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be derived by renting his fleets to the

The French armies once embarked upen his
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SOME NEW BOOKS. upon a printer to that effect. Conversely, | lieve, the principal details of Dr. Wright's | Neither is anything compared with the |eral conviction of the hoplessness of ro-'lm.olhe byways, beating up the trade and
- any other man who fulflls that require- | belief as to the origin of man. There are | forbearance of (hhi:a with the Manchus. | volt. o - ; creating new trade, putting themselves | crusading hordes:
A “Yale" Amthology. ment has as good a right as Prof. Louns- | several interesting divisions of his argu- | They imposed, thoss comparatively lew to inconvenience and exertion to get

Professor Thomas R. LOUNSBURY'S
handsome volume Yale Rook of American
Veree (Yale University Preas) necessarily
arouses question.

~American anthologies of American
8o are not exactly wanting. In them
a modern Bacon, surveying the round
of knowledge, would “note no deficience.”
To the disinterested lover of poetry it
should seem that they were rather re-
dapdant than deficient. Reourring to
the literal meaning of the word “an-
thology " it would even appear that there
were too many flower pickers for the
flowera, too many bees for the “visible
supply " of honey. There ia, in the first
place, Mr, Stedman's professed “Ameri-
can Anthology,” which ia as near being
authoritative as any still living Ameri-
can can hope to attain, and which surely
doea not suffer from the application of
it too strict and Pharisaic standard. Con-
trariwise, it rather suffers from the fault
which a recent historian of American
literature imputes to the Jeciures of
Bryant on English poetry, that they gre
“absurdly inclusive.” If some man should
say that in order to make a fat anthology
of American poetry it is necessary to
let down the bars so low that almost
anybody can step over them, the obvious
anawer is that nobody is obliged to make
an anthology, and that an anthology
without some expressed or implicit stand-
ard is nothing at all beyond the reflection
of the personal likings of the man who
made it. To say this in this case would
ba to do an injustice both to Mr. Sted-
.mln‘o conscientiousness and to his poeti-
. oal sensibility, which are both amply
_in evidence in his compilation. It would
be doing no injustice at all to Emerson's
“Parnassus,” which was in sooth “ab-
surdly inclusive” and made in conformity
to no standard. It would not be doing
much injustice to the compiler of “The
Golden Treasury of American Songs and
Lyrios,” a compilation now some ten
years of age. unless You choose to
way that it fell stillborn from the press
and has no age but the day of its still-
hirth. Against this compiler the reader,
or purchaser, has the grievance that he
not only borrowed the title but imitated !

*“Golden Treasury,” which is in fact a
model anthology of English “songs and
Jyrice.” In ita first geries, and even,
though lems conspicuously, in its second,
comprising poets who had been “re-
leased” by death since the publication
of the firat, that was an exemplary com-
pilation, making it evervwhere evident
that the compiler had and sateadily ap-
plied a standard which was impersonal
and not in the least affected by such an
extraneous circumstance that the poem

his aunt used to sing it to him when he
was a child
. But particularly why a “Yale Book of
American Versa™? 1t is true that a work
showing a disinterested love of literature
is, under our present educational condi-
tions, especially cheering when it ema-
nates from an institution of learning,
8o called, and perhaps particularly wh#m!
it emanates from Yale. 1s it nct of Yuk-i
" that the tale in told of an instructor, let !
us say of psychology, that he was for- |
bidden by the head of his department
to take any account of such trifles as

» ungrammatical expression, or bad spell-
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w . and whose “Seneca Lake" might have

., ability to detect the ring of false meta)

© ing, in estimating the “themes” of hi«
- atudents? Everybody knows, all the |
same, of at least two “literary men” at |
Yale, Professor Lounsbury himself and
Profimsor Beers, even though both be, |
it tboy both are, “emerili.” It is not|
necessary to get out a book to show!
that there are Yale men who know good |
poetry from bad. A Yale man perhaps
cannot say of Yale, as Johnson said)
of his college at Oxford: “Sir, we are a |
nest of singing birds.” Still, a “book |

of Yale verse” is conceivable. Opening | jixh: “The king spoke: ‘0 Sage! since thon |

the present volume with that view, one |
finds -the first poem to be by Timothy |
Dwight, which looks confirmatory. It !
is the familiar lyrie “I love thy kingdom, |
Lord.” ‘There are other bits of evidence !
tending in the same direction, such as |
the amount of space given to Mr. Sted- |
man, for example, which looks ratlmr'
disproportionate, as seems to be also the
case with the works of that other Yale
man FEdward Rowland Sill. On the |
other hand there is a complete sup-|
pression of Edward Gates Percival, who
ought to have been a Yale man, whether
he was or not, being a Connecticut man,

heen expected o commend itself par-
ticularly to Professor Lounsbury, who
has included much worse things of the
same kind. And there is a similar sup-
pression of all the grand old chorales
of Yale, such as “Bingo.” On the other
hand the poets who get the largest show-
ing are such Harvard men as Emerson,
Holmes and Lowell, a Bowdoin man of
Harvard associations, Longfellow, and a
number of “kinless loons” of no colleging
atall. The supposition completely breaks
down and one is driven back upon the
conclurion that “Yale Book” is only a
form of testimonial or dedication, There
is a “Cambridge History of English Litera-
wure” and now even a Cambridge Ency-
clopaedia Britannica. Thereisan “Oxford
Book of French Verse.” Why should
there not be a “Yale Book of American
Verse"?

