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London Times: There is probably
no unwritten life in which the world
takes so much interest as in that of
Queen Victoria. The length of her
reign, and its unbroken prosperity,
'the unique position which her long ex-
perience finally gave her in the Courts
of Europe, the marriages of her des-
cendants making her the grandmother
of half the crowned heads in the
world, the active part she was known
always to take in Europe’s great af-
fairs, all these unite to give foreign na-
tions an interest in her career and
personality which none of her prede-
cessors on the English Throne have
ever excited. For her own subjects
there is, of course all this interest and
much more besides. In England, as in
Europe, the Queen was, of course, pri-
marily a great personage, the great-

est of all great personages, but she;

was also a great deal else. She was
not only the head of the State, “our
most gracious Sovereign Lady,” - of
whom we had thought with reverential
awe from the beginning of our days
when we could just puzzle out her
name in our first prayer-books; she
was also the oldest and most exper-
ienced of our statesmen; the one poli-
tician who was always in office; the
supreme head, in no merely nominal
sense, of all the great professions, the
Church, the navy and army, the law,
and, of course, also of that vague cor-
poration of people who mix as social
equals, whieh, generally speaking, in
this courntry includes them alli Of
the aristocracy again, so all-powerful,
or almost all-powerful, at the begin-
ning of her reign, and always to the
end of it retaining great influence and
prestige, she was obviously in an es-
pecial sense the head. Little as Kings
generally under™and aristocracy, and
little natural liking for it as she had
herself, she could not fail to see that
the - Sovereign of so aristocratically-
minded a country as Great Britain
must understand its great nobles, and
the whole order they lead, and must:
know how to make that order look up
to her as its chief. Even this she did,
but it was perhaps the thing she did
least successfully. Her success was
far more conspicuous and complete in
a more difficult field. How is the
Sovereign of an increasingly Demo-
tratic country to become known to the
people? The Queen cannot argue in
pPublic, cannot address meetings, can-
not openly intervene in many of the
things the people care most about. It
may almost be said that she has to
keep her intelligence to herself and
her Ministers. But what she could
give was her heart; and that she gave
with such generosity, such sincerity,
and sucn tact, that it won her in re-
turn the heart of ‘the nation, 4&nd gives
the nation, as a whole, an interest in
knowing all it can about her, which
no foreigner can feel .and which no
Englishman feels about any previous
English Sovereign.
That is this book’s great opportun-
ity. All the world wants to know
about the political actions of the
Queen; all England wants to hear also
about her private life and all that
throws light on that noble character
- to which her subjects owe a debt
which they can never repay except
with an affectionate pride and devo-
tlon which will never fail. No one
will doubt, then that the King has
acted wisely as well as graciously in
ordering the publication of some of
Queen Victoria’s correspondence, which
will inevitably to some extent meet
both these demands. And everybody
will be grateful to His Majesty for
the liberality with which he has plac-
ed these rich treasures of interest and
information at the disposal of the
world. It has been done in no grudg-
ing spirit. The material is indeed so
vast that the editors speak of it in
their preface as  “probably the most
. extraordinary series of State docu-
ments in the world.” It appears that
there are in the King’s possession
some five or six hundred bound wvol-
umes of papers dealing with the
Queen's life up to the year 1861, which
is the period covered by the present
work. From this immense storehouse
the editors have been allowed to glve
to the public three large wolumes of
letters, each about 600 pages. Every-
body will recognize that this is very
liberal . treatment. The documents
published are, indeed, .so abundant
that there is seldom a week after the
Queen’s accession which does not yield
its letter; and there is one week, that
of the resignation of Lord Aberdeen,
which provides between thirty and
forty pages, mainly written by the
Queen and the Prince. In this way we
- 80 with the Queen through the first
twenty-four years of her reign stand-
ing, as it were at her side from day to
day, and seeing with her eyes es-
_Pecially, but also with those of her
correspondents, every successive phase
of all the great events of her life. 'And
her life is, of course, mainly our Iife,
the life of England. It is obviously
impossible to exaggerate the interest
and importance of such a collection
as this from the historical point of
view. The editors may be heartily
coingratulated on their successful ac-
complishment of a most laborious and
responsible task. The plan of their
work may be open to criticism, and
something may be said against the too
exclusively political character of the
selection, but the actual contributions
qf the editors are all that can be de-
sired. But a grave mistake has been
.committed in the method of publica-
tion. The book is one that will create
very wide interest—in one form or an-
other, it will appeal to every reader
in the Empire, and it is difficult to
overestimate its educational value if
.1t were accessible to the classes who
are apt to believe that wisdom lies
only in a democracy. But the three
volumes which might one would im-
agine, have been produced at 10s. and
‘which at a reasonahle figure would
have sold by hundreds of thousands
are offered to a privileged few at £33s.
Furthermore, it is impossible not to
feel some regret that the book has
taken its actual shape. On whose ad-
vice it was decided to give the public
not a life of the Queen, but a mere
selectiqn from her papers, we do not
know; but it is difficult not to think
the decision an unfortunate one.
Everybody, except the accurate peo-
ple who read, mark, and digest the
notices they find in the newspapers,
had vaguely believed that Mr. Benson

