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BOOKS.
AntiSlavery

SOME NEW

Lowell's
Papers.
Mossrs. Houghton, Mifflin & Co. have
publishied in two volumes the prose con-
tributions of James Russell Lowell to the
columns of the anti-slavery pross. It is
admitted in the preface that Lowell's part
«jn the abolition movement was not a con-
“kpicuous one, and that he himself counted
his poems hie chicf service to the anti-
slavery cause. It is, of course, for’ this

James  Russell

poason that the papers here reprinted have
remained for so loug uncollected, It is
furth+r acinowledgzed by the compller
, that the articles brought together in these
volumes exhibit little argument; what we
have in them is the preaching of & convert
to the converted.  On the other hand, some
of them are masterpieces of invective and
sarcasm: thoey ars everywhere illuminated
by wit, ard their litsrary quality is, as
Cmight e expected, admirable.  All of them
are instinct with the patriotic ardor which
. was to find still more glowing expression in

«the “Biglow Papers”™ and the “Commemo-

LBAtion Ode.”  The surprising range of the
articles, which include comments on the
Trish Rebeliion and the French Revolution,
as well a= current American politics, is

accountad for by his definition of “The Aim
of tho True Abolitionist,” which, he said,
was ot only to put an end to negro slavery
in America: *He i equally the sworn foe
of tvranny throughout the world." An
Abolitionist Lowell was not in the Garrison-
fan =cnse of the word. He waa rather a
Frec-S iler; that is to say, he desired to
excluae slavery from the Territories, but
would have allowed it 1o remain in the States
wherein it was authorized by the Consti-

tution until the Constitution should be
amended. A: the editor of these volumes
points out, Liwell was no Radical, and

never sympathized with the extreme wing
of the Abolitionista in their repu liation of
the Federal organic law, and iu their pro-
. posals to dissolve the Union. We should
add that, of the fifty articles here repro-
duoed, the first five were oontributed
“.during 1844 to the Pennaylvania Freeman
the rest, batween 1845 and 1850, to the Na-

fional Anh-Slavery Standard, of which
: Lowellwas for two vears a titular associate
editor.
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.. One of these articles—that on *The Prej-
wtidice of Color’-is as timely to-day as
" it was in 1845, when it waa penned. Mr.
Jowell held that there was nothing more
.-nadly and pitiably ludicrous in the motley
+face of our social system than the prej-
:ﬁ" of color. “An aristoeracy of in-
lect,” he said, “may claim some lenjency
of judgment from the reason, and there are
‘gertain physiological arguments to bolster
an aristocracy of birth; but a patent
of nobility founded on no better distine-
tion than an accidental difference in the
sqcreting vessels of the skin would seem
ridiculous even to a German C unt who had
- earned his title by the mure valid ocon-
" gidération of thirty-six dollars.” Else-
where he shows that we are not even con-
ristent and undiscriminating in our ob-
jection to color, “The black men, having
endured unparalleled hardships and op-
:: pressions with resignation and patience,
are despised as wanting in spirit and
» gpucity, whila the red men, having re-
“1urred blow for blow—having displayed,
perhaps, more hideous qualities than any
iy other savages—become the theme of novels
& romances, are made the subject of
=~ Fhymes almost as atrocious as one of their
_, own war songs, and furnish even our chil-
—d=en's books with pernicious examples of
utterly barbarous and pagan virtues.”
* 3¢ 9 as true now as it was in 18435 that the
- prejudice against color is no less pervasive
.. and deep-seated at the North than at the
+“South. Lowell pointed out that “the colored
.:Eupla of the so-called free States are still
s.beld in slavery bLy something stronger
‘“than the Constitution, more terrible than
'#he¢ cannon and the bayonet—the force
..of a depraved and un-Christian public
“.opinion. We shut them rigidly out from
_every path of emulation or of ambition,
- ahd then deny to them the posasession of
+~ ordinary faculties.
.7 2No talent will show (tse!f till there is
.-.-zg&mnd for {ts exercise, and then it leaps
.spantaneously and irresistibly into vigor-
ous action. The proportion of degraded
. whites in this country is to the full as great
:wp the proportion of degraded persons
i ‘the colored population; it is infinitely
' greater if we consider the respective op-
portunities of the two races.” The paper
“ concludes with the expression of a con-
““wviotion that Abolitionists could in no way
~smore usefully serve their cause than by
seeking to elevate the condition of the
.. aolored race in the Free BStates, and to
* break down every barrier of invidious
‘distinction between them and their privi-
leged brothers. *While our moral atmos-
" phere is 8o dense and heavy with preju-
dice, it will be impossible for the colored
man to stand erect or to breathe freely.
Xven if he make the attempt, he can never
aflain that quiet unconaciousness so neces-
“ sary to & full and harmonious develop-
_‘ynent while he is continually forced to re-
~slst the terrible pressure from without.
*'It is for us to endeavor to reduce this at-
r* mosphere to the true natural weight, and
so struggle as manfully and earnestly, and
as donstantly also, against the slave system
» " of the North as against that of the South.*
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It is well known that Daniel Webster lost
_ @ large proportion of his friends at the
= Morth by his advocacy of the Clay Com-

prowise
before, however, he had come to be regarded
: ‘not only by extreme Abolitionists of the
Garrison type, but also by Free-Sollers, as a
“logt archangel.” Lowell gives utterance
to'the feeling of stern reprobation and pro-
found regret with which the great orator
‘had come to be regarded by many of his
former admirers as early as July, 1846, when,
it seems, Edward Webster, with his father's
-approval, undertook to recruit in Boston a
:gmpny of volunteers for the Mexican
a ar. That incident furnished the text for
un article here reprinted. Premising that
-- he is no believer in mute inglorious Miltona,
o jnheriters of unfulfilled renown, in the
sinothering of genius by clrcumstances, the
writer admits that “might have been” is &
ojelancholy phrase after all, and that “the
.~ saddest sight this world has to offer is that
of great faculties de! 1sed frorm their legiti-
. _mate functions and frittered away in the
base uses of the world, ‘of genius given and
... kmowledge won in vain,' of the eagle turned
' puszard, and claiming only a bLuzsard's
" mmperitance in that sky where he should bave
soared supreme.” Lowell proceeds to tell
us that, among the thousand and one so-
called great men of our so-called democracy,
Daniel Webster exoites in him the most
pailnful feeling of regret. “A man who
might have done so much, and who will die
without having disburdened the weary heart
griefs!
‘ebeter
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ward and upward to the '.:ruh-?.:
- wp
~ Maker?