There is no obvious reason, when it is|

once undersiood, that a “Yale Book*® has |
nothing necessarily to do with Yale, and
that the compiler does not present it
"auctoritate sua et totius universitatis,”
One can honestly compliment Prof. Louns-
bury on his introduction, “A Word About |
Anthologies,” even if it gets one “no
forrader.” In fact, it is an amusing and
readable sermon upon the text “De gusti-
bus non disputandum.” Prof. Louns-
bury tells a good story, new to us, how
that Aubrey de Vere on the same day col-
lected the opinions of three English poets
on Burns. One of thege poets, who was !
Tennyson, said Burns's songs were pvr-l
feot, but one had to forget his serious
pieces to enjoy them. ‘The second, who
was Wordsworth, said that Burns's “seri-
ous efforts” showond great genius, but that
his fooliah litile amatory poems were
worthy only of oblivion. The third was
Sir Henry Taylor, who pronounced that
he found Burna's songs and Burns's
serious poems alike tedious and disagree-
able. To the same effect ia the revelation
‘hat whereas Matthew Arnold found the

in Macaulay's “Lays of Ancient Rome”
toe touchstone of an ability to render any
Judgmient on poetry, it was Matthew Ar-
nold'® Tailier who, having seen two of the
“Lays” in manuseript, by his enthusiasm
encouraged Macaulay to publish them.,
‘Fhis introduction is, as is 8o apt to be the |
eape with Prof. Lounsbhury's writing, an
pteresting and suggestive piece of work.
*lc moral of it is that in matters of poetry
Jne man's opinion is as good as another's,
and that Prof. Lounsbury has as good a
right as any other man to empty hia |

sarap book into a volume if he can prevail l Wehave indicated

bury to compile a volume of his favorite
pieces. We have admitted that Prof.
Lounabury's own contribution to this
volume is worth reading. But it seemn
hard®hat to have the privilege of reading
these fifty pages one should encumber
himself with five hundred pages of se-
lections which are either wholly familiar
or largely negligible.

When Did Huomau Life Begint

The *popular” style of dealing with
scientifle subjecta is full of pitfalls for the
unwary secker after knowledge, but to
the reviewer who deals with *“just booka”
and is not a deep digging specialist in
archmology . FREDERICK WRIGHT, D. D.,
LL. D., F.(3.8, A, seems to have succeeded
pretty well in avoiding the traps that
beset his path in The Origin and Antiquity
of Man (Ribliotheca Sacra Company,
Oberlin, Ohio). The suspicions eritic look=
ing for traces of the posaible hias sug-
gested by the author's high degree in
divinity finds them confined to a chapter
on “The Psychological Argument” and a
succesding, more candidly named chaptar
headed “The Biblical Scheme” - a chapter
that, it may be frankly admittdd, the
raviewer has not bothered to read. In
the main the book is based upon purely
seoular scienee, and thé author reasons hia
way plausibly if not conclusively to the
bolief that not more than %000 years of
prehistoric humanity is needed to acoount

for the development of the civilizations
that are known to have been in existence |

some 7,000 years ago; in a word that
15,000 yeara of retrogreasion would take
ua back to that marvel of the universe
the appearance, whether by apontaneous
generation or by divine fiat, of the lord of
this pretty planet. Dr. Wright notes and

iindorses a tendency to reduce the age of

earth from the familiar thousands of
millions of years to a more mentally
graspabla fifty millions—or so, and the
temporal limits of terrestrial habitability
to “a period, at the very utmost, of a few
hundred thousand, and probably less
than 100,000 years in length.”
cludes the time still at our disposal before
the retarded rotation of the cooling earth
inflicts upon us a fate similar to that of
our little sistor the moon, when phvsical
conditions shall preclude the maintenance
of animal life on this wornout globe.
Withowt intendad disrespact to scienon,
wa take melancholy ple:sure in the as-
surance that long befors the solar sy=tem
“runs down” we shall have attained
Xirvana.

The historical evidence as summed up
by Dr. Wright ia familiar, and soin slightly
less degree is the linguistio evidence.
Here again the vital question is: At ywhat
rate of progress were these developments
made? How far can we rely upon caleu-
lations, reaching into the past and pro-
pounded in terms of historically recorded
progreas? The answer is: The progress
made since history began has been slow
and small in comparison with the develop-
ment that brought the race to the pitch of
cultivation at which the rising of {1e cur-

 tain discioses it toour intarested view. The |
case is purallel, Dr. Wright would probably |

say, to that of @ man who since his gram-
mar schoo! days has been by slow and con-
£cious process acquiring information, He
has no recollection of the avidity and celer-
ity» with which before that time he assim-
ilated facts and adjusted himsalf 1o con-
ditions. This view does not impinge
upon the accepted theories of linguistic

development; it does accelerate “m"i'l'i

erably the progress through the oral mon-
oayllabic and agglutinative stuges to the
attainment of hichly inflected and writ-
ten speech. It changes the running time
of the talk traing, but does not alter the
list of stops. It i a far ery from Schleich-
er's transliteration of Chinese: “King
speak: ‘Sage! not far thousand mile and
come; alko will have use gain me realm,
Iy quoted by Whitney, to the Fng-

dost not count a thousand miles Fir 1o
come, wilt thou not, too, have broaght
something for the weal of my realm?”
Tas Chinese example ny be a bit raw
and the English somewhat overdone; bui
the first is not =o far from the primitive
attempt at articulation as the second is
from the frat. Afier all, to the lay ob-
server, multiplicity of arguments seems
but to intensify the difliculty of ascertain-
ing the truth; the s~isntists offer us clioice
batween equally ingenioas taeosies noth-
ing movre