and Lord Esher were engaged on a
Life of the Queen. It was known that
the Royal letters and papers had been
placed- in their hands, and people cer-
tainly expected :that the result would
be something -more than a volume of
selections edited with notes. In these
days when everybody’s-life is written,
it is natural that people-should expect
an official and authoritative account
of a life of such universal and unique
interest as that of Queen Victoria. In
that expectation there is nothing mere-
ly inquisitive or impertinent. On the
contrary it is the inevitable result of
the plain fact that a Soveregn is the
most public of all public persons, and
that no Sovereign’s life and personality
was ever followed with such loyal and
afectionate attention as Queen Vic-
toria’s was from her accession to her
death. One, at least, of the present
editors has given preof of his qualifi-
cations for writing a great biography.
Was it impossible to ask the biographer
of Archbishop Benson to become the
biographer:of the great Queen under
whom the Archbishop sérved? No
d t the first task, laborious as “it
was, would almost appear light in com-
parison with the second. But the first
was accomplished in the scanty lei-
sure of an Eton master, and gave
proof of an unusual power of dealing
rapidly with a large mass of material
as well as of handling high' matters
of Church and State with judgment
and with effect. It seems a pity that
a greater opportunity has not been
given to Mr. Benson’s present greater
llesure. That, however, has not been
done, and the present publication is
not g biography but a collection of let-
ters, which can never be at all the
same’ thing to.the mass of readers,
Tpe very best letters in the world—
Fitzgerald's, or Cowper’s, or Madame
de Sevigne’'s—are apt to seem monot-
Onous- when they stand alone; the
reader gets weary of the limitations of
the epistolary form. But the letters
in these volumes cannot, from the very
nature of things, have the merits of
the best letters. It is true that they
are the work of a good many differ-
ent hands, and that, of course, tends
to relieve their sameness. But, to set
against that, they have special disad-
vantages, The large majority of .them
are letters written by or addressed to,
a Sovereign, with the great interest, of
course, but also with something of the
weight and formality, of official docu-
ments. Many of them suffer from
still more serious drawback. Of th
letters that fill the first fifty pages
of the second volume, nearly half,
twenty-three out of fifty-one, are
written in the thirg person. That is
probably about the proportion through-
out, and it is obvious that the read-
ableness of the book must suffer -a
80od deal in conseguence. Everybody
who has ever written a long letter in
the third person has an unpleasant
memory of the tediousness and life-
lessness of the process; and what is
S0 dull to write is not generally very
[lve_ly to read. There is therefore, no
use. in denying -that the interest. of
thede volumes lies rather’ in .suBstdafice
than in form. They do not give us
quite the vivid- and brilliant picture
of the times, as they appeared when
seen from the Throne which a Life
might and probably would have given
us. That opportunity has, for the pre-
sent, at any rate, been lost. The editors
have given their work the advantage
of Mr. Morley’s criticism before issu-

