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[in London, to whichi Adain Smith paid "repeated and
prolonged visits, lie liad înany attachied friends, 5010e of
whoin also visited him in Scotland. He was specially inti-
mate with Sir Joshua 1{eyriolds, Gibbon, and Burke. Samnuel
'Johinson, witbl wholni Smnith had a quarrel-a solitary case
s5o far as Siîîith is reported -but witli whoin lie was later 0o1
amicable ternis; Boswell, xvho liad, during bis student days,
in Glasgow, been a pupil of Smitbi's ;Pitt, thenl youîig anti
just rîsîng into faille ; Slîelburne Ilof 'the sleek couîitenance
and the beadyeye "Sir Gilbert Elliot anîd Windlîaîi wbo,
along wvitli Burke, 'veîe along the mianagers of th e impeach-
ment of WTarreni Hastings ; the Frankios, father and son
Benthanm, then a young ma'i eager for disputation;- Samuel
Rogers, the banker and poet; javid (4arrick,tbe actor. These
were anîong Adain Sniitb's friends and acc 1uaintances in Lon-
don; a group sufflciently distinguisbed and sutliciently <liver-
,ified to show the catholicity of Smnitli's teiluper and the ver-
satility of his mid. In F'rance and Switzerland, in whiclt
Adamn Snith spent about three years, frein 1767-70, lie met
mos0t of the distiilujsied mnen and wonien. fle sawv nucli of
the great Turgot, tlen Intendant of Limoges; met the Duc de
]Richelieu v ýis,,ited Voltaire at Ferney; knew the group then
knownl as the 17oonils and frequently j oined ini thieir dis-
cussions in the rooins of Dr. Quesnay, the Kiiig's physician.
There hie met Guernay, Morellet, Duponit dle Nemours,, Mer-
ceir de la Rvrand the other mremibers great, and smnall of
that famous group. At Paris aiso Smith frequented the
I-l Of de l'Europe," otherwise the liospitable bouse oif the
Baron d'Holbact, who eîitertained ev erybody of iiote whio
passed throu.1i Pa'ris. H[e fre'1 nentcd also the bouse of Hel-
v""tius anld the salons of Madamne lliccob)oni, thie novelist, of
t'le Wvitty Madanie Bou fll ers-Romie], anîd of Màdle de 1'
Espinasse. Hie knew Mirabeau, the Eider, the Friend of
Mani, the Neckers, d'Alemîbert ; indeed inost of the nmen and
WOmnen wbo by action or reaction laid the train tliat itiade
the Revolutioll.

Adam Smithi is clescribed as having sîîy but agreeable
Maliners, as speaking bad French, as playing whist indiffer-
ently, as conversing in a rather professorial"tone, as hiaving
110 capacitv to discriîninate character, as having, iii
begulining a lecture, an awkward and stumbling delivery but
as warmng into eloquence as hie becamne possessed by bis
SU1bjc To these luman traits hie added some humane ories:

hie Waes unostentatiously benevolent, and hie was habitually
charitable in bis judgments.

Mr. Rae's life reveals ail these things and a great many
ilore. It is nioreover filied witb good stories abhout Smnith
and bis friends. The great menit of the book is that it is
packed witb iiiaterial ; there is no mere wordspinning. The

ne defect is that there are in places indications of rather
lareless writing. As regards Smitb's indebtedness to others,
Mr. Rae shows fairly conclusively that the mien to whoin
Snuith was niost indebted was Francis Hutcheson, professor
Of Moral philosophy at Glasgow, while Sinitb was'a student
there, and a vigorous promulgator of the doctrine of indi-
vidtial liberty whichi Smith afterwands iiiade bis own. The
life iS Undoubtedlv the inost ententaining biognaphy of the
season. JAMES MAV 01.

Daiwi il andI Xfter l)anwili.-l

TrPiE Poor pubiie may be xcused if sonetimies it lias
Larwfounid it diffienît to inake out exactly wliat Charles

r111 atteînpted and acconiplisbed. Darwin conîplaiuîed
that even the experts, Hooker and Jyeîl, misunderstood him.
Ilerlert pner only this xnonth complaining tîtat Lord

aidedl Popular misappreblension in bis recent famous utter-
ance On Chnistianity and evolution. Finally, Mn. Romanes
finlds that Mr. Waîîace- the co-discoverer with Darwin of

arn grSsection "-and other leading biologists are doin
1ýýwi grssinjustice by employing bis' naine to cover thein

'e-sided following of bis teaching.
Thle aim of the present treatise is thenefore two-fold

tO. make clear that Darwinism (as opposed to the ultra-
]rwlli'5 m of Wallace and Weismnann) maintains that
flatunal selection " has been the main, ltf not ilhe, exclusive

melans of Modificatio; 2 to examine the eiec o n

~"awiî, and After Darwinî A Discuîssion of Post-1)avmnian
-Pan. O~ns:" Part Il. Chicago: The Open Court Pi-)ishinig Coin-

agailist Weisnîann's theory of IIeredity and XVallaesdc
trine tliat the principie of Utili«ty must necessarily be of
universai application wbere the modification of species i
concerned.