Dr. Wright denies the exisisnce of ter-
tiary man after examining the svidence
from supposed preglacial relics; and L
asseris that the beginning of the glacial
period”is less remots toan is commonly
supposed.  The tertiary period was fifty
or one hundred times as protracted
as its wuceessor, an era of slow proe-
esses that  culminatsd  in the  cata-
strophic character of the glacial period.
The comparatively suddeu upheaval of
vast earth massesd in lats tertiary times
released forces that operated at an ab-
normal rate.  The difficulty in estimating
the duration of the ice uge lies in the im-
possibility of determining the lengih of
the interglacial periods, marked by buried
foresta. By refusing to grant 1o the race

a tertiary existence. and shortening up |

the glacial period, Dr. Wright develops
his theory that the antiquity of man is
less than has been suppossd. This tem-

! poral compression of the glacial epoch
{is accomplished by means of arithmetical
| calealations 100 numerous to reproduce,

even in outline, within the area of a sixty
square inch review. lu establishing the
existence of paleolithic man geology is
the most enlightenine witness; and the
masd of testimony offered by the glacial
epoch in Europe and America is as fascl-
nating a% it is extensive

It is impossible to real the story of
that good old glacial epoch without eon-
ceiving a strangely pergonal affection
for it. We read of the Trenton terrace,
the invasion of the Mississippi and Mis-

isouri River valleys Ly that inexorably

advancing gelid mass, tossing forty ton
rocks like pebbles over huge distanoes;
of the Kansan, lowan, lllinoisan and
Wisconsin stages; and we think, in our
simple, quite unscientific way, of some
huge, frosty breathed monster chasing
that poor little homely prehistorie chap
from pillar to post, oxidizing the face of
earth over night, driving out the camel,
lion, hippopotamus, rhinoceros and
other still stranger beasts that-roamed
the continent a world of yesterdays ago,
transplanting the flora of horeal regions to
--well, say Ohio; leaving walrus and
caribou bones in southern Jersey and
extirpating five superfluous species of
borse and several of dog. Then, getting
our feet planted on solid ground again,
we wonder whether it is a gracious gift
or a serious blemish ol ths “ popular®
siyle that it should thus pervert the eriii-
cal faculties of the ordinary reader
indulgenca of the appetite for the 1.

mantic, the pictaresgae, glmost narrative |

form ceripple 1the power of
necessary 1o the understanding of sober
scientific facis?

This in-

Does |
pereepiion |

fairly we hope and be- l

ment that cannot here be touched upon,
as the origin of the American Indian, the
tracea of glacial man in North America,

of the Pacifio Coast Region, " discoveriea
in Europe and Central Asia and “The
Phyaiologioal Argument, " an evolutionary
consideration of the “paroxysmal procesa”
by which man must have been brought
into being. The backbone of the book is
the contention that geological time and
the span of racial existence have been
decidedly overestimated, and the corollary
proposition that the rate of progress into
civilization, during the eighty prehis-
toric centuries, was much greater than
we have been wont to attribute to our
remote progenitors; that the earlier stages
of evolution were not so gradual in their
achievemnent as the later process has been.

Like many an investigator before him

in short, the “paroxysmal® theorem--
Dr. Wright is forced at the end to ac-
knowledge that for all his wealth of facts
and theories and ratiocination thereupon
' the mystery ramains. Whether or not
hiz fellow seientigta shall deem his science
vitiated by his religion or his fellow re-
ligionists shall find his faith diluted and
poliuted by the admixture of secular
science, the fact remaina that he has done
well the task he sot himself: to tell in
popular styls what he believes 1o be the
peophing of the earth.

The Chinese Revolation.

| Many readers who have felt the want
|of mome systematic exposition of the
| revolation in China  will greet the
| @ppearance of Mr. EpwARD J. DINGLE'S
| China's Revo'ution (McBride, Nast & Co.)
as promising to supply that want. The
'author is an Englighman long resident
{in China, .an Anglo-Chinese journalist.
Ho has travelled some seven thousand
‘miles in the interior of China, not only
ron the main roads but on the byways,
tand had already published. on the eve
of the revolution, an account of his jour-
neyvinga in “Across China on Foot: Life
in the Interior and the Reform Move-
ment.” e has even the rare accom-
| plishiment of being able to “get on” in
Chinese and not in pidjin English alone.
These are qualifications not to be dis-
'paraged. And vet he admits that so
far from being able to make clear to
{foreign readers the origin and progress
of the revolution he has not been able to
make them entirely clear to himself. “You
j#ee a thing in China and you think that
.you understand it. You fix it in your
mind and tell vourself that vou have
absorbed it, and that you now have the
final thought and word and correct mean-
ing. But after a little time you find, by a
peculiar process of Chinese national twist-
ing and shifting, your final thought and
word and correct meaning are changed
completely.” If Chinese affaira remain
(such a muddle to an observer with so
| exceptional an equipment and opportuni-
' tie=, how can the untravelled Englishman
or American hope to understand them?
His predicament racalls what John Stuart
Mill say= about the advantage of study-
ing the classics, that the Greeks and
Romans were so unlike ourselves as to.
Kive us a new point of view, “without
being. as some remote Orientals are,
s0 totally dissimilar that the labor of a
'lifetime is required to enable us to un-
i derstand them.”