ing it; but it was not in their pro-
vince apparently to attempt any rivalry
with him, or to give us another great
political biography of the type of the
Gladstone and Granville biographies.
Their book, indeed, appeals to the same
8ort of readers, for its contents are
overwhelmingly political! But here
the readers have to construct the pic-
ture for themselves; all, or almost all,
the editors give them is the material
for it. "It is true that they declare in
their preface that their object has
been “to publish specimens eof such
documents as would serve to bring
out the development of the Queen’s
character and disposition and to give
typical instances of her methods in
dealing with political and social mat-
ters—to produce, in fact, a book for
British citizens and British subjects
rather than a hook for students of
political history.” But in fact, they
have done the latter much more than
the former. The Queen’s character is
here, of course; but it.is her political
sharacter almost entirely, and not her
private character. There are no let-
ters to her mother, for instance, rione
to her children, and hardly any to any-
body that are not almost entirely taken
up with public affairs. The book is,
in fact, pre-eminently ‘“a book for
students of political history”; it is a
mass of material for the future his-
Ltorian of the reign. The Queen
emerges, of course from this last or-
deal of publicity, as from all the
others, entirely unscathed, with an add-
ed halo of wisdom and courage, and
wholehearted devotion . :to the public
good. Of the woman, as apart from
the Queen, this book has little to tell,
though it is needless to say that all
that little renews the old impression
of the warm heart, and the brave,
sincere, absolutely straightforward
character. That is as every one knew
it would be. The memory of Queen
Victoria has. no disclosures to fear:
“Whatever :record leap to light, She
shall never be shamed.”

We have frankly confessed that the
book has its defects and disappoint-
ments; but, when all has been said,
it is stil], for the right reader, a book
of intense and enthralling intrest. The
right reader is the lover of history
and great affairs, and particularly the
reader with the political bias who has
felt the fascination of the eternal bat-
tle of Westminster. For him these let-
ters give the most delightful, pérhaps,
of- all  sensations—second only to that
of being himself one of the actorz—
the sensation of being always behind

€ scenes. ' What was the Queen really
thinking "at such-and-such a crisis?
This book tells us. How did the Prime
Minster actually feel towards such
and such ‘a colleague? What were the
real relations that underlay the cere-
monial visits and formal compliments
exchanged between the Queen and
Louis Philippe, or the Queen and Na-
poleon III? How far, in this difficult
and vague Constitution of ours, can the
Sovereign influence the coiirse of
events? How did the Queen intérpret
her position herself, and was her use
of it wise ahd successful or the éppo-
site? To all these questions,” ‘and
many similar ones, this book gives an
answer, sometimes a final and com-
plete answer, almost always the best
‘that is at present obtainable. To say
that is to render superfluous any other
testimony to its' historical and politi-
cal interest. No o6ne who wants to
know what was really happening in

