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the saying of Wellington-'" it would be criminal to
govern Ixidia iii, but it is ruinous to govern ber
well."

The Revuie has also an article by .Paul .7anc't on5
"'The Physiology of the Present Day," deaiing with
the question betwcen the ultra-scientific view of the
universe and that whichi acknowledges design. "It
is not for philosophy to dispute the nxethods and
principles of science, and moreover it is perfectly
truc that the object of science is to discover in the
complex facts of nature the simple fisets of wvhich
they are compnsed. -In everj point of view then, it
is right to encourage science in seeking for the sim-
ple elements of the organized machine. But if
science is entitled, and perhaps bound, to exclude
ail enquiry wbich bas not for its object secondary
and immediate causes, does iL follow that philosophy
and the human mind in general ought to bu confined
to those causes, and to forbid theinselves any reflex-
ion on the spectacle whicli we have unde- our eyes,
and on the mnd. which has px-esided over the com-
position of organized beings, supposing sucli mmnd
to have really presided? It is easy to prove that sucli
an inquiry is by no means excluded by the preceding
cox-siderations. We have in fact only to suppose
that the organization is, as wve believe it to bu, a
work prepared by art, and in which the means have
been arranged with a view to the ends. On this
hypothesis it would still bu true to say that it ivas
the part of science to penetrate beneath the fox-ms
and uses of the organs, to discover the elements of
whicb they are composed, and determine their
nature, whether by their anatomnical arrangement or
by their chemical composition ; and it will always bu
the duty of tise man of science to showv what are the
properties inherent in these elements. The inquiry
into ends by no means excluies that of properties,
iL even supposes it; no more dous the inquiry into
the mechanical appropriation of organs cxciude the
stuidy of tlieir connexions. Supposing there is, as
we believe, n-ind in nature (conscinus or uncon-
scious, inanimate or transcendentai, matters flot for
our present purpose), this mmid could manifest itself
only by natural ineans, linked together according
to relations of space and time ; and the only objeet
of science would bu to show the collocation and suc-
cession of these natural means according to thse lawvs
of ca-existence and succession. Expex-iment aided
by calculation can do nothing more ; everything
beyond ceases to be positive science and bece)mes
philosophy, thought, reflection-totally different
things. No doubt philosophic thought is always
iningling more or less wvith science, especially in
regard to the order of organized beings; but science
rightly endeavours to geL free fromn it, in order to,
s-educe thse problem to relations capable of being

determined by experience. It does not follow faoni
this that thoughit is bound to abstain from searching
after the meaning of tme complex objects presented
to our view, nor, if it finds anything in then. analo-
gous to, itself, is it obliged to abstain fromn recogniz-
ing and proclairaing the anialogy, because science,
,witbi legitimate severity and rigonr, refuses ta lend
itself Lo suchi considerations." It seems to us that
in this passage scientific men may flnd a statuaient
of the relations betsveen science and pbilosnphy, and
of the liinits of each, framed by one who thoroughly
enters into the scientific viewv.

The Edinb6urgh pronounces Mx-. Froude's " «Eng.
lish in Ireiand " the most cloquent book that bas ever
appeared on any portion of Irish history, but objects
to the Ieading principle of the wvork.

"«The dominant principle that Mr. Fraude cardies
into the consideration of our relations with Ilreland
for the last seven centuries, is wbat is known as the
Imperial idea-txat is, that a stx-ong, bold, courage-
ous race bias a sort of natural righit to invade the
territox-y of weak, semi-civilized, distracted races,
and undertake tbe task of governing them in the best
way possible, without any consideration for tbeir
xights or feelings. Tise conception is akin to the
passion of the hou- for men of blond and iron. We
are taught that vigour and fortitude are to compen.
sate alivays and in ail circumstances for rapacity and
faithlessness ; that force of characte- must caver a
multitude of sins ; that the feeble are as bad as the
faise; and oux- admiration is claimed, for the deeds
of an Attila or a Tainerlane rather than for those
of a Wilberforce or a Howard. This is the familiar
pbilosophy of Mx-. Carlyle, who glorifies force and
justifies aIl its crimes. Mr-. Froude is evidently one
of bis most ardent disciples, tbougb wve should be
sorry to trace in his svritings the deterioration of tone
and sentiment so painfully obvious in the late- writ-
ings of his master ; tbe savage intolerance that lias
displaced the griai and not unkindly humour, and
the cheerless uniformity of harsbness and contempt
tbat has establislied itself in tise place of the nid
sympathies that relieved his sternest moods of indig-
nation. We are bardly misrepresenting the rela-
tionsbip tbat exists betveen- Mx-. Carlyle and Mr-.
Froude, for it is not mnany years since the former
likened Ireland to a rat, and England to an elephant
vwbose business 'it wvas to squelch the rat on occa-
sion.' In bis life of Frederic: Wilhelm he tells us
that just as, wlien a man bias filled thse mensure of bis
crimes, ive 'bang him and finish him to general
satisfaction,' so a nation like Poland, fallen into the
deptbis of decay, must bu disposed of by some simi-
Jar process. The misfortun e is, isowever, that tbough
you can finish a man on the gallows, iL is impossible
to finish a nation in the saine way. We shahl pre.
sently trace thse fruits of this teacbing in the wvnrk of
Mx-. Froide. If we are to accept thse historic guid.
ance of eitbe-, wve must subinit to have evil turned
into gond ait the bidding of genius, and the verdicts
of histoiy svanonly reversed, wvhiiv tbe faculty of
discerning tise truc froin the faise wvili bu everywbere
sensibiy weakened. The doctrine of force is pro.
foundly immoral, and opposed to every principle of
English freedoin, and to evex-y generous impulse of
sympathy 'with thse oppressed."

.356