| |

The ecass seems discouraging. But
the reader of Mr. Dingle's book will get
' some illumination which will be useful
to him. The old saying that “the history
jof civilization is the history of roads”
has a peculiar applicability to China,
where the lack of roads has so obstructed
the development of civilization. The
| want of facilities of communication has
! prevenied the formation of what may
| properly be called a nationality. Equally
of what may properly be called a public
| opinion.  To the Chinese, even of to-day,
the Chinese Empire is not a nation so
, much as a world of nations. To be sure,
a quarter of the human race constitutes
‘a considerable “world.” It is the only
!world that any but an infinitesimal mi-
| nority of the people of China know any-
| thing about, either by actual observation
{or by authentic report. The average
{ Chinaman knows nothing but his own
f “nat ion," meaning his own provinoe.
Wherever you find him, he is a Confuecian,
it is true. It is true also that the ethics
of Confuciua have werved a wonderful
| purpose in holding China together for so
(long. Quite apart from the ancestor
| worship that has issued in a practical
 scheme of life founded on the rights of
| arcendants and the dutiea of descendants,
| Confucianism has resulted in a code of
conduct which has sufficed to hold the
| tribes and nations of all China together,
! for all these generations and centuries, in
Ia not insupportablg association. More-
{over, it has sufficed to put “Christian
| eivilization” to shame in many modern
L instances, from the greed of France and
| England, fifty-four years ago, taking ex-
'aggerated penalties for offences largely
limaginary and altogether magnified,
| through the long process of Russian ag-
gression, when, traversing the barbarism
lof the khanates, the backward Russian
‘imitation of Western eiviligation had
leaught up with the Orientsl inertia of
{ Chinese civilization, to the commercialism
| of Germany, assessing at a port and the
“mineral rights” of a provinee the martyr-
cdom of two murdersd German  mission-
aried.  Upon the whaole, “Christian eivili-
L zation, ™ as translated into the acts of the
| Western Powers, has been put upon an
tentively hopeless defencs in China, as
against the mild and obvious precepis of
| “natural religion,” with no protence of
| supernatural sanctions, whaother derived
from the precepts of Confucius or from
{any other quarter. China has uniformly
had the heiter of the ethical argument,
The “foreign devila” (and how to blame
the Chinese for calling and considering
them ®0?) have as uniformly had the
better of the fighting

1.
' But all this while, and more than all this
| while, there has been going on a confliet
in China itself between actual practice
and modern theory. It is curious to con-
| #ider that in China, where all institutions
{seem to us immemorial, the Manchu
| dynasty dates only from 1844 of our ern,
| when the great rebellion was already
!undar way in England, when Puritan

| fanaticiem and the spirit of civil liberty |

were already conspiring to delibarate
| whether, upon the whole, the best thing
[tu be done with Charies 1. might not be
| to cut his head off,
i the vietorious Manchus had raised with
, the conauersd ( hinese the same guestions
lwluch the Western World has been rais-

nineicenth century Again, the defeated
party had all the bstter of (ha ethical
Ling bt

“Vin majeure " We worder siill

a chapter on “Man and the Larva Beds’

It was not long before '

argument, the viciorious party nad noth-'

fighting invaders, every circumstance of
subjection and humiliation upon an un-
warlike population of a thousand times
their number. “The wolf does not count
the sheep.” The imposition of the
queque wes for three centuries and a
half a badge of servitude imposed by the
conquerors and submitted to by the con-
quered. Only within these last two yeara
has a Chinaman ventured to assert his
manhood by going to a barber and order-
ing a haircut. ;

at length risen, but why China did not
risd long before. For the -grievances
against which the English rose in the
middle of the seventeenth century or the
Americans after the middle of the eigh-
teenth or the French toward the clors of
the eighteenth were merely trifling com-
pared with the inlolerable oppression

last.
about the ethics of Confucius to apply
them with effect to the argumentative
confusion of the “foreign devils® who have
bullied and robbed China, It has not known
enough to apply them to ita own conduct
toward the people, to whom it itself
remained. from the beginning to the end
of its sway of two hundred and fifty years,
a “foreign devil." The first few of the
Manchu usurpers made some show of
justifying their usurpation by exercising
their foroibly acquired rule with justice
and benevolence. It hardly appears that
any one of them such a benefactor
to China as to oa;!hin memory to be
revered as that of a public benefactor,
unless an exception be made in favor of
the second, “the great Kanghi.” But they
were stateamen ar well as usurpers, and
strove to make their irregularly acquired
away at least tolerable to the subjects.
Still, upon the whole the course of the
dynasty was steadily downward. It
never managed to attain a popular pre-
scription under which the people of China
forgot the flaw in ita original title. For
all its two centuries and a half of de facto
government it never came to be recog-
nized as the government de jure. It
remained, as Dr. Johnson remarked about
the “Hanoverian” government of his time
in England, “isolated.” And in general its
government of China was such as to make
the word “Tammany” at its [very worst
significance a mild and insipid charac-
terization. No private Chinaman after
“the syatem” came into complete opera-
tion had any direct relations with the
Government of China. If he was rich
enough he had direct relations with the
“district leader.” the Viceroy of his prov-
ince, the Governor, so to speak, of his
“State,” who had paid largely for his
place and whose aim in the administra-
tion of it was to reimburse himself and
more, .

Kt looks likely that the reason of the ex-
treme tardiness of China in throwing off
the yoke of the Manchu oppressor is sim-
ply the reason which has retarded the
economical and political development of
China in general. That is the lack of
facilities of intercommunicatfon. There
has all along been, no doubt, something
like a local public opinion in each of the
provincea of China, taking the form of a
resentment of the provincjal rule, even
when the actual viceroy seemed to be a
tolerably good ruler as vicerbys went,
and much more when he turned out to be
an intolerably bad one. We have no evi-
dence of a viceroy who was a really good
ruler, in the sense of exercising his powers
in the interest of the people over whom
he was set and endearing himseif to them.
Some evidence of the existence of such a
Chinese viceroy may be forthcoming here-
after. But, even in the worst cases, actual
sedition seems to have been put out of the
question on the part of the misgoverned
community by its want of communica-
tion with other misgoverned communities.
Behind the greedy and corrupt viceroy
was the lowering shadow of the supposedly
irresiatible imperial power. This mythi-
cal power seemed to render resistance to
its local vicegerent hopeleas and useless.