5

—

England and in Europe between 1837
and 1861 can do without these volumes.
AThe supreme interest, of ‘course, lies
in the Queen herself, To be a consti-
tutional Sovereign ‘is probably to be
the most difficult thing in the world.
Fhe Sovereignty and the constitution-
alism are so very awkward to recon-
cile, and the differences between them
80 apt to crop up at every turn! They
may be said, in one sense to fill this
book. The Queen was from the first,
and probably to the last, very tenacious
of her rights as Sovereign. She never
tried to use them for any personal or
selfish objects, but' she believed that
she held them as trustee for the per-
manent interests of the nation, and
was determined never to see them in-
fringed without protest. In her view
Ministers weré her servants, and must
take no important step without her
previous consent; appointments must
not be made, or even talked of, ‘till
she had approved the names; party
tles must not be considered against
the claims of her service. Above all,
the Army and Navy were her Army
and Nayvy, and must not become the
Army and Navy of the House of Com-
mons. Hence the perpetual rappings
over the knuckles administered, all
through these volumes: to statesman
after statesrhan, especially of course,
to Lord Palmerston, hétween 1846 and
his dismisal in 1851; pbut also, with
almost equal vigor, to Lord John Rus-
sell on account of his action in the
Italian question, and to smaller men
about srhaller matters, as, for instance,
to Mr. Labouchere about a Colonial
Governorship, to Lord Panmure about
a movement of troops, to Lord Stanley
about -the introduction of competitive
examinations, and to the Duke of New-
castle for omitting her hame in a des-
patch to Liord Raglan. Of course she
was entirely within her right in all
these cases; the law knows very little
about what we call the Constitution,
and no lawyer could have hesitated a
moment between her view of her posi-
tion and that on which her Ministers
often acted; though only a special fa-
vorite like Aberdeen could state it
frankly to her. Not that she would
ever have denied in terms her consti-
tutional and Parliamentary position.
On the contrary, she fully admitted it;
and the difficulty of . her - situation
simply consisted in the fact that she
at once meant to reign and meant to
be congtitutional, and that the prob-
lem ho perfectly to.carry out these
two Intentions is one. that remains
for the future to solve. ,She had nearly.
always a policy of her own; it was
frequently a wiser policy than that
suggested by any one glse, and it very
often. convinced her Ministers; and
that being so, it seemed obvious to her
that they ought to proceed to carry it
out. It took her a long time, with .all
her sagacity, to realize that, in our
Parliamentary system, what Minis-
ters can do is not what they wish or|
c¢ven. what they think right, but simply|
as much of either .as, they think Par- |
llament can be persygded to accept.
In this, as in other, tgspects, a kind of
legalism, ngtural 'to "the Queen’s mat—‘
ter-of-fact’ temperament, tended® to
stand in her way' 'THis or that, she|
was apt to argue, was the legal right|
of the Crown, the legal function of ‘the |
Executive; Ministers must act upon iti
8s the Queen’s servants and in the in-|
terests of the country; and, as to-the|
approval of the House of Commions, |
that, must ‘be got somehow, or donei
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without, as it legally might be. No
doubt factious members of Parliament
do appear very contemptible < when
seen as the Queen saw them, from
the high point of view of. the Throne,
or from the wide point of view of Eur-.
ope—much, indeed, as they appear to
history and truth. But they can never
appear negligible to Ministers whose
existence. and power of usefulness de-
pend on their votes. The Queen once
wrote to Lord Derby: “There is in fact
no difference of opinion between the
Queen and Lord Derby; the latter
only keeps in view the effect which
certain words will have in Parliament
and upon the country, whilst she
gmks to the effect they will produce
pon the European conflict.” That
was her strength, the greatest of all
the services she rendered to English
politics throughout her reign. Sha
| supplied the Cabinet with a pair of
European eyes, which saw something
more than public meetings and Parlia-
mentary divisions. But it was also
her weakness. The natural prejudices
of a Sovereign, one of that family of
crowned heads which always feels it-
self a class apart and has a tender-
ness even for its least worthy members,
combined with the legalism of her dis-
position to make the Queen look
sometimes at European changes al-
most from the point of view of a kind
of Royal family solicitor. The notion
of the rights of certain august person-
ages, and of the government of cer-
tain tracts of land as their heritable
property, lingered in her mind rather
longer, perhaps, than befitted the de-
voted niece of the King of the Bel-
gians, who owed his Throne to a popu-
lar uprising, or, as Lord John Russell
had ultimately to reming her, the
heiress of the Glorious Revolution of
1688. It was this that made her
shrink in early days from any idea of
touching the small German States, and
kept her in almost constant opposition
to the efforts made by Palmerston
and Russell to drive Austria out of
Lombardy and get rid of the effete
little duchies that stood in the way of
United Italy.

