | * granted” the ed
except, perhups, Mr, Leighton. Nor must we overlook | M. Boucher de Perthes, Sir rles L)
M. de Jonghe's charming * Lattle Coquette” (140), Lubbock, and others, together wif
straining up on tiptoe to kiss her own reflection in the ¢ conclusive” proof that *‘ man
large cheval glass. The absence of any specimen of * higher apes than these do fr
Meissonnier will be regretted, but M. Leon E ¢ the same order of primates.”

e L land ) 13
love regards bim, are capitally brought out.

comes mnearer tohim than any other artist; and his

our v o
« @oing on Duty” (49) is an admirable specimen of {“"" the new argumen
inute fluish, * o idow" Mr. Darwin himself confesses
e Oumesiitg the Widow (B4, Ry 3 honoured chiefs in nataral science, many unfortunately

Vautier, and (58) “ Discussion on the In| nllibility.';
are also two catiiully-puimed small pictures, one of &
thetic and t!

experiences, a large andspirited picture of (41 “Horses
ata Trough,” and M., Pittara has two capi i) selected |  FPect

s its kites, we cannot help trembling |surround
The inductive leap | panion P”  Yes, who, indeed P It Mr. Darwin could
Positions | tell us, it
bat until he can say, his question is about as scientific

is nothing novel or scientific in this sort of stuff; we
have heard of ing doge, and ing eleph!

“Who can say what cows feel when they

involt h ; whil
pc antly ona dying of dead com involves the savage also ; while the other must assnme

that “ religion  has no connection with the Bible, since
the same chapter which reveals the creation of man in
God's image reveals also his endowment with the gift of
increase. Mr. Darwin probably means that Evolution is
not more ligi than Traducianism; bat this
(besides not being true) is nothing to the purpose. A
belief in the i | part of man necessitates no expla-

might support, or overthrow, his hypothesis ;
's ““ poor beetle that we tread npon.” There

ns b,

s-.linon justly

,- and "“ ” 1 pij!, and beavers' houses, and the

nation of the law of its | transmission from father to child,

bees all our lives ; and the common

beginning neoom'plinhed more than
s in like manner to * take for

differs less from the
om the lower members of
Now here are at least

d in the

are still opposed to evolu!
o oihor of & humotous interest. M, | greatest authority, Catl Vi

dent creation of every
hreyer sends us again a result of his Wallachian quoting his words, el them in

jes —instead of “ some

only denies the i
though Mr.

subjects (27), * Travelling in Italy,” and 125,
«Iialian gnq’;herd.," both fall of life and vlgong. )

Among the landscape painters M. Lier is agsina verpowering. The battle,

great attraction. The tic beauty of his (185)|%
“ Night* is very striki ,P:xd (162) !" "( i)

subject from the same neighbourhood (28), * On the

Lake Chiem,” by M. Poschinger. M. Rosier has & i
good Venetian sunset and sunrise, and M. B, C. Koek- ::;o ?h:‘;eo'{e: :lr,’nlr:o.d :2.::5;:

koek a gracefully painted ¢ Mountain Pass.” M. i
Corot, as a representative of the French Classical ::me“o:n-:h|::.{h:‘;m:£:

School of Landecape, claims attention for his (78)
« Eurly Morning,” but we have the bad taste not to
1o adini >

every picture on the walls of the gallery, to many| assistance. If man were originally savage, and acquired
which we have omitted as well as to those which we| civilisation by his own i ionall
have mentioned. So we must leave our readers to| to find him on the rise.
judge for themselves, only apologising to so famous a | within the sphe
painter as M. Portaels for having omitted till the very | vation, to give
end of our motice, so clever a work as his (76) ““ A|it that we never see tl
Normandy Bride.” some one comes to improve themP
Zealand remain in cannibalism till visited by mission- | religion as well as for man, High mental faculties
——— 5 aries within our own recollection, and then sprin
Literarp XRebiew, at a bonnd to a level beyond man:
= That the New Zealander was capal

the result ; if it be a natural acq
gire it before we found him ont? On
ift from the Briton,
the Roman, the Roman from the [ acquired,
and the Greek from the Egyptian, we are con-
nal civilisation from which the
and to which they return again
ection is restored, as water
the intervening mass is |an abuse
this invariable testi |to mistake
ost that is offered is that all | far more
originally barbarons; but to
ere barbar-
Our con- |« Sexual