. r.

The present author is a personal friend
of Gen. Li Yuan Hung, as Dr. Cantlie,
the author of the recent biography of
Sun Yat Sen, was of his subject. Li
Yuan Hung has been the military leader
of the revolution, its Garibaldi, so to
speak, as Sun Yat Sen its organizer and
inspirer, its Mazzini. From the utter-
ances of these two protagonists, as re-
corded in these two books, we can fairly
make out the causes of the revolution,
The ruthless and lawless conduct of the
Manchu Government seems to have been
vividly illustrated in the attempt to en-
trap Sun Yat Sen into the Chinese Lega-
tion in London. Itappearscertain that he
would nave been quietly murdered there
or smuggled back to China to be decapi-
tated, quite in the medieval European
manner, if hehad not luckily found means
of letting the British Government know
what was going on in 1588 and in the
heart of London. Sun Yat Sen's appeal,
primarily to Americans, as published in
the China Press of Shanghai last Decem-
ber, ia altogether convincing to a reader
who has followed the story of the pre-
ceding events: “There are no laws as you
know laws. The Governor of each prov-
ince makes his own laws. The will of
each officer is the law, * * * These
Governora persecute the people and grow
wealthy by squeezing them all into pov-
erty. Taxes, as taxation is understood
by Americans, are unknown. We pay
only a land tax, but the Governors and
! officars take money from the masses by
innumerable systems of* extortion.” To
the same effect is the concluding sentence
of Li Yuan Hung, in his first interview
with the present author, in Wuchang,
November, 1011: “Please do not forget to
any that this revolution took place be-
cause the Manchus were so unfair to the
Chinese~for no other reason.”

This i3 a mild and courtesus (Chinese
way of putting it. Sun Yat Sen has de-
rived from his American education an
| addition of emphaasis.
|menug are equally and incontestably
statements of fact., Before the nine-
teenth century was out the Manchu Gov-
ernment of China had become the most
crude and vulgar of tyrannies, an intoler-
{ able oppression and & worldwide scandal,
There had been no revolt against it since
the collapse of the Taiping rebellian
after fourteen vears, in 1804, when for the
firat time Western soldiers, such as the
American Ward and the English “Chinese
Gordon,” showed how the potential mili-
tary strenglh of the Chinese could be or-
i ganized and disciplined. Probably the
success of the rebellion would have been

(a8 bad for Chinu ax was its defeat,
‘any rate the Manchu Bourbons learned
‘nothing from the peril 1o which they had

ing with the Chinese Kmpire during the ' heen exposed. The rnext serious dis= ! desd, Our

turbance of the peace, the anti-foreign
“Boxer movemeni” of 1900, had the collu-
sion, scarcely veiled, ol the Empress
Dowager. The dynasty continued Lo rale

The real question is not why China has i Yeferred to Li Yuan Hung observed:

But the two state- |

At |

al the forh ' £ i jtrack, 1 do no
@ Toroearance of Iy it " b chiank t : :
! rance with the by the terror which it bad contrived to mat a single

Bourbons, of England with the Stuarts I‘uuli.l intd the Chinese mind, and the gen-

v,

Ita final failure seems to have come not
from any increase in its oppressiveness,
for in this respect it appears to have hoen
nsither better nor worse than before.
The collapse seems to have come in some
measure from the permeation of China
by modern ideas, parily brought in by
Chinamen who, like Sun Yat Sen, had been
educated or had travellad abroad, and
partly inculeated by foreign missionaries
in China iteelf. In the interview already

“Missionaries are our friends. Jesus is |
better than Confucius, and I am strongly |
in favor of more missionaries coming to |
| China and going to interior provinces.”
But it was mainly the showing of the
weakness of the Manchu Government that
precipitated the revolution. The Gov-
ernment might have acted on the Roman

fear,” if it had not shown that in addition |
to being detestable it was not formid-
able. The awift and easy victory of
Japan openad the eves of the Chinese to
the weakness of the -tyranny they had
been ignorantly fearing. Mr. Dingle
quotes a young Chinese of his acquaint-
ance as saying: “l am going to Japan to
study military tactics and to help save
my country.” [ven more impressive to
the Chinese in the neighborhood of the
capital than the success of the Japanese
arms was the unopposed march upon
Pekin and the capture of it in 1000 by de-
tachments of foreign troops numbering
not more than 15,000,

The lesson of these things cannot be
taid to have been altogether thrown away
upon the Manchu Government. It went
to work to create a modern military
force, and it suceeeded in doing =0 in the
organization of the “model army.” Quite
half of Mr. Dingle's book is given to
the military operations of 1911 around

Wuchang, Hankow and Hanyang.
These chapters havae their interest,
since the author was an eyewitness

of the operations he describes. But
readers are more or less familiar with
the facts from other accounts, and the
account here is irrelevant to the purposes
of those who resort to the volume for
a clearer notion than they had already
of how the Chinese revolution came
about and what it means. From the |
narrative, however, it appears quite
olearly in the first place that the imperial-
ist “model army” was overwhelmingly
superior in efficiency to the forces which
the revolutionists had been able to collect,
and in the second pluce that this superior-
ity was not employed as it might have
been to the annihilation of the raw volun-
teers in rebellion. The burning of Han-
kow, by which half a million of people
were made homeless, was an atrocity
particularly Chinese in its purposeless-
ness, since while it may have struck
terror into the population it hardly
weakened the military strength or the
military position of the revolutionists.
But the strength might have been de-
stroyed and the position rendered un-
tenable if the Chinese Admiral had co-
operated with the Chinese General and
bombarded Wuchang after the battle
of Kilometer Ten, as he had notified the
foreigners of his intention to do.