But, after all, Kings cannot be ex-
pected to love revolutions at first
sight. And if the Queen did not see
everything as history will see it, how
much she saw! What an impression,
not only of courage and industry and
love of her country this book gives,
but also of shrewdness, of wide know-
ledge of affairs, of prudence and wis-
dom. She is as quick as a lawyer at
finding a weak point in an opponent’s
argument, and as merciless in its ex-
posure; as Palmerston must have felt
when he read her letter about his Hol-
stein Protocol, .and Lord Derby when
he received her criticisms of hig draft
for the Queen’s: speech in 1859, which
as she puts-it, made her say in sub-
stance: “As the belligerents separately
assure me of their friendship, T am
determined to maintain a strict neu-
trality between them, and hope they
may not change their minds and at-
tack me; I arm, but merely to defend
myself if attacked.” Ministers, whose
utterances zhad -to run,the gauntlet of
this trenchant criticism, were*obvious-
ly obliged te be careful. Her correc-
tions are again and again obvious im-
provements, and her criticisms are as
full of sense as of point. And even
when she was substantially in the
wrong, as in the struggles that preced-
ed Ttalian, unity, she is constantly
making points against Lord John Rus-
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sell which Wwould have been received
with a roar of party cheers in the
House of Commons. But this is, af-
ter all, only cleverness; and there is
much more than cleverness in these
volumes. It is constantly she, and
not her ministers, who reads the
European situation right. She is right
and Palmerston is wrong, for instance,
about the danger of revolution in the
France of Louis Philippe; she is right,
again, in seeing that the latitude al-
lowed to Stratford 'de Redcliffe at
Constantinople would inevitably lead
to war; she is right both in the cau-
tion and prudence which might have
brevented the war, and in the decision
with which she rebukes Lord Aber-
deen for appearing to keep his gloves
]On after the fighting was begun. It
| was she, .again, who laid down in an
admirable letter to Palmerston in 1857
| the two essential points for the new
 Government of India, a single Secre-
tary of State to speak in the Queen’s
jname and a single’ Commanrder-in-
Chief to command. the whole army.
Above all, it was she who, at the
crisis of her life, rendered to her coun-
try a service of which the happy re-
sults are still unexhausted, by al-'
tering Lord Russell’s dispatch oh the
Trent affair as to leave the United
States a loophole for honorable retreat.
This last action was indeed more im- |
mediately that of the dying Prince|
Consort; and many of the wisesti
things the Queen did were, no doubt,!
as much his doing as hers; but it is
| Scarcely possible to separate the two
personalities, which had long before |
the end been fused into one by a Iife}
in which they were never separated, |
and, after the first year or two, never|
disagreed.

Many people will wish that the |
Queen’s private life had played a larger |
part in the selection than it does. As|
it is, the book is almost exclusively po-
litical. The wife appears in it pretty|
frequently indeed, but the mother very|
little, and the daughter hardly at all|
before the touching letters which fol-
low the death of the Duchess of Kent,
with their passionate allusions to the|
unhappy later years of the Queen’s|
girlhood when “for a time two people!
most wickedly estranged wus.” All
through her correspondence, even in|
the letters to statesmen, the eager |
feminine intensity of her nature is for
ever coming out. Quod wvult valde!
vult. What she feels is felt with her|
whole soul, and finds its expression
in passionate underlining through
which one can almost fancy one hears|
the eager, insisting voice. And vet this|
very womanly woman, with all her|
gift of sympathy for others and all herf
craving for sympathy herself, exper-
ienced to the full the awful loneliness
of a Throne. Those audiences on the
| day of her accession; “all in my room |
:and alone,” that “took my dinner up—’
stairs alone” are grim things, even
with any amount of explanation. for|
a girl of eighteen to have to write!‘
The only person in England |
whom she¥could converse quite as an|
equal was her husband, and even |
there, .thgugh' the -affection came at|
once, the perfect fusion of .equal in-|
timacy did not apparently .come -at|
once. Those about here were very |
| conscious, and she was at first a lit- |
tle conscious herself, that she was the
Queen and he only the Prince. She
did not admit him at first to Mel-
bourne’s audiences, and we find An-
"son noting that the Prince said the

Value of Evidence In

Have you ever stopped to consider
the important part that evidence plays
in the everyday life of the world asks
the New York Times.