The Descent of Man: and Selection in Relation to Sex. provea by
By Charles Darwin, M.A., F.R.S., &c.—London : did he never &
John Murray, 1871, the other hand,
It was remarked by Professor Salmon at the Liverpool as the Briton from

Church Congress of 1869 that if * Darwinism ™ meant Greek, k

no wore than the fact of Natural Selection there was no ducted back to an orij

necessury oppusition between it and religion; but if, separated fragments fell,

a8 was pop y supposed, Darwinism prof d to give when the long lost conn
an adequate account of the origin of all existing species, remounts to ite level when
it was a scientific i inati not a scientific fact. In pierced from without.

the present work Mr. Darwin 18 resolved that there shall | mony of history the m

t leust be istake. H his charitable ad- | existing nations were )
e e e e O b whoever Bel infer from this that all ancient races w

he question.
and we have some evi-

mirers that there is no drawing back; whoever holds

the doctrine of Evolution according to Darwin must ous also, is again to beg
have no difficulty in admitting the descent of man from | tention 18 that they were not,
a monkey, and of monkeys from the lowest type of fishes. f dence in our favour i
There must be no misiake either about the word Assyria; to assume W\
« Descent.”” Mr. Darwin is not using & figure of|tarn

before Darwinism can_make good this

n
Bavaria,” is also an admirable painting. So is another :-ym:h:l:::‘;o :v‘:;e:r'e it has bardly

Assuredly it can boastno victory. On

like every 10
form™! fertile dsughters, and no one would think of interfering?
What would be said if any sdvocate of Revelation
resorted to such puerile trifling ? In the case supposed,
by |the creatares would not be men, but bees, and act like
other bees. But that bees ever think anythinga* sacred
th Professor Huxley's |*¢ duty” is one of the thoussnd forms of 532- the
Smﬁm artfully scattered up and down k.
uriously enough, the best examples are found, not
among the apes, from whom we ou; ht to inherit, bus
to be P among creatures so remote in physical structare as the
¢ can see daylight. Of the first [ dog, the elephant, and the bee.
that “ of the older and | Amid .ﬁ
 notices, with the feeblest attempt at refatation, the
tion in every form.” His |crucial arguments that man alone is capable of

to man
1l, Sir John

sense of mankind, gentle and simple, has long ago re-
diated their i

1t rej on the exp: and of
confirmed by the voice of Revelation. But a theory

species—the very most |Overcome
g 1f men were reared under ly the same conditions as
unmarried

there doul
law, and so sets himself to |Bive-bees, thor  can Bardly be, o at our unmarried
kil their b: to kill

o dark

a

with the moral and in-
natare of man. Does Mr. Darwin hope to
the verdict by telling us that—

that conscience, religion, and humanity itself, are nataral
evolations from brute instinct, is in the highess degree
irreligious, not only as excluding Revelation, but as
denying immortality, and reducing the Creator Himself
to & mere external fact—an ideal possibility instead of
the Life and Light of our nature.

Francis of Assisi. By Mrs, Oliphant.—London : Mac-
millan and Co., 1871,
This life of the great Apostle of Holy Poverty occa-
es the most recent volume of the admirable Sunday
ibrary published by Messrs. Macmillan. In it Mrs.
Oliphant has given & very touching history of the most
saintly of medisval saints. TenSer-humd, simple,
and courteous, Francis of Assisi contrasts most strongly
with his t contemporary, the founder of the other
memorable order in the Roman Church, St. Dominic.
The gentle husi of the Franci is more
attractive to readers of mmm day than the
flerce enthusiasm of the nican. 'o depict it

this irrelevant gossip, Mr. Darwin

and that man alone fashions | has evidently been to Mrs. Oliphant & labour of

The antiquity of man is another
set up its banners,
heexil of man

Darwin, in
to an assertion that
species"—are the modified
species. For this universal pro-