Within a month after his unfulfilled
threat was made he had hauled down the
dragon flag, hoisted a white flag and
steamed away, thus announcing his ad-
hesion to the revolutionary cause. Mean-
while the chief of the imperialist land
forces, Yuan Shih Kai, apparently the
ablestigeneral in China, who had organized
a “model army” on Western lines, in-
stead of following up his successes had
suspended operations and entered into
an amicable ocorrespondence with Li
Yuan Hung, the revolutionary commander,
offering complete amnesty, parddn for
all past offences and a constitutional gov-
ernment. Itseemsclearthat he had con-
cluded that military suoccess would avail
nothing to him in the face of the spread
of the revolution, that his cause was
lost and that it was open to him to play
the part not of a Cromwell but of a
Monk. It is to his influence that the
abdication of the Emperor is plausibly
attributed. It was last March that the
imperialist General took the oath of alle-
giance to the republic. It appears ocer-
tain that when the Manchu dynasty
abandoned the odious sway which it had
exercised for two centuries and a half
there was not, as Cromwell said of the
dissolution of the rump Parliament,
“a dog to bark at their going.”

Nor, whatever subsequent troubles
may come from the self-seeking of the
new Chinese politicians, transformed
from courtiers to demagogues, does there
appear to be any effective opposition to
the establishment of the Chinese Republic,
“founded on lines laid down by the United |
States of America.” China will be opened !
to commerce, within and without, to an
extent undreamed of by any (hinaman
under Manchu rule. The question for

the commercial nations is which of them
shall profit soonest and most largely hyf
the opening of this immense new market . |
This question Mr. Dingle considers in his
chapter “Aftermath,” which he winds up !
by saying: “But no matter how many the |
rivals, I should think that no two nations
have better prospects for the securing of
China's new trade than Great Britain
and the United States. It needs alert-{
ness, however.” Apart from the con- |
cluding admonition, that looks reassur- |
ing. But when one has read the whole
chapter the total effect of it is by no means
of this optimistic reassurance. In the !
light of the whole chapter, this concluding !
flourish seems to be merely a conceasion |
to the author's English reading audience,
what is known in French as “a way of |
speaking.” For the facts previously !
chronicled are much at varianes with
this rosy view. Those facts indicate
that the enlargement of the Chinese
foreign trade will redound chiefly to the
advantage of Japan and Germany. If |
the emancipation of China had taken place
half a century or even a quarter of a cen- |
tury earlier Great Britain would easily |
have taken the lion's share, practically |
the whole, of the resultant increase of !
traffic. Our author tells us why ghe
cannot hope for it now,

V.

It is the same story the British Cassan-
dra has to tell of British irade in every
| quarter of the gzlobe, the sume that Mr,

Bryee has just been telling about South
| America.  After the South African war!
|a distinguished British Goaneral toatified
! that it was not *form"” in the British army
for its officers to be *keen” ahout soldier-
liug, Evidences maltiply that it is no
{more “lorm™ in British commercial circles

(1o ba “keen” ubout business. And (e
| new German eonnetitos is very keen in-
prasent  aunthor  adds  his

:rolu(-mnr tesgiimony to tha ecommeroial
"decadence of his coantrymen.  *lIn real
interior China, far nway from ‘he heaten '
ramemoer evor having
British commercial iravelier,

orders, and undertaking in many cases
the greatest physical strain in travel to
get business, ® * * The German suc-
ceedn not by political influence, not by
tarifts nor underhand methods, but by
sheer business application, and is build-
ing up an extensive scheme, founded on
sound principles, to capture the lion's
ahare of the growing trade which will go
to Kurope, and to wrest from the Brit-
isher a large proportion of that which
has always been his. The average Ger-
man reads about China—ita hiatory, of
the physicnl characteristics of the coun-
try, of the people of the interior and the
life they live, what they have and what
they want. The Englishman does not
trouble. He rarely learns the language,
in careless to find out anything about
the country, unless it is to get an idea of
sport, and so on.” Intelligent and patri-

against whioh the Chinese have risen at lmom:v. “Let them hate, so long as they | otic Englishmen. reading such testimonies
The Manchu dynasty knew enough

as this, which are coming in to them on
all the four winds, must feel more and
more distrust of *Armageddon,”™ more
and more uncertainty as to whether they
are really battling “for the Lord. *®

But there is a commercial rival loom-
ing nearer and larger than Germiny
in respect to the enlarged trade of the
new Chinn, to disturb the dreams of such
Britishers, if any, as are still in the old
condition of « complacency about the
commercia! supremacy of Great Britain.
That of course is Japan, which has de-
veloped a commercial keenness quite
equal to that of Germany and far supe-
rior to that of Great Britian. Hore is
one typical instance: The revolt of China
against that hadge of servitude, the qleue,
wus attended with a revolt against the
Manchu hat, the little round hat with “the
little round button on top” like that of
“the great Panjandrum himself.”

Thia hat, for which there had been &
stoady demand for 200,000,000, more or
less, had been made in China. Every
Chinamsn after the preliminary haircut
which signified his emancipation lookad
for an emancipated hat. “Japan was
watching. She collared the trade and
in two months she had practically re-
hatted China.” These things seem to
foreshadow that in the new Chinese
trade Japan and Germany will fight it
out together for first place, with Great
Britian third in the race and the United
States a “bad last.”

However all that may prove to be, we
owe gratitude to Mr. Dingle. He is not a
particularly good writer, as may be seen
from the extracts hereinbefore given.
But it is possible for a seeker after infor-
mation who is not too easily discouraged
to derive from his book a more satisfac-
tory explanation than from any other
which has come in our way of what the
Chinese revolution means and what it
portends.