“In one word, how s God the better sarved,
bow are heaven and earth more &b ene for

His having bestowed upon this man that
large utterance, that divine faculty of elo-
quent speech?” Lowell bears witness to
the prodiglous influence of Webster's
physical presence, to the wonderful mag-
nexism eserted by him over masses of men.
*We saw him when he defended himwelf in
Faneuil Hall against the outraged Whigism

of Boston for having retained his seat in
the Tyler Cabinet, and when the Lhropgln.
audience came, not, as usual, to witness
and decorate his orations. but to sit, as it
were, in judgment upon him. Many a
better speech, both in the grandeur and
the grace of oratory, have we heard from
Wendell Phillips, but never did we en-
counter & harder ask than to escape the
fascination of that magnificent presence of
the man, which worked so potently to charm
the mind from & judicial serenity to an ad-
miring enthusiasm. There he stood at
bay, and that one man, with his ponderous
forehead, his sharp, cliff-edge brows, his
brooding, thunderous eyes, his Mirabeau
mane of hair, and all those other nameless
attributes of his lion-like port seemed
enough to overbalance and outweigh that
great multitude of men who came as ac-
cusers, but who remained, 8o to speak, as
captives, swayed to and fro by his aroused
energy, as the facile brain is turned hither
and thither in mimic surges by the strong
wind that runs before the thunder-gust.
We have compared him to a llon, yet, per-
haps, that lazy strength of his might better
be typified by a slightly changed quotation
from that language for which, to displsy
his shallowness, he has so saphomoric a
fondness. lot us liken him, then, to an
angry bull, to an 'Epicuri di grege, taurus.”
Lowell adds that, in his opinion, no truly
great man can find his adequate type among
the animals, though men of any conceivable
degree of mental power may,

It was, of oourse, easy to show that a
great oocasion had not been wanting to
Websater, but that Webster had been want-
ing ‘to the occasion. There was a time
during the early '40s when Webster
seemed disposed to enter the anti-slavery
ranks. When the plot for the annexation
of Texas waa ripening toward ita con-
summation, a public meeting was called
in Boston to protest against this new en-
croachment of the slave-holding oligarchy.
It was rumored that Webster would speak
at this meeting, and such was unquestion-
ably his intention. But the Massachusetta
magnates of commerce and manufacture
held themselves aloof, and- Webstar, gov-
erned by his friends, and persuaded that
his original diagnosis of the political situa-
tion., drawn from the pulse of the ( ommon-
wealth, was incorrect, staved away, and
held his peace. Lowell contrasts what
Webster actually did with what he might
have done had his trumpet vojce been
raised in behalf of the oppressed from the
commanding position conceded to his
powerful intellect. Webster's actual
achiavements are thus described: “He
has made some ‘great’ speeches in defence
of the tariff. He has defended from the
insuits of a worthless slave trader that
state whioh, were it indeed worthy of his
eulogy. were it the old Bay State of former

Governor to impeach the integrity of a
noble Commonwealth by issuing his proo-
lamation in behalf of his slave-trading,
murderous and unholy war. He has won

by his zeal in fostering the corrupt public
sentiment which sets the poligical shifts
of men above the law of nature and of
God. He has settled the Northeastern
boundary. He has, In acoordance with
that axiom of natural philosophy which
declares that ez nikilo mikil fit, reduced
Charles Jared Ingersoll to nothing by a
speech in which he descended even below
the vulgar level of his assailant. And,
finally, he has sent his youngest son (a
youth who has just about brains enough
to be conveniently come at by a cannon
ball) to Boston to recruit a company for the
Mexican War, as if his subserviency to
the slave power had not y amply
atoned for his Federallsm in the last war,
and richly earned for him the title of patriot,
as it is understood in America. Shall
not the Recording Angel write /chabod after
the name of this man in the great book
of Doom?® The paper ends with a fore-
cast of the fame that might have becn
Webster's had he seized the opportunity
offered by the Texas conspiracy to cast
in his lot with the Anti-Slavery Whigs.
*The fervor, the inspiration, the glorious
delirium of standing for the firet time face
to face with a great principle might have
snatched him away as in a flery chariot
from the narrow conventional sphere which
had enthralled him, Once more, God
sald, Behold the occasion! and the man
slunk away, to be for life the defender of
the ‘Lonstitution,’ when bhe inigiil Lave
been the champion of Freedom and of Man!
Onoe more a vision of the President's chair
bung llke a cloud before his eyes, and
blotted out that golden throne among
the immortals which stood empty for him.*

m.