Take your entire stock of knowl-
edge—not only the academic knowl-
edge that you use for conversationally

ornamental purposes, but also the
practical knowledge that guides you
in ‘your business, social and political
relations; how much of it is first-hand
information? how much of it second-
hand?

You will be surprised, perhaps hu-
miliated, to discover 'how littfe you
know through the direct evidence giv-
en by your own five senses; how much
more you know through the evidence
given by some one else—either in the
class room, from the pulpit, or through
the printed page—that such-and-such
are the facts,

But have you ever stopped to ask
yourself if your informant is a com-
petent person to .gather impressons
and label them “facts”? Are you even
sure that you yourself are competent
to perform this operation?

“Nothing, indeed, is mare difficult
than to tell the truth—to recount the
past, to make a depositiipn upon some
fact, even if the fact be one which has
come a great number of timesz under
your own eyes.” This is the dictum
of Prof. Ed Claparede, director of the
Psychological Laboratory at the Uni-
versity of Geneva, in the current num-
ber. of the Strand Magazine in an
article entitled “What is the Value of
Evidence?”

“To this question,” says'the Profes-

of evidence is proportionate to-
value of the witness. Now, witnesses
may be classed in two groups—sood
witnesses loyal, impartial, and disin-
terested persons; and bad witnesses,
who comprise all the various categor-
ies of liars. *

“Liars we need not stop to discuss.
Any evidence they may give it is cer-
tain is of no value whatever; upon
that point there can be no disagree-
ment. An enquiry, however, which is
more interesting, and above all, more
useful, is to ask ourselves whether
evidence given by men of good faith
really deserves the confldence with
which it is wusually accepted, and
which is expressly accorded to -it by
the codes of every country.”

The professor suggests the following
simple experiment: “Without any pre-
liminary, ask a number of persons
kindly to draw from memory the fig-
ure which indicates 6 o’clock, exactly
a3 it appears .on the dials of their
watches. You will find that some of
these persons will simply write the
figure VI or 6, others, sharper, remem-
bering that the figures take their line
of direction -from the céntre. of the
dial, will write the =3ymbol upside
down, IA, or 9. Everybody, however,
will be quite convirged that his par-
ticular testimony is correct and ready

to swear to it on oath. Now ask them
to take out their watches and look at
them. Most of them will discover to
their stupefaction that the figure VI

which every other experimenter has
i confirmed:
sor, “the usual reply is that the value |
the |

or IA which they saw s0 clearly at the
foot of the imaginary watch dial float-
ing before théir mind’s eyes has no
existence at all on-the dial of the real
watch, where its place is taken by the
small seconds hand dial!

“Here, then, we have a great num-
ber of inaccurate depositions; and yet
how often in the course of a day do
most persons look at their watches?

“Already in 1900 M. Binot, the well-

known French psychologist, proved in !

the course of some experiments made
with children' how -defective evidence
may be, even concerning some quite
recent occurrence.

“The number of mistakes made by !
the children in answering simple ques- |

tions about simple objects was consid-
erable. Another astonishing circum-
stance was that the incorrect facts

were affirmed by many children with |

the most remarkable precision. The
deduction to be drawn from this ex-
periment is that the true and the false

may be intimately blended—evidence !

true .on one point may be quite false
on another.
variance with current notions, it be-
ing usually held that a witness is
either worthy of credence or altogeth-
er without value, and that what he
says must be accepted or rejected in
its entirety.

