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0) P oiine Deuns
Speravi ini Te'!

0 care mi ,Jcsti
Nulle libera Ile!

0 Lord my God
1 have trlst2( ii T1h('e

<) .esins, iny (learest Ozie,
NONv set Ile frée.

In durù catenâ, ni in.s
Gemendo, petendo et nflted
Adoro, imploro, ut liberes ine

In direst oppression, in sorrowv's obsession,
1 adore thee, 1 inph)l;re thee,
Deliver thon me.

T7le Collcep)tz andL< Theories of 30il
.Physics. By J. B3. STALo. The In-
ternational Scientifie Scrics. New
York : Appieton & Co. ; Toronto:
N. Ure é% Co. 1882.

This work is a, two-foid criticism, fromn
the point of view first of physies, thon of
nietaphysics, of wliat the author calis the
Meclianical Theory of the Universe. lIt
is thus an attack on the first principles
of the modemn ovolution philosophy,
which, in the part iC the book devoted t o
physical science, is t f a kitid to ho fiffy
appreciated only by qci""-tifie excperts.
When the physical speculation is sucli as
to be wiithin the scope of ordinary ob-
servation, we fail to find Professor Stal-
lo's reasoning conclusive. For instance,
-when hoe argues that the 'mechanical
theory' must necessarily regard the ele-
nientary unit of a mass as inelastc, 'be-
cause e]asticity involves motion of parts,'
and thon proceeds from the Kinetie
theory of gasses (i. e., the theory that
gasiconsists of innumerable solid particles
whose velocities and directions are
changed by mutual encounters) to, argue
that the atoms must be eiastic. Surely
eiasticity does not in its simpiest formi
'-involve' the motion of parts. Elas-
ticity is potential motion, and, one wvould
think, inust be regarded as an mnalien-
able attribute of the primitive atonis by
the advocates of the 'mechanical theory.'
lIn a similar manner Professor Stallo at-
tacks every point in the evolution sys-
tomn, especia.lly the atomic cosmical then-
ry, and Laplace's, or rather Kant's,
Theory of the Hea-v.:ns. The second por-
tion of Profossor Stallo's work is more
available for the non-scientist. The
author accuses the mechanical theory of
being a revival of xnedioeval realismn, of

putting thouglits for things, of mistalcing
concepts for realitios. De roasons froni
tho on-ali-sides-adrnittod relativity of
huma»l thouglit against evolutionists,

1 who, lie asserts, unintelligibly, wo must
confess, to us, hoid the cognizability of
the absohtite. XVo always thouglit tho
reverse, reniemborivrg Spencer's remarks
on that subj eet in his ' First Principles.'

There is an interesting chapter on that
strangest phase of mathemnaties, ' tran-
scendozital geometry,' which teills of the
liniteness of space and the universe, of a
point at which parailel linos, if pro-
duced, nicet, Euclid to the contrary not-
withstanding ; and of beings wvith, more
thani thexe hi-ce dimensions. The animais
WC kn11w, liave tlice dimensions only,
lengti,l breadthi, and thickness ; anl
soine of these ' beings' of threo dimen-
sions are quite asmuch as WC can mnanag.
A bcing of four dimnensions nig(,ht bo
awkward as a partner in business or ini
inatrimiony, and -vo are thankful that
theso are banishied to a land where the
pro positions of Eticlid are untrustworthy
and whiere parallel linos mneet.

The Poctical Yorls of lkrs. Lprozon (Miss
R. E. MULLINS), 1 Vol. 12MO. Mon-
treal :John Loveil &Son.

To many of the older readers of Cana-
dian periodical literature, Mrs. Lepro-
hion's name mnust bo well and favourably
known. She wvas a valued contributor to,
the Literary «arland, tho pioneer maga-
zine of Canada, whichi was owned and
published by Messrs Loveli & Gibson,
Parliamontary Printers, and edited by
M~r. John Gibson, of that; long-familiar
firm. The collection beforo us is pub-
lished as a memorial volume of a gifted
and patriotie woman, who did mucli
in lier day to aid the intellectual life
iii Montreai circles, and to promoto the
love of lettors thougliaut the country.
Mrs. Leprohion was oý Irishi birth, and
lmad ail the qimalities of head andl heart
that give distinction to Irishwomon uf
culture, and whicli so frequently flnd e,-
pression in sang. Montreal, in Mrs. Lo-
prohon, lIsidore G. Asclier, Thomas
D'Arcy McGee, Charles Heavysege, and
John Reade, lias hadl representatives of
the muse of more than local fame, and
whose productions tlie chief city of Can-
ada would be ungrateful indeed were she
roadily to lot die. lIn this beautiful littlqý