It will be remembered that in 1848 Daniel
Webster again failed to receive the Whig
pomination for the Presidency, Thurlow
Weed having persuaded the National
Convention of his party that Gen. Zachary
Taylor would be a more popular candidate.
Webster did not heaitate to describe the
nomination as one not fit to be made, and
for a time it seemed probable that he would
take no part in the campaign. The Free-
Sotlers hoped that he would declare himeelf
openly against the pro-slavery wing of- the
Whig party and codperate in the “Barn-
burper® movement, which, even as it was,
had the effect of defeating the election of
the Democratio candidate, Gen. Cass.
Thess hopes were in Lowell's mind when
be penned the article, “What Will Mr.
Webster Do?* He rocognized that in
Massachusetts just then there were a mul-
titude of people waiting for Mr. Webster’s
aotion on the recent nomination for the

“What,” asked Lowell, “will

portance to him than to the great principle
which is beginning to winnow the old par-
ties. This principle, having God on its
, oan do very well without Mr, Webster
—but can he do as well without it? The
truth of that principle will not be affected
by his taking one side or the other. But
ocoasio celeris, and the great man is always
of the occasion. He mounta

hat mad steed whose neck is
olothed with thunder, and whose flerce
Ha! ha! at the sound of the trumpets
appals weaker spirits. Two or three years
ago we spoke of one cocasion which Mr.
Webster allowed to elip away from him.
That was the annexation of Texas. An-
other is offered him now. We do not be-
lieve that party ever got what was meant
for mankind. Mr., Webster has now once
more an opportunity of showing which he
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let him &9- Nevertheless, it is sad to
imagine still grinding for the Philis-
tines. We cannot help thinking that his
first appearance as Bamson grasping the
pillare of the idol-temple would draw a
fuller house than Mr. Van Burem in the
same character.”

Lowell thought that, if the Whigs could
elect Taylor at all, they could do it without

Webster's help. Appeals to the reason

| tomet on fire the hearts of Banks and Brokers

days, would never |.ave suffered a cowardly |

the title of ‘Defender of the Constitution.' |
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would be superfluous and impertinent on
behalf of a “hurrah® candidate, On the
other hand, Lowell was not blind to the
value of the asaistance which Webeter
could have given to the anti-slavery Whigs
“Tet that great force of his but once get a
chance to work freely, let it be inspired by
contact with great principles, and it would
become irresistible® And, again, “If ever
a man was intended for a shepherd of the
people Daniel Webster is. The people are fast
awakening to great principles; what they
want (s a great man to concentrate and in-
tensify their diffuse enthusiasm. Ard it
ts rot every cort of grestness that will
sorve for the occasion. Waebster, if he
would oniy let himeelf go, has every qualifi-
eation for a popular leader. The uee of
such a man would be that of a conductor
to gather, from every part of the cloud of
popular indignation, the scattered elec-
tricity which would waste itself in heat
lightnings, and, grasping it into one huge
thunderbolt, let it fall like the meeeenger
of an angry God among the trifiers in the
Capitol.” The article ends with an appeal:
“Tet Mr. Webster give over at last the futl'e
task of sowing the barren reashore of the
present, and devote bimself to the Futu e,
the only legitimate sced-fleld of great
minds. Slimmer and glibber mea will
&lip through the labyiinth of politics more
casily than he. He will always be out
etripped and outwitted. Politics are in
their nature trarsitory. He who writes
his name on them, be the letters never ro
large, writes it on sand. The next wird
of »hifting opinion puffs it out forever.
It is never too late to do a wise or great
action. We do not yet wholly despair of
hearing the voloe of our Danlel reading
the Mene mene written on the wall of our
political fabric.”

\
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An article dated March 2, 1849, is entitled
“Mr. Clay as an Abolitionist—Second Ap-
pearance in Fifty Years.” It sete forth in
detail the impresaion which the oareer of
the great Kentuckian had made upon the
writer's mind. To Lowell American poli-
tics presented no more singular phenome-
non than the poularity of Henry Clay. He
could not easily account for the phenome-
non, because Clay had been associated with
fallures rather than triumphs, and with
(lefeats instead of victories. “He has
achieved more rignal unsuccesses than any
statesman in the country.” Lowell also
thought that Clay's popularity had never
struck down any deep root into the heart of
the people. “*Old Hickory, who put a great
deal of ‘straightforward sense into wvery
crooked spelling: who hanged the Bank as
he had hanged Ambrister in Florida: who
Lullied France, who dragooned Bouth Caro-
lira,and swore by the Eternal now and then,
had a far stronger 1)ld upon the massss,
hecause he refiected them more truly.”
Nevertheless, Lowell could not but recog-
nize that Clay was the idol of the protection-
jste. It is admitted that he “somehow con-
jured an enthusiasm into merchants and
ootton spinners. He found and had a way

Boards. Though a slaveholder, uttering
sentiments which w:uld have authorized
his own chattels to cut his throat, he was the
idol of those whose enthusiasm for free-
dom is multiplied by the square of the dis-
tance at which the struggle for it takes
place. Though not immaculate in private
oharacter, he attracted to himself the sup-
port of the religious classes. Bible, Trect,
Missionary and Magdalen Socleties were
well nigh unanimous for him.

was the Jerusalem and he the of a
new crusade.” How then, shall we ez-
plain such far-reaching popularity? Lowell
answers: “Was not all this because he was
the genius of Compromises, of middle
courses, of blowing meither hot nor oold,
in short, of the American System? What-
aever the cause, the loyalty to him has no
parallel, except in the history of the House
of Stewart. In this view it becomes poeti-
cal. As a forlorn hope, as a devotion to
disinterested defeat, it has gained here and
there, a recruit from a different order of
mind. Whittier addressed to him the most
poetical of modern poetioal verses. And
oven now, as Hogg wrote Jacobite songs
after the last of the Stewarts had for years
heen laid in his mockery-tomb at Rome,
Gireeley turned sadly away from the solid,
rough-and-ready pudding, to sup full of
the Fast wind of long ago hopeless hopes
and to compose cold water dithyrambics to
the patriarch sitting over his wine at the
St. Charles Hotel."