If these two last doctrines can be miaintained tiiem
aequired cliaracters " are flot transinitted and the Neo-

Laniarckians îîust give up titein doctrine that the Il effects
of use and disuse are inheritable." In this case pure Dar-
winisrn (as WTallace, -etc., persist ini mis-calling it) triumplîs,
Naturai Selection reiguîs alone, and D)arwin is shîown to have
beeti wrong in ascribing aniything, as fat as regards the
miodification of s<ieto the Lamiarckian factors.

In favour of Darwin's,, position anîd iii opposition to bis
later and one-sided followers, Ronmanes stoutlv maintains
that the evidence is in favour of Darwin's wideér teaching,
which stands as à îiean between the Utra-Darwinisni of
Europe and thte antitiietic schoo of Neo- Laînairckians in
A.nerîca. Coinîmonsense as well as evidence seeîiis to be in
favour of tbis view, which also lias the support of other great
Itames. The introductorv chapter is very iîïteresting ; the
body of the book, thougli of course tecbnical, is also interest-
iîîg, as iîîdeed is ev~erytlnng than Roinaîes lîandles. Titis
volume lias a good portrait of Iloîniiies and is iin every way
well Ïgot up. Tt is îrily about liaif dlie prive of the Englisît
(Slitiolt.

Letters to the Editor.

'111b COPYICH'I ACT ANI) CANAIAN AUiTORS,

The followiîig letter lias been -addressed hy M r. W. 1).
Liglitlîall to the Minister of Justice :

IVIONTEAtii L, INov. 27t1î, 1 89-5.
Hies. Siit Httîîtîctî'r T1i>iL

iNinister- of Justice,
Ottawa.

DEAin Sit,-In connection with the proposed Copyright
Act, I desire, as a Canadian author, having publication
relations with Engiish and American publishers, to say a
word f roi the point of view of those situated like myseif.

We [lave hitherto been silent, or almost so, in the dis-
cussion between the Canadian publishens and the otlier par-
ties, cbiefiy, I thîink it wiil be found, because we (Io not wisli
to emibarrass a Canadian interest.

The two salient points, bowever, ini whiciî we slîould bc
renieibered are, in my opinion, first, that the number of
authors having more or less of such r'elationts, soine of titet
(1uite important, is nîuch larger than is genenally supposed,
and tîteir interests are incneasing napidly; second, the chief
point whîich would touch themn would be any exclusion or
lîampering of their publication nights in Britain or the
United States.

Sbould the present or any other Act produce that result
it would cause wnong and a persistent outcry. Insofan as it
does not have that resuit we are not materially interested,
tbough pretty unanimously desirous of fair play ail round.

Youns tnuly,
WV. D1 .iti\..

THE HYAMS CASE.
Siit, Tlie letter signed IlFainplay Radical," ini youî

issue of 22nd inst., seems to me to require some reply. Titis
reply imay, perbaps, in some ways be more effectively given
by a layînan tban by a lawyer. ,Froin the point of view of
'4Fairplay Radical " it would appear that law and common-
sense are mutually exclusive. A reply by a lawyen miglit
therefore îîatunally be regarded as debarned by the nature
of the case. Your correspondent proposes to prove four
things :- 1 st. Titat the exclusion by Mr. Justice Street and
by Mr. Justice Ferguson of evidence regarding an alleged
attempt to insure for a large sutn the life of the wife of one
of the defendants was an. enror. 2nid. That Ilin time past,
great judges liave disreganded precedents which lîandicapped

j ustice, and have made new and eoînmon-sense law." 3rd.
"eTlie wisdom of underpaying the judges of our superior
courts whicb presents oun getting the best men." 4th. " The
necessity of having jurymen of greater intelligence in dificnlt
cases." ' I prefen to take these topics in inverse order.

4tb. Tfhere is mucb to be said, no doubt, by way of
criticism. of the jury system ; but it woulîl surely be a libel
oit Canadian jurymen to say that they are less intelli-
gent than any othen. Junymen are not supposed t>

()., itil, 1895.1