The Normans in ltaly and Sielly.

Whether the great men of history ar:
responsible agents or mere mouthpieces
of the Zeitgeist, the impulse to hero wor-
ahip will not be denied. It is to gratify
this ineradicable and in no respect un-
worthy appetite that the Putnams have
devised their comprehensive “Heroes of
the Nations” seriea of autobiographies.
The story of the latest recruit to that wor-
shipful company is told in Roger of Sicily
and the Normans in Lower Italy, by Ep-
MUND OurTis, M. A. (Oxon.), lecturer in
history at the University of Sheffleld.
Few chapters of the world's history are
more picturesque than that which tells
the story of Bicily. The island which
Italy appears to be kicking aocross the
map has been the meeting ground of the
nations in the Mediterranean: Phosnicians,
Greeks, Romans, Saracens and Normans.

Melus the Lombard, leader of the
Apulian rebellion against the Greeks,
whispered into the ready ears of certain
knightly Norman pilgrims words that sent
them scurrying home to Normandy and
back again with a host of their venture-
some brethren, “greedy of dominion.”
Their succees in their mercenary cause
attracted into Italy eight of the twelve
sons of the knight Tancred of Hauteville,
and the fate of Sicily was sealed.

In 1045 came to lower Italy Robert, sur-
named Guiscard, *the cunning.” Tall and
strong was he, fair to look upon, not want-
ing in courage or wisdom, a true Norman
—and his voice could be heard by an army.
Indeed the Normane inspired contempo-
rary historians of the softer races to
flights of phraseology rivalled only in the
Homeric epica and the modern sports

page.

But the northern hosts were too helpful,
and it became the problem of lower Italy
to shake off the eager allies; but Guiscard
in his firat great battle defeated the papal
army of Leo--June, 1053, and at the great
synod at Melfi, 1059, the Pope, making
virtue of necessity, made Robert Duke
of Apulia and Calabria and “future lord
of Sicily.”

By dint of thirty years of stubbom
fighting, with bitter sieges of Palerno
and Syracuse, Roger,son of Tancred and
brother of Robert, wrested Sicily from
its Moslem lords:

In occupying that island they drove a wedge
Into the mass of Mohammedan States that
stretched from the Tigels to the Fhro. In this
they are the true precursors of the Crusades.

With Robert Guiscard lord of lower
Italy (and, when halted in his conquering
career by the relentless hand of the one
invincible conqueror of conquerors, within
reach of the diadem of the Basileus at
Constantinople) and with Roger in full
power ss Count of Bicily, the Norman
dominion in the Mediterranean waa sol-
idly established. *“With the first Count of
Sicily,” says Mr. Curtis, “appeared a spirit
in politics new to the Middle Ages”:

Roger, Arst among medieval princes, gave
full play to the varying creeds, races and lan-
guages ln a single realm: his statesmanship al-
lowed the free expansion of the culture of Latins,
Moslems and Greeks, who were equally tolerated

| and equally subjected to the central power.

Brought up in such a court, young Roger
I1., who was to become the crowned king
of the island realm, struck out upon new
lines for the Hautevilles:

Half Tiallan as he was (his mother was Adelalde,
daughter of the Marquls Manfred and niece of
Boniface del Vasto, Lord of Savona), the Norman
simplieity, the delight In battle of the northern
races disappeared; the young Roger was made
famillar with the flattery and ceremony of & half
Oriental court. He learned the subtle craft of
the long elvilized races, Of the Norman stock of
‘Tunere:d he relgined neither the blond ty pe, the
physical courage nor the generous Instinets; but
his frame was tall and powerful and his volce
loud and commanding.

His was the courage of the council
chamber, not the battlefield; and it made
him one of the greatest kings of Europe
in his time, maritime master of the Medi-
tervanean regions.  Proclaimed King of
Sicily, talabria and Apulia by bull of
Pope Innocent 11, in September, 1133, he
was crowned at Palermo the following
Corisomas. Wars in Africa and in the
east coustituted the external political
activities of his reign.  In the winter of
LIC-AT Foarop» was araning for the Nepond
Crasade; and Hoger, siys Moo Curtis,
sehemayy subtly, saw in i posiidilities

‘lajorlnuu | have met often, ‘They go oul l beyoud religious conguest or reveuues to

transports, he might have turned the purpose of
the French King to a great attack upon the Greek
emplre. * * * sad omrried out his uncle's
Ambition, the conquest or dismemberment of
Ureece,

But he was not to suoccsed where h
i uncle, Robert Guiscard, had failed. Th
very confusion of forces and oconfliot
of interesta that invited to empire buijd-
ing made it impossible to ioid together
the diverse elements; in that medisval
chaos there were no seeds of order that
Sicilian craft could bring to full .
In Africa Roger was mors su I
at the end of 1148 his authority on th
coast ran from Tripoli to Tunis, his fl
held the sea froin Barca to Sardinia,
even some of the interior tribes
to have accep his suzerainty. He
again the Hautéville tolerance in other
matters equalled the Hauteville severity
in political control. Of Roger's fanatical
auto da f¢ when in 1153 he caused his ad-
miral, Philip, to be “burned to ashes® as
Christiani nominis delusor, Mr Curtis
remarks:

His anger once aroused was implacable and
eruel; his toleration was for Moszlems, Jews and
Greeks living by their own falth honestly and
without disguise, but not for those who made a
Christlan exterior cover uncoiveriel hearia

Roger died in 1154, the power of hin
kingdom at its height. His weaker suc-
ceasors made quick work of the diarup-
tion of the Hauteville domination. [t was
Guiscard, Roger and William his grafd-
son “who made familiar to the West the
idea of overthrowing the decaying and
schismatic empire of the Greeks. Roger's
great design on Constantinople might
seem a mere flash in the pan had it been
an isolated picce of Norman aggression
against the Eastern Emipire. But it was
one of a long series of dangerous, persis-
tent and al last successful designs upon
the independence and integrity of the an-
cient dominion of Byzantium."