In reviewing Clay's political life, Lowell
can find but one great principle that he
was ever capable of appreciating. “One,
and only one—that Henry Clay of Kentucky
ought to he the next President of these
United States. Unfortunately, he has always
had a fancy that the Presidential Chair was
situated somewhere between two stools,
and has, accordingly, several times seated
himse!f with an uncomfortable rapidity
upon the floor.” PFor example: “His phil-
anthropy embraced all races, but embraced
the African with a difference—that is, with
a handcuff. He was a republican of the
sternest pattern, but who could conoeive
of a republican bhlacking his own boots?
He was willing to allow that slavery was a
moral and political evil to both master and
s'ave, but were not hia chattels fat and
sweet? He was oppnsed to the annexation
of Texas, but then,—~ha was in favor of it.
He was torn by conflicting emotions. North-
wardly, he was anti, southwardly, be was
pro. He was opposed to the Mexican War,
hut wou'd have relished slaughtering his
private Mexican in a humble way. On the
question of the Wilmot Proviso, we suppose,
he wauld be against the extension of slavery
into new territory, but would be in favor of
allowing ‘Southern gentlemen' to emigrate
thither with their flocks and herds.®

V.

What did Lowell think of the prospective
rejations of British North America to the
United Kingdom on the one hand and to
the United Btatea on the other? BSome
recent incidents had led him to disouss
the subject in the paper entitled “Canada”
in November, 1840, lLowell saw that her
Colonies sre dear to England as matters of
pride, and that Canada is especially dear,
as a trophy won from her ancient enemy,
France, He also saw that the (Colonies were
dear to the mother country in another sense,
and that, soon or late, it would be needful
to strike a balance-sheet between pride and
expense. At any rate, the question of the
separation of the North Ameriosp provinces
from the mother country had already in
1849, begun to be discussed on both sides of
theocean, Iteeemedto Lowell that it would
be wise in England to yleld gracefully and
promptly.

*“If it be the mission of the English race
to plant the germs of self-government in
every quarter of the globe, it is most de-
sirable that the different portions of that
race, wherever settled, and hewevcr gov-
erned, should be able to ocommunicate
everywhere the entire moral force of a great
united nation. The tles of ancestry and
of a common past, so rudely snapped be-
tween the mother country and the Thirteen
Colonies by the American War of Inde-
pendence, are beginning to reunite them-
selves. Every steamer carries and fastens
a spider-thread of and interest,
each invisible, but the sum of which will,
at last, rebind firmly togethesr the little
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island and the daughter it disinherited
aod disowned. It cannot be but that the
etperience of seventy yearn has made
England wiser, and that she will be slow
to estrange another ohild.” Writing Ofty-
three yeers ago, Mr. Lowell imaghied. that
the annexation of British North America
to the United States was manifest destiny.
“England is no longer the only central
sun of an Anglo-8azon system: The greal
fragment which wandered off, a separate
planet, and has become the United Stptes,
begins to pull with gradually increasing
force the nearer satellites. Canada gravi-
tates toward the larger and more neigh-
boring body. This is not the manifest
destiny of aggressive rapine, as {n the case
of Tezas, but obedience to the attrantion’
of natural laws.” Setting aside for the
moment the attraction of the American
Republic, Towell deemed it certain that
the centrifugal force of the provinces was
steadily incressing, and carrying them
further and further from the British centre.
“Interest draws the oolonists of English
descent in a direction opposite to pre-
dilection and habit. And, even supposing
an undiminished loyalty in these. there
must be taken into account the presence
of a neutral body in a large su

lation the French Canadian which

retained its language and traditions.
and whose vis imertie must be overcome
by an intenser loyalty on the part of the
rest.” When Lowell wrote, two plans had
been proposed by those who favored the
separation of British North America from
the mother country, to-wit, independence
and asmezation to the United Btates.
Lowell thought that *here again the French
element in the population must be oon-
sidered. If not numerous enough to set up
for themaelves, they would certainly offer
very perplexing material to be worked
into the fabric of a new Republic. This
with other circumstances of convenience
and interest, would certainly lead to a
proposal for annexation. The proposal
once made, annexation may be looked
upon as & oertain event.” The constitu-
tionality of annexation had been settled
by the then recent precedent afforded
by the joint resolution of Congress ad-
mitting Texas to the Union.

VL
In 1840 and afterwards the Abolitionists
used to be told by defenders of the South-
ern institution that the system of chattell
slavery at the South was no worse than that
of wages-alavery at the North, and that land
monopoly was at the bottom of the evil.

From this premise the deduction was drawn |

that the Abolitionista would do well to pluck
the heam out of their own eye, and then they

might hope to see more clearly how to take |

the mote out of their brother's eye. Lowell
examined the assertion in a paper called

*Putting the Cart Before the Horse.” He |

would not for a moment admit that chat-
tell-slavery was no worse than wages-
slavery. °“This matter of comparative
miseries is hardly one to be settled by argu-
ment. Our human instincte decide it for
us et onoe, and without appeal. We do not
believe that there is a bired laborer (man or
woman) in America who would exchange
oonditions with the fattest and sleekest
slave at the S8outh, not even though it were
to be owned by Heary Clay, or General
Taylor himself. Were the question one
solely of physical well being, it would not
bear argument for a moment. The South-
ern Quarterly Remew estimates the annual
expense of a plantation slave at thirty-five
dollars & year, or lens than ten cents a day.”
Obviously, however, it is not a question of
mere bodily comfort. “*The condition of the
hired laborer everywhere ia one which ad-
mits of exceptions for superior energy and
intelligence. That of the alave knows no
exoeptions, but crushes all to one dead
level of stupid animalism or sullen despair
The slave has no hope but that weary north-
ward flight, the bloodhounds the worse than
bloodhounds at his heels, and that horrible
distrust of every human being in his heart "
If anybody desired to argue that slavery
was only one pustule indicating the presence
of disease in the American social system,
Lowell did not feel himself concerned to
deny it. He refusad, however, to accept
this as an argument for apathy, for letting
evil things alone, or for so generalizing and
dissdpating the efforta of reform that they
would fail to reach particular evils. “We
have great doubts of the possibility of
arousing & coumunity to the wickedneaa of
monopolizing land, when the community
feels no stings of conacience at monopoliz-
ing man. Wae do not believe that a man can
be convinced of the sinfulness of paying
small wages while he is allowed to retain
his belfef in the righteousness of paying
none at all. In short, we do not feel entire-
ly convinced that it is best to put the cart
hefore the horse.”