“These researches have been taken
up in Germany and much exténded by
‘W. Stern, the well-known psycholog-
ist of Breslau; and the results were
such that Stern formulated the law

Absolutely exact evidence

is not the rule, but the exception.
“What is curious and deserves great

attention is the fact that the .subject

of an experiment often relates incor- |
rect facts with extraordinary preci- '

sion and perfect assurance. Thus, if
a witness be asked to swear on oath
to the accuracy of his story, we dis-
cover, often to our stupefaction, that
he is ready to swear to details which
have never existed but in hia imagin-
ation, and which have no sort of con-
nection with thé picture. A young
lady twenty years of age, for example,
who had been shown a photograph of
a well-known picture by Beechi, re-
presenting an old man feeding a
child, swore most positively five
months later that the old man in the
picture was feeding a pigeon, and that
another pigeon was getting ready to
fly dqwn to take part in the feast. In
the picture there is no trace whatever
of a pigeon! Here we may percelve
that the oath, however much it may
enhance the value of evidence in the
eyes of the law, may be very far
indeed from having any real value.

“Experiments carried out in a lab-
oratory, however, have one serious de-
fect; they display evidence too fav-
orably, and that for the reason that
the conditions of everyday life are not
completely fulfilled.

“Remembering this, I endeavored
experimentally to gacher some evi-
dence about an occurrence in which
the unforeseen conditions characteriz-

This result is at singular |

| set about it as follows: One day dur-
!ing a lesson which I was giving at the
University of Geneva, I distribucted to
my auditors suddenly and without let-
ting anybody know what I had in my
| mind, some wheets  of white paper,
;asking them to reply on the spot to
about a score of guestions relating to
the university bufldings, which all
present knew well.

“In this way I obtained fifcy-four
answers, forty-one from men, thirteen
from women. The results were éx-
| ceedingly bad; not a single person
| gave evidence that was perfectly cor-
frect, Here are che results: the aver-
age fidelity of of the male witnesses,
thirty per cent.; of female twenty-
three per cent.”

One of the professor’s questions re-
|lated to the existence of a certain
i large window before which the stud-
ents passed every day.

“The very existence of the window
was denied by forty-four of the fifty-
! four witnesses. Right declared the
window existed, and two only replied,
‘I do .not know.’

“A result such as this is very in-
i structive. It shows us, in the first
place, how great is the confidence each
of us places in his own memory;
| when we have no recollection of an
object about which we are questioned,
we ar inclined to deny the exis-
tence of that object rather than to
question the faithfulness of our own
memory. Rather than say ‘I do not
know.” we are ready to deny.

“Another and moré disconcerting re-
sult is that the value of evidence is
by no means proportionate to the
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into the precincts of the university to
play a practical joke.

“After the intruder had been put
out I continued my lesson as if no-
thing had occurred, and it was only
about a week later that I first made
any allusion to the incident, begging
my auditors to come to my laboratory
some time within the next few da_ys.
as I wished to ask them for some in-
formation about the individual in ques-
tion and to obtain a desecription of
him. Unfortunately, my auditors did
not come to be questioned in as great
numbers a3 I should have liked,
twenty-five in all accepting my invita-
tion.

“As soon as the deposition was fin-
ished, I led the witness into a small
room adjoining the laboratory, where
I had exposed the mask worn by the
individual in question surroundgd by
ten other masks, and I asked him to
pick it out for me. In all twenty-five
witnesses made a deposition, and
twenty-three took part in the latter
experiment. They comprised eighteen
men, practically all of them law stu-
dents, and seven women.

“Although most certainly this
strangely-attired individual’s appear-
ance in the lecture room aroused grez}t
attention among the students, thg evi-
dence they gave about his description
was far from good. On an average,
the fidelity may be put down as 59 per
cent.,, which is better than the evi-
dence concerning the window, but far
inferior to that given in the experi-
ments carried out in the laboratory
with pictures.

