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Nworks. eliable the ide1 t lit onice t o Say Il Luis manlh (h's îlot îdrtnd
whiat lie is wvrit iîi) î:'' ail is exact, 1,11li, and geiîial als il' the alîtlîor ('11
jOve(l N'lnîi lie is (leScribiiil t ; eve->Jlii- th 1s treîitC( ii) to
its verv latest stage, ilo' hiave %ve nloted a siiîo$1( omlission of' iîîipor.-

talice. Oni debatable poinuts, ide irof' priîîiîie (»r liisi» 'il, ils abnmosi
jiidieial clearness alid im par11tiahIit v are adm iraible, and evîil whî(..t cie
soilneti mies dissent 1'rouiî0oui. ai hor's opinion or dvemsîouî, %Ve hiave nuo
tauît to find( wvît1 hiev îiannervi of tatn Ile case. Ill a literary oin

of' view utiso, the work is exeln vl(i(Ii<l;thle style is at once,(
Vigor-olns and elegantf., ilsnîdî o1 f' Il'rschel aid A ra".o ili thif r est

efforts, aind solietiliis rising il ito eloqueîîee as w'eleounev as8 îiîiexjîeeted
wvhile foi. de1> uild exhaustive refilection, anda neute and happv genlerali-
sationi, il 0l)oli(sli nu passages %wluieh naîke il; on the wh'lole (;ie of, tue
iuîost inustructive as well as beîltfiilooks ive have ever. read. We
supp~ose %Ve olighît to flee simnuie iii Coîîffcssinug bo the hlope tulat
Somnle dmisho(iiest puilier on t lus sitie the Atlintie wvill repî'odîice iL as
SOOli lis p>ossib>le, for' altiionig it is '' stpplied hI) Siibscribersyr/.,'
thiat is sinual count-ort to those %vliose poekets are uuot de'ep enoligh f'or
thiat Nwhole Enle vclopmidia Britamnuiica, and wvhose ineljinat ions lire deeided
for liaviing the pelîînyworthi of brend %wioit the sack.

'Flc rngeof' period over Nvhielî tîmis dissertation exteulds, is soune-
wVlîat hîiiîited, iiuclîidingp only the last p)rece(lnig thiiee qaters of' :i
century ; Iblis selectiOnl hi-iugc- beei (leteiiiud, ais Prolt'ssor Forbes
init'ornis ils, b)y (lflt of' the previotns gronîîd liai'ing bceeu ali-cady
occuipied iii the EiicyelopSedia by the dissertations of' PTlayfii anilu
J. Leslie. We thlink t.his is a lltter to ho r'egr"Ctted, for -we caninot
endorse tliîe laudfation which, Prof'essor Forbes sonîlewhlat osten tatioisi v
l)cstowvs oni bis pî'edccessou's' productions. TIliat of' Sir ,Johni Leslie is
oftcu inlaceurate, not, selouni uu,ýjust, anmi, vieweî hy the liglut of' mnodlcrn
science, altogethier incomapflete : ii if thc ;aille objections canîmlot ha'
urged agannst tIhaï; of' Plyistihi it is culeicubcm'ed by niasses o)'
hecavv teelinîicalities Nvlichl lie bias attcînpted to popularise, but lias onl1V
sîuccecdeId ini renderiuîg tedious f'or the savait and nostly iimmiteIligi>le
î.o the 'nealreader. W/ vsincercly wvish thiat tie publisliers liail caui-
celled thiese ineffective cssays anti induced iProfc'ssor Forbes to vo-write

thec lustory of duat inost important 01)0011 whlîi incindes Galileo, Kcp-
ler anti Newton. 'hfli lloNwîng is tie priogrammei whîichi ]?rol'essor
Forbes lias set ont to be p'frneso condensed and yet so lucid tuat
wve have flot the lieart to abridgre il, long as it is foi' our space.

1 hajve adoptcd the period froni about the Yeaî' 1775 to 1850 us the general
liunit of ili'v'uw Xe may imagine ibis peuiod, of flirce quarters of a century