Vo,

In a paper entitled ‘Shall we ever be
republicans?” Lowell expressed the opinion
that his countrymen had never got over a
certain shamefacedness at the disrespect-
ability of their position. They had pever
been more than nominal republicans. *“We
feel as if, when we espoused Liberty, we
had ocontracted a méralliance. The criti-
cism of the traveller who looks at us from
a monarchical point of view ¢Xxasperates
us. Instead of minding our own business,
we have been pitifully anxious as to what
would he thought of us in Europe. We
have had Europe in our minds fifty timen
when we have bad God and Consclence once.
Our literature has endeavored to convince
Europeans that we are as like them as cir-
cumstances would admit. The men who
have the highest and boldest bearing
among us are the slaveholders. We are anx-
jous to be acknowledged as one of the great
Powers of Christendom, forgetful that all
the navies in the world are weak in com-
parison with one sentence in the Declara-
tion of Independence. When every other
argument in favor of our infamous Me xican
War had been exhausted, there was this
still left, that it would make us more re-
spected abroad. We are afraid of our own
principles as a raw recruit of his musket.
As far as the outward machinery of our
Government is conocerned, we are demno-
cratic only in our predilection for little
men.” Is it not a degrading fact, asks
Lowell elsewhere in this paper. that & man's
being known is enough to prevent his hav-
ing any hope of the Presidency? Of course
what Lowell had in mind was the prefer-
ence shown by the Whig National Conven-
tion in 1848 for the unknown Taylor over
Clay and Webster.

One of the mosat interesting papers in
these volumes deals with the “French
Revolutjon of 1848," the news of which had
been received with a good deal of coolneas
by many of the leading American news-
papers. Loweli quiie understood the causes
of the approach to frigidity. *“There is
in this country,” he writes, “a large class of
persons who seem to consider that the ten-
dency of all republice is toward anarchy.
They are unable to perceive that a govern.
ment fs secure and stable exactly (n pro-
portion as the interests of all are moat clearly
represented in it. They dignify with the
respsctable name of Conservatism a stupid
adherence to the makeshift Present and
a total want of faith in, or comprehension of
the Future.” Persons of this stamp cannot
shake oft i prenossession that a certain
amount of sham is , “““~eery to the well
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,+ “Their notion of

old John Bull one,
that it is solely an institution for the preser-
vation of the property of those who have it,
and of the bones and sinews of those who
have it not, to the end that the aforesaid
property may be further increased. The
only New Testament doctrine of which
they have an adequate conception is that
to him who hath shall be given, and from
him who hath not shall be taken even that
which he hath, Theea: otherwise worthy
persons are so completely behind this age
that the dust of it geta in their eyes. They
sympathiza with Louls Philippe in his de-
thronement, and qui‘e forget the sympathy
due to the people he had dethroned.”

80 far asn L)well personally was con-
oerned, he rejoiced at the popular up-
rising which took place in France in 1848,
neither was his joy dependent on the suc-
ceas or failure of the movement. He saw,
on the contrary, that, if the French people
were not yet rips for self-government,
their failure would help them to become so.
Aitsation Is directed to the difference be-
tween the French Revolution of 1848 and
other populasr upheavals. What over-
threw L uis Philippe was the resolve to
bring avout social reorganization and re-
generation, or, in other words, to improve
the lot of the proletariat.. On the other
hand, the first English revolution had
been a revolt of the middle classes. ©There
were republicans among the leaders of
it, and there were men who cried out for
King Jesus, and meant King L)g: but the
people were quite inadequate to relf-
government, and Cromwell became neces-
sary. The only ehange from the old system
of affairs was that a head was put at the
apex of the State instead of a mask. The
second English revolution was one of the
aristocracy, resulting in a mere change of
dynasties. Our own Revolution was rather
a separation from Great Britain, and did
not produce any striking social change
It is true that speculative minds like Jeffer-
won's, in advance of their time, incor-
porated certain radiocal ideas in the Declara-
tion put forth by the United Colonies. But,
if those ideas were enthusiastically, they
were not appreciatingly. recelved. It is
true that the farmers at Concord Bridge,
as Emerson has said, ‘fired the shot heard
round the world,’ but they were not con-
scdous of the mighty effecta to flow from
thet little touch of their fingers upon the
trigger.”

Lowell thought that if the American
people had understood their own Declara-
tion of Independence the roots of slavery
would never have been allowed to strike
into and split asunder the very foundations
of our social institutions. That is to say,
the Declaration was for them precisely what
Rufus Choate called it, a tiseue of glittering
generalities. If, now, we turn to the firat
French Revolution, we find this interpreted
by Lowell as “only the natural recoil of an
oppressed and imbruted people. If the
men who attempted to ride that whirlwind
had been competent to the occasion, they
would have looked forward, and would not
have raked for a system among the ruins of
ancient Rome.® Since 1789 the masses
have gradually been getting to be con-
sidered as something different in kind
from water power and steum power,
though identical with them in use.
“It is found that the little spark of God
in them makes them uneasy under systems
of legislation which might be welcomed with
a self-forgetting patriotism by water-wheels
and spinning-jennies. The shadow cast
on the wall by the last French Revolution
(184%), ‘with fear of change perplexing mon-
archs,' is not that of the armed man of the
old republic, but of a simple workman in his
blouss. And monarchs are not the only
persons perplexed by it." It will be remem-
bered that the provisional government or-
ganized in Paris in 1848 undertook to estab-
lish government workshops in which ar-
tisans could get somethingto do.. To Lowell
there was “something unspeakably touch-
ing in the spectacle of a mob of succesaful
insurgents satisfled with the hope of work.
Is there no advance here?” he asks. “Is not
this cry for work better than the old panem
el circenscal” M MH

A Russian Contributien te Socloleg)y.