Implements for & pui To the first he
eml: only answer m.lin the b

foxes are more wary than in districts where they
| are pot distarbed ; and, to the second, that the chim-
position, the induction is at present ludicrously scanty, panzoe cracks nuts with a stone, and other apes build tem-
while the facts and reasons on the contrary side are platforms (as birds build nests), which “might
in short, has yet to be fought m‘!lﬂ ! d i " Might!
first step in its | But does it P and could it, unless we admit i
evolution, and s0 once more beg the question P Itis
astonishing how persistently this artifice is resorted to

love. Still more remarkable is the skill with which
she has treated the many vexed questions which must
of necessity arise when any one not belon, to the
Romish Ce i d to p o inci-
dents of a life which the devoted enthusissm of his fol-
lowers has encrusted with a thick coating of the miraca-
lons. This is ally to be noﬁus in reference
to the tradition of the stig the holy marks which
reproduced in the body of his faithful servant the very
signs of the passion of his Lord. She sums up the evi-
dence pro and con with judicial impartiality. While

w into 'y

the merest conj

It pervades every part of the book, till, by

inting out that * it is seldom that a mass of evidence

that it may at any
bbock’s theory
age more in want of
roof for itself, than able to afford proof of another.
g s A, 2 faot is established which is not quite as
rera of that ! artist. We prefer| easily reconciled with the opposite theory.
M. Maris, who has some very striking, though to]js the uubroken testimony of history, that while in
English eyes rather peculiar, works which deserve| many nations civilisation has decayed and died out, in
attention. But this phrase would apply to almost| none has it sprung up and ished with

. Agsinst it

dint of

in. the most subtle implications, the reader ia led to
of a |think a point demonstrated for which not a shadow of
evidence has been ramanwd. In this way language is
assumed to be deve!
conscience from the complex instincts of beasts, and
evea roligion and the idea of s spiritual world from the
dreams of savages. The existence of a Creator is
pnron‘l-lhgly allowed to be ** afirmed by the highest

ition and often veiled

i go complete can be adduced for any event so remote as
«his, and that at the first glance the testimony in
« favour of the stigmata seems to be overwhelmin, ,” she
does not hesitate to call attention to the “curious oo
“of p 1 affirmation ” of their exi And
after carefully going lhron?h the evidence and the pre-
sumption both in favour of and agaiust the miraculous
appearance, she thus leaves the question to the reader’s

ped from the wild cries of nature,

parts of
le of civilisation is |showing

we ought
‘There are savages enongﬁ evidence that races have existed who have no
ere of history, and even of present obser- |idea of God.” The Bible, of course, is no evid
fall scope for the experiment.
hem improving themselves, till [decay an
Why did New |principal

a belief

How is | either to

Ellmﬂﬁ dream of unseen spiritual agencies; then comes

urope P | fetishism

« o evidence that man was aboriginally endowed with

that have ever lived;” but there is|own decision :—

It is very hard to understand how contemporaries could
2:" made ::.y ‘mistake on such a subject ; and still morehard
thus commmo:lh ﬂm}nlvu ‘Whether it is not harder

0

all d agaiost 8 e -
ness of assertion which is all we have in their favour, mm
lute silence of Francis, the absence of all reference to such &
wonder even in the conversation and writings o his deathbed,
1s 8 question which every reader must solve for ‘himself.
In a similar spirit she deals with the other prodigies
which meet us at every stage of the history of the saint.
She is far from ing with ready incredulity at all

in His existence, while there is ample

the primitive faith or to the causes of its
d disappearance. Hence, in the absence of the
witness, Mr. Darwin has his genealogy for

, polytheism, and ultimately monotheism,
“ what an infinite debt of gratitude we owe to

us to admit the very poil

speech, to express the devel of | design

in related, but specifically distinct, forms, He insists on | civilisation (we rej
real lineal descent by propagation; the human species barbarism at the first, why
is uctually procreated out of the ¢ semi-human,” and To this question there is
this out of the lurva of marine animals. He even gives | 8avagery is still an im

us the pedigree, declaring that, ** unless we wilfully established fact, the whol
Mr. Huxley's doctrine