“It is noticeable that on this occa-
sion the evidence given by the women
was better than that given by the men

number of witnesses, as is generally
considered to be the case. If, for in-
stance, historians for one reason or
| another were called upon to appraise |

this particular window, they would
not fail to conclude that the window
had no existence, since forty-four
witnesses against eight affirmed that
this was s0; and vet what a mistake
they would be making!

“What, then, is the psychological
reason why this window gave rise to
such false testimony? It may be ex-
plained, I believe, by the very slight
Interest it offered. We thus easily

(74 per cent. compared to 53 per cent.)

“It is evident, then, that evidence
given by a man who really desires to|
tell the truth is far from meriting ab- |
solute belief. The point on which it
is necessary to insist the most is that
in practice the danger of evidence is
not due to what is forgotten, but to
what is transformed.

“The whole incerest of the problem
is, then, to be found in the last named
phenomenon. Why does a witness af-
firm as fact that which is not true?
Why is it that fancastic images arise
in the mind—images which answer to
nothing actually existing, but which
so impose themselves upon our con-
sciences that we take them to be real
memories?

“They appear to have two probable
origins associations of ideas and sug-
gestion. The tendency of every idea
and every image is to evoke those
ideas and those images which are us-
ually in connection with ic. When we
have to. recount an event, the circum-
stances of which we cannot quite re-

automatically filled up by images,;
which we borrow from ocher eventas,
more or less analogous.

is that the person who decldared that
there were two pigeons in the photo-
graph of the picture shown her had
on some previous occasion seen a
somewhat similar picture in which
there were pigeons. 'Speaking gener-
ally, we may say that our mental
images are completed in the direction |
of the probable and the usual.

“This psychological law, more-
over, is not special as far as our me-
mory is concerned: it also rules
perceptive powers. Evervbody
aware that we perceive—that is,
really see—much. more than i3

our“ 2
is|!
\Vel
im-

Among the instructive facts which'this
experiment disclosed is the following: |

| the value of the evidence concerning |Verybody furnished all sorts of fan- is'to say, w

tastic details about the man’s dress; |
one witness was positive that he worée
long boots, another equally positive“
that he wore check trousers. o

“As for the results of the experi- |
ments with the masks. these were still |
more interesting. As everybody s
aware, it is far -easier to recognize
something you have before seen than |

{ to describe it from memory. How often |

does it not happen that we find our-

selves unable to describe with any de- |

perceive why evidence offered in a
court of justice is often so defective.
“One day a man, disguised and|
masked, suddenly entered the room of |
the university where I was lecturing, |
and began to gesticulate and utter |
various phrases, which, however, |
were quite incomprehensible. I order- .
ed him to leave the room, and as he|
paid no heed to 12e I put t:m out.
“This scene, which lasted altogeth-
er about twenty seconds, I had myself
arranged beforshand, though of this
not one of my auditors had any idea.
The incident took place the day after
the celebration of the old Genevan
patriotic fete, known as the ‘Fete of the
Escalade,” which is always celebrated
by a maaquerade. Everybody natur-

ing real evidence would be present. I

ally believed that-it was simply one of
the ‘masqueraders 'who had ventured

gree of precision what is the color of |
the hair or of the eyes, or the shape|
of the nose, of persons with whom
we are quite familiar? And yet we
would recognize these persons at the
first glance were we to meet them.
Yet, in spite of this facility of recog-
nition, the experiment with the masks
which called this faculty into play,
gave very bad results. Out of twenty-
three witnesses, five only pointed out
the correct mask in each case very
hesitatingly. Eight witnesses picked
it out as one of several. Ten wit-
nesses did not point out the right mask
at all, either by itself or as one of se-
veral. We may thus conclude that
even when put in the presence of a
suspected person, quite as much as in
an ordinary deposition, the witness
who gives evidence correctly ig not the
rule but the exception.

organs of sense. We
are continuallv complec-
ing sensible impressions by an escort
of mental images and among all these | t
possible images the probability is|t
that we select those which interest us
the most. ¢

“As regards the second factor—sug-

with | ¢
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