A seriea of articles which first appeared
in the Nineteenth Century have been col-
lected, revised and «upplemnented with an
appendix in a volume entitled Mutual
Aid, A Factor of Evolution, by P. Kropotkin
(MeClure, Phillips & Co.). It is well known
that the author is a Socialist of an ad-
vanced type, but it should be equally
known that he iz a man of science, a man of
learning and a sturdy thinker. His pur-
pose in thi- t. k is to develop an idea ex-
pressed by Darwin in “The Descent of Man,"
and formulated by Prof Kessler in 1880,
the {iea, nameiy, that, besides the law of
mutual struggle, there is in nature the law
of mutual aid, which, for the success of
the struggle for life, and especially for
the progressive evolution of the species, is
sven more important than the law of mutual
contest. Among recent essays in the same
Aireotion are *“The Lowell [ectures on the
Ascent of Man,” by Henry Drummond, and
“The Origin and Growth of the Mboral In-
stinet,® by A. Sutherland, both of which
inquiries follow for the most part the lines
raken in Buchner's “Love and Love-Life
in the Animal World.” A third work deal-
ing with man exclusively, and pursuing a
like course of investigation, is “The Prin-
ciples of Sociology.” by Prof. F. A. Gid-
dings, the fint edition of which was pub-
lilshed in New York and London esix or
seven years ago. We neod not remind
the readers of Herbert Spencer that the
same subject is discussed at length in his
“Data of Ethics" and *Principles of Ethics."
We cannot here attempt a detailed com-
parison of the views set forth in all the
writings mentioned, but, after indicating
briefly the conclusionsa reached by Prinoe
Kropotkin, we shall place beside them those
at which Mr, Spencer has arrived

The author of the book before us shows
that, in the animal world, the vast majority
of species live in societies, and that they find
in mesociation the best arms for the struggle
for life; understood, of course, in its wide
Darwinian sense—not as a struggle for the
sheer means of existence, but as a struggle
against all natural conditions unfavorable
to the species. The animal specles, 1n which
individual struggle has been reduced to it
narrowest limits, and the practice of mutual
aid has sttained the greatest develop.nent,
are invariably the mos: numerous, the most
prosperous and the most cpan to further

The mutual protection which
is obtained in this cass, the possibility of at-
taining old age and of accumulating expe-
rience, the higher intellectual development,
and the further growih of sociable habits,
secure the maiutenance of the specias, its
extension, and ita further progressive evo-
lution. The unsociable species, on the con-
trary, are doomed to decay.

Turning to man our author encounters
him living in clans and trites at the very
dawn of the Stone Age; he recognizes a wide
sories of social institutions developed
already in the lower savage stage, in the clan
and the tribe; and he finds that the earliest
tribal customs and habits gave to mankind
the embryo of all the institutions which
constituted later on the leading aspects of
further progress. Out of the savage tribe
grew up ur barbarisn village community;

and a new, still wider circle of social cus-
toms, habits and institutions, numbers of
which are still allve among ourselves, was
developed under the principles of common

of a given territory and com-
mon defence of it under the jurisdiction of
the village folkmote and in the federation of
villages belonging, or supposed to belong-
to. one stem. And when new requirements
induced men to make a pew start, they
made it in the city, which represented &
double net work of territorial units (village
communities) oconnected with guilde—these
latter arlsing out of the common prosecu-
tion of a given art or craft, or for mutual
support and gefence. Finally, in the last two
chapters of this book facts are adduced
to show, that. although the growth of the
State on the pattern of imperial Rome had
put a violent end to all médimval institutions
for mutual support, this new aspect of olvil-
{zation could not last. The State, based
upon loose aggregations of individuals,
and undertaking to be theif only bond of
union, did not answer its purpose. The
mutual aid tendency finally broke down the
fron fules of the State; it reappeared and re-
asserted itself in an infinity of associations
which-now tend to embrace all aspects of
life and to take possession of all that is re-
quired by man for life, and for making good
the waste oocasioned by Iife.

It is not for 8 moment denied by the
author of this volume that mutual aid,
even though it may represent one of the
factors of evolution, doss, nevertheless,
cover only one aspect of human relations,
that, by the side of this current, power-
ful though it may be, there is, and always
has been, another current—the self-asser-
tion of the individual, not dhly in its efforts
to obtain personal or caste superiority,
economical, political and spiritual, but
also in its much more important, although
less evident function of breaking through
the bonds, always prone to become crys-
tallized, whioh the tribe, the village com-
munity, the city and the State impose
upon the individual. In other words,
we must not lose sight of the self-asser-
tion of the individual considered as a pro-
gressive element. No review of+ evolu-
tion can be complete, uniess these two
dominant currents are analyzed. As a
matter of fact, however, the self-assertion
of the individual or of groups of individuals,
their struggles for superiority and the con-
flicts which resulted therefrom, have been
analyzed and described from time im-
memorial. In truth, until comparatively
recent timee, thie «u ‘rent alone has received
attention from the epic poet, the annalist,
the historian and the sociologist. History,
as it has hitherto been written, is almost
entirely a description of the ways and
means by which theocracy, military power,
autocracy and, later on, the rule of the
richer classes, have been promoted, estab-
lished and maintained. The struggles
between these forces make, in fact, the
substance of history. We may thus take
the knowledge of the individual factor
in human history as granted—even though.
in our author's opinion, there is full room
for a new study of the subject; while, on
the other side, the mutual-aid factor was
long totally lost sight of, it was simply
denied, or even scoffed at, by the writers
of the past generation. That is why Prince
Kropotkin has deemed it needful to ex-
hibit in this book, first of all, the immense
part which the mutual-aid factor plays in
the evolution of hoth the animal world
and human societies. Only after the im-
portance of this factor has been fully
recoguized will it be possible to proceed to a
comparison hetween the two factors.
Adequately to set forth such a comparison
would require, our author thinks, as many
years, namely, seven, as it took him to pro-
duce the present volume.