¢ close our eyes. we may, with our present knowledge,

pproxirn (3 our p ge.” The gene- | assurnption with
alogy is this :—1. Marine animals, resembling the larves | not more logical

ithout evidence that these were in
period of barbarism,
nt to be proved. If

why |¢the il

out of | collecti

« accamulated knowledge.” Of the course of things,
when reason, language, and religion have been once

sach” ““acquisitions” were of p )
instead of being the wildest speculation, contrary to every
conviction of our natare, and never in a single instance
confirmed or indicated by experiment. It is reall

Such being the character of the thesis, we need
not spend much time on the mew hypothesis of

: i the complement of Natural Selection ; what this does
n the remains of ancient Egypt and |for & single individual Selection in relation to sex,
extends to the procreation of offepring between two.
To this doctrine the greater and more scientific portion
of the book is devoted. As before, we have a large

which she cannot understand or explain, she is equally
far from requiring an unquestioning assent to the mira-
calous element in the life of St. Francis. The * mild,

of our reason, to science and our

¢ gincere enthusiast, mot quite sane,” of Hallam,
“the ig and simple man, beloved of God and
«men,” of the Bishop of Ptolemais, is depicted with
much picturesque power by the accomplished writer,
who seems irresistibly attracted to her subject. The same
wonderfal influence which Francis exercised over all
those with whom he was bronght into contact while
living seems to be not unfelt by his present biographer,
after the lapse of six hundred and gfty years, and the
result is & volome of which the tenderness, the
icturesqueness, and the pathos are very remarkable.
he sourest frequenter of the May Meetings must feel
his hearta little softened by its perusal ; while, on the
other hand, even those whose belief is more unquestioning
than Mrs. Oliphant’s, will appreciate the delicacy of her
handling. Tgare are many passages which we w
wish to quote as illustrations of the way in which she

;" Mr, Darwin writes as coolly as if

of language to call such writing * scientific ;"
the ** Arabian Nights " for history would be
excosable.

Selection” designed to support it. It is

ver done 8o since P
y. Bat if the original
bable conjecture, instead of an
arwinism is gone. | what he
lies in the same category of | eitherin
st evidence.
because he is more
that in physi

o is | what is,

of existing Ascidians; 2. Fishes as lowly

biun:

a8

the luncelet; 3. Fishes like the Lepidosirens; 4. Amphi- structare MAD APPTOXI
5. Reptiles : 6. Monoremata: 7. Marsuprals; 8.| ape to the lowest m

Poacental Mammals ;9. Lemuridae; 10, Siminds; | for either being descend

mates nearer to the ape than the
onkey, this is Do argument

ed from the other, till we have | pursues t|
od oy P B
bl

history ; but the moment he 'lwempu to draw any con-
clusion, Mr. Darwin himself is sensible of the exceeding
tenuity of his premisses, Showing us plainly enongh

should be—of what is probable or may be easily con-
1| ceived—and unhappily the probability is often in
inverse ratio to the i of j

That throughout the animal world the male selects and

of very i ing observations in natural
has dealt with a story which the sternest Protestant of
Protestants could hardly read unmoved, but must content
ourselves with giving the passage in which she sums up
her tonching narrative. After quoting his last w
from the 142nd Paulm, she adds : —

Such, 80 far as any record informs us, were the 1ast words
Francis. They were trembling on that voice once 80 sonorous,
full, and sweet, Whis Y God by all_the Umbrisa
ways, and proclnlmed his name from East to West, to Gaul
and ‘to Turk and Saracen, in_knights’ castles and
seamen’s galleys—wherever the herafd of God could penetrate.
1t sank now in dying quavers under the humble roof in thad
rude and miserable ceh, where not a lux\lmot a ocomfor$,
0] the closing 1ife, but only love and faith—those supreme

is in quest of, he writes of what he has found
the optative or conditional mood. In place of
we hear of what might, could, would, or

 the

P

he female, we could have granted without such
proof, The point (as Mr, Darwin is aware) is

11, Old World Monkeys; 12, Mun, * the wonder and

P

-