The great King of Sicily was one whose
kingeraft was based upon stern justioe,
that made him more feared than beloved;
“subtle in mind, great in counsel, pds-
nessed of the keenest understanding.
The founder of a new kingdom, he had .
inquiry made into the cust8ms of other
kings and peoples so that he could adopt
what was most useful and sound.” Great
in the science of war and in diplomacy, he
was equally apt to the details of civil gov-
ernment. In war he practised cruelties
beyond the wont even of a cruel age; his
temper was vindictive. He delighted in
the company of learned Moslems, and
personally welcomed to his court scholars
of every créed. He waa formally pious,
and loved magnificence. His chapel,
the Reale or Palatina at Palermo, bsgun
in 1129 and consecrated in 1140, “remains
the most gorgeous of all western churches,
a gem of color and lightneas, the highest
product of that diverse and cosmopolitan,
civilization over which Roger presided.*

In sketching the national conditions
environing the “hero” as apart from his
personal fortunes, Mr. Curtis desoribes
the constitution of Roger’'s kingdom, it
civilization and component racial e
ments, and its “after fate.” Appéndi
deal with the source, nature and extent
of the powers of the two Rogers; with the
Bicilian exchequer, and with the authori-
ties on the period under consideration.

“Bilinqual” is a perfectly obvious typo-
graphical accident, but the perversity
of the types emphasizes it by putting it
in “capa” at the top of a page; and "can-
pela® does not look balanced. Minor
matters—but it is in the little things tha
the perfection of the publisher's as o
other arts resides.

OLD ALMANACS.

Contained Anti-Slavery Kassays, Se
mons and Useful Recipes.

Frvom the Dea Moines Register and Leader

The fad of Mrs. Lois Miller of Hutchins:n,
Kan., is the collection of almanacs, she
has a complete set of these booklets datung
back to 1821,

in the homes as the family Bible.
were not given away as they are to-day
That was before the patent medic

sold for 25 to 60 cents each.
These early day almapacs were n
larger than the present patent medic|

monials they contained recipes, prove
admonitions, essays, and usually a sermoa
or two. The almanacs of the ‘208 ner
ventured to have light vein. Alleged jok
were barred then.

As shown by Mrs. Miller's collection,
the alimanac makers veered to the funvr
side, although thpy carefully labelled their
jokes as “anecdoles” or “bon mots.” Hemn
is a sample of the almanac humor of thom
days from the Farmers' Diary of 1830, pub-
lished at Canandaigua, N. Y.:

“Who may that be?" sald am Irishman
to a bystander as they stood looking at s
fellow who was staggering along the street.

“His name is Cobb,” was the reply.

“C'obb,” rejoined Pat. "By my soul, he
seems to be pretty essentially ocormed. "

In Mre. Miller's collection are thess inter-
esting old documenta: The Ontarie Alma-
nac, published at Canandaigua, N. Y., iv
1821; The Farmers' Diary, published at ths
same place; the Western Almanaoc of Roch-
ester, N. Y., 1830; the Columbia Callendar
of Troy, N. Y., of 18321; the American Anti-
Slavery Almunac of Cinecinnati, 1841; the

Health Almanac of New York city, 184
Rosser's Western Almanac, Lafayetie,

Ind., 1847; the Dutch-English Almanac.
Richmond, Ind,, 1847, and Everybody's
Almanac, Dayton, Ohio, 1846,

Probably the most inieresting from s
historical standpoint is the Afti-Slavery
Almanac. This was issued by the Ohio
Anti-Blavery Society at Cincinnati and was
full of essays and sermonettes againsi
slavery.

On the cover of this booklet is a crude
woodout depicting negro slaves toiling 1n
the field. A white man and womman passing
by are reviewing this scene and the wom.n
remarks: “Poor things!” The picture is
lnbellad, “They Can't Take Care of Thew-
selves.”

Articles and arguments againat glavery
throughout this ancient almanac are heaudal
“Can Slaves Feel?" “Do They Huve the
Sense of Human Feeling?” “Will the Slaved
it Emancipated Cut  Their  Masters
Throats?" “ Bhould We Pray for the Slayes’
This old anti-slavery almanac gives a list
of Southern slaveholders who during the
year 1841 had freed their slaves.

The first patent medicine testimonial
appeared in Jayne's Almanac in 1857, W L
|Somerwel! of Tulip, Ark., testifies that he
{tried some of this medicine on one of hig
\slave women. “SBhe has fully recovered

e writes, “and although she was worth:
{less Lo me for over a year because of this
rheumatism she is now strong as ever an
| 1 sold her yesterday for $800,

MEXICAN RUINS IN FICTION.

'“The Texan Star' Deals With Areh
H acological Weonders.

‘The desolate and abandoned palavet
or temples in Mexico into which Joseph
A. Altaheler takes his hero in his new
i book, “The Texan Star.” just publisied
by the Appletons, are an adaptation of
i the famous ruius of Mitia in the Biate ¢
Qaxaca, Mexico, which in grandaus an
magnificence can be comparad with
almost any in the Old Worid. ‘I'ney are
' believed by archesiogists o ho auve
"where from 2,000 to 5,00 vears o] ac#,
' but nothing is known of their nistory of
origin. 'They had been desolate (o ceds
turies when Cortez saw them. )