Pending the accomplishment of such a
comparison, Prince Kropotkin expresses
the opinion that to make even a rough
estimate of the relative importance of the
two factors by any method more or less
statistical is impoesible He reminds us
that a single war may be productive of
more evil, immediate and subsequent, than
hundreds of vears of the unchecked action
of the mutual-aid principle may be pro-
ductive of good. He submits, however,
that, when we observe how in the animal
worldfprogressive development and mutual
aid go hend in hand,while the inner strug-
gle wittin the species is concomitent
with retrogressive development; when we
notice that. in the case of men, even suc-
cess in struggle and war i proportionate
to the development of mutual aid in each
of the two conflicting nations cities, parties
or tribes, and that in the process of evolu-
ticn war iteelf (so far as it can go this way)
has ! een made subservient to the ends of
progress in mutual aid within the nation,
the city or the clan—we already ohtain a
perception of the dominating infl ience
of the mutual-aid factor as an element of
progresa, We see also that the practice
of mutual aid and its successive cevelop-
ments have created the very conditions of
society life in which man was enabled
to develop his arte, knowleige and intele
ligence; and that the periods when ine
stitutions based on the mutual aid ten-
dency took their greatest development
wero also the periods of the greatest
progress in arte, industry and science. In
fact, the study of the inner life of the medi-
@val cities and of the ancient Greok cities
reveals the fact tha. the combination for
mutual aid, as it was practised within the
guild, and the Greek clan, with a large in-
itiative, which was left to the individual
and the group by means of the federative
principle, gave to mankind the two greatest
periods of ita history—the ancient Greek
city and the medisval city periods—while
the ruin of the above institutions d
the State periods of history, which followed,
correaponded in both ocases to a rapid
decay.

As to the sudden industrial progresa
which has been achieved during our own
century, and is usually asc-ibed to the
triumph of individualism and compos-
tition, Prince Kropotkin holds that it cer-
tainly has a much deeper origin than that.
Once the great dircoveries of the fifteenth
century were made, cspecially that of the
pressure of the atmosphere, supported
by a series of advances in natural philoro-
phy, discoveries and advances achieved
under the medis -al city organization —onoce
these discoveriesr were made, the inver.
tion of the steam motor and the whole
industrial revolution which the conquest
of a rew power implied, had, necerearily,
to follow. Had the medimvalcities lived
to bring their discoveries to that point, the
cthical eonsequences of the revolution
effected by steam might have been d'f-
ferent; but the rame revolution in technice
and science would have inevitably takcn
place. Our author, indeed, regards it
a8 an open question whether the gereral
decay of industries which followed the
ruin cf the free cities, and was erpecially
noticeable in the first part of the eighteenth
century, did not considerably retard the
appeararce of the steam engine, as wel
as the correquent revolution in arte. He
thinks that, if we consider the astounding
rapidity of industrial progrees frcm the
twelfth to the fifteenth century—in weav-
ing. working of metals, architecture and
navigation, and ponder over the scientific
discoveries which that industrial progress
led to at the end of the fifteenth century

--we must ask cursglves whether mankind

ro—

was not delayed in its taking full advartage
of these conquests, when a general dopres-
sion of arts and Industries took place in
Europe after the decay of med'®valciviliza.
tion. Surely it was not the cucappearapce
of the artist-artiran, nor the ruin of layge
citier and the extinction of intercoure
between them, which could favor the in-
dusetrial revolution; we know, indeed, that
Jamee Watt #pent twenty or more years of
his life in order to render his invention
serviceable, because he could net find in
the eighteenth century England what
he would readily have fopnd in medismval
Florence or Bruges, that is, the arutans
capable of realizing his devices in mct:)

and of giving them the artistic finish aid
precision which the steam engine nr.
quired.

In & word, our author holds that, to attrib.
ute the industrial progress of our oentury o
the war of each against all, which some mis-
interpreting and misleading disciples of Dar-
win have proclaimed, is to reason like .tha
man who, knowing not the causes of rain,
attributes it to the victim he bas immolsted
before bis clay idol. For industrial prog-
ress, as for every other conquest over nature.
mutual ald and close intercourse certainly
are, as they have heen, much more advan-
tageous than mutual struggle. :

It is, at the same time, recognized that,
eapecially in the domain of ethics, does the
dominating importance of the mutual aid
principle appiar in full. That mutual aid
is the real foundation of our ethioal con-
oception seemsto our author evident. What-
ever opinions may be held as to the first
origin of the mutual aid feeling or {nstinct—
whether & blological or a supernatural
ocauss be ascribed to it—we can trace ita
existence as far back as to the lowest stages
of the animal world; and, from these stages
we can follow ite uninterrupted evolution,
in opposition to & number of contrary
agencies, through all degrees of human
development, up to the present time. Even
the new religions which were born from
time to time—always at epochs when the
mutual-aid principle was falling into decay
in the theooracies and despotic States of
the Fast, or amid the decline of the Roman
Fmpire—even the new religions, have only
reaffirmed that same principle. They found
their first supporters among the humble,
in the lowest, downtrodden layera of so-
clety, where the mutual-aid priuciple is the
necessary foundation of everyday life;
and the new forms of union which were in-
troduced in the earliest Buddhist and Chris-
tian communities, In the Moravian brother-
hoods and so on, took the character of a
return to the best aspects of mutual aid
in easly tribal life.

We are, lastly, invited to obeerve that at
each h when an attempt to return to
the old mutual-aid principle was made, the
fundamental conception of the principle
itmelf was widened. From the clan it was
e¢xtended to the stem, to the fedrraticn
of stems, to the nation, and, finally—an
ideal at Yeant—to the whole of mankird
It was also refined he rame time. In

tive Buddhism, in primitive .-

{anity, in the writings of some of the Mus-
sulman teachers, in the early movements
of the Protestant Reform, and especially
in the ethical and philosophical movements
of the eighteenth century and of our own
time, the total abandonment of the idea of
revenge, or of *due reward”"—of good for

and evil for evil~is affirmed more

and more vigorously. The higher concep-
tfon of *no revenge for wror gs," and of
frnely'dvlng more than one ¢Xpects to re-
ceive from his neighbore, is proclalmed as
being the real principle of morality—a
superior to mere equivalcnoe,

equity or justice, and more ve to
hap! . Man ls to be ded in
B e e oI% Yamt, Cribal, Ditt by the
. OF, ' . Yy the
of his oneness with each
In the practice of. mutual . .aid,
which we can trace to the -
nings of evolution, we thus find the ive

undoubted origin of our ethical concep-
tions; and we can affirm that in the ethical
mutual rt—not
mutual struggle—has had the \§ part.
In its wide ¢ Xtension—even ai the preeent
time, the author of the book before us would
see the best guarantee of a still loftier
evolution of our race.
Mr. Herbert Spencer is lesa optimistic
than is Prince potkin as to the date
when a beneficent transformation of human
society may be expected from a thorough
appu( ation” of the mutual-aid principie.
i, Lorm % St et
t voutly to esems very
far away. He notes in the ‘hjhrlmof
Fthics,” that, while the majorit ve
that human nature is unclu.u;ugh there
are some who believe that it ma, ?&I:ﬂy be
changed. In his judgment, bot fs are
wrong. Great alterations may be wrought
but only in the course of multitudinous
nerations: the emall alterations, such as
those which distinguish nation from ration,
taking centuries, and the great alterations,
moulding an egoistic nature into an altru-
istic one, taking eras. Nevertheless, Mr
Spencer believes in the ultimate triumph
of altruism, and in the complete tranaforma-
tion of sox jety by the mutual-uid princip e
He disclaims intellectual concurrence with
the class of men who, while believing 1n
organic avolution, and knowing that many
of the mullitudinous transformations ef-
facted by it are so marvellous as to seem
scarcelveredible nevertheless tacitly assume
that no further transformations will take
place—not even such relatively small ones
aa would raise the higher types of men
toat fitted for harmonious social co-
operation. He disclaims, also, sympathy
with the second and much larger class of
men to whom the future of mankind is not
a matter of much interest; who regard
with indifference a conclusion whioch holds
out no promise of benefit to themselves,
either here or hersafier. “There exists a
few,” says Mr. Bpencer, and he himaself ia
one of them, *who differ intellectually from
the former of these classes, and morally
from the other. To them it seems not only
rational to believe in some further revo-
lution, but irrational to douht it—irrational
to suppose that the causes which have
in the past worked such wonderful effect-,
will in the future work no affect. Not ex-
pecting that any existing soc iety will rea: h
a high organigation, nor that any of th»
::lrl-kna ofedmen norllh\;ing h-:yn becon
y adapt to social e t yet
forward to unceasing « hanges, now
sive, now retrogressive, to the evolution
a Huuunlz‘wdjwnd to the requirements « f
its life. 'And aloug with this belief there
arisés, in an increqsing pumber, the desire
to further the development. The an>ie-
ties which in many now go beyond the we -
faree of personal desc endants, and inclide
the welfare of the nation and its institutic: -,
as well as, in some cases, the welfares «f
other nations and other races, will more
and more become an anxiety for human
pry at large.”
us we se: that Prince Kropotkin is
mistaken when he assumes in his introdur -
tion to th:dprmm volume that Mr. Sperer
is included in the number of evolutionists
who do not refuse to admit 1 & importancs
of mutual aid among antmals, but
refuse to admit it for Min. Mr. Spenc.
may differ from Prince Kropotkin as o
the stage of the evolution in human societ v
when altrulem, or the impulse to aid an-
other, became an influential factor in that
evolution, but he doubts neither the pres-
ent existance nor the eventual importance
of that factor. As we have said, he doe
not look forward, as does Prince Kropotki
to an eariy transformation of human o
clety through the lm"li' ation of the o el
ald principle, but is confident that '1n
transformadion  will  be eventually
tained. This is evidant from the cor. o
tng"um.m e of the *Principles of Eibics,
where we read:  *Hereafter the highes
ambition of the beneficent wiil be to have
a ven though an utterly nap
preciable and unknown sghare-in ‘"tl«
ng of Mu.' Experience occasionall:
shows that (here may arise extreme inte!
eat in pursuing entirely unselfish evo-
and, as time goes on, there will be more
and more of those whose unselfish e
will be the further evolution of Humanin
While ‘contemplating from the heights o
thought that far-ol life of the race, neve
to be anjoyed b{‘ them, but only by a 1
mote posiarity, they will foel a calm pleas
ure in the cons 10USNess of having
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