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and other speciznens of " industrie piitive ;" but having examined
his eighty eugraved plates, with hundreds of figured examples, w.
venture to say that any man inay provide himseli; blindfold, witli
equally good evidence of antediluvian and preadamnite art, ini the firit
heap of broken stones he stumbles over!

And what, let us now ask1, is the position of this science of
Ethnology, whiclî undertakes to dictate to ail older oloyies? It is,
as we have said, in its veriest infancy. Ethnologists, are flot as yet
agreed upon the imiple-st common terms. Scarcely two of them can
be warranted te mean the saine thiiig when they employ sucli simple
words as race~fazily, or species; te say ncthing of Arian, Touranian,
-Monqolian, Berber, and the like, once more discussed here. The
relative importance of philological, physiological, and archinological
modes of investigation are se littie deterinined, that the, craniologist
slights the philologer, and the linguist in turn scorns the
cranioscepist. Is such then a time for the students of this young and
deeply important science to waste their energies in bootiess
centroversies on questions, which, if truth were once established on
a cornmouly recognised scientific basis, would vanish like the mists
of dawn, before the suanP Sucli is the utter want of any conformity
in the use (if a received termninology, that in this very work, we Ibid
the terni " Caucasiait" employed by M. Maury (p. 84,) as
equivalent to what he cails " the white race," and agaia by Dr.
Meigs, (pp. 219.257,) confessedly unscientifically, as the mogt
convenieut one available under which to group such a miscellany ais
Norwegians, Fins, Gerînans, English, Irish Ceits, Sciavcs, JewB,
Egyptian Fellahs, Thuggs, &c. Mr. Gliddon again lias his own
views on it (p. 563,) as a terni of mystifying vagueness in iEthno-
graphy ; or with the Count de Rechberg (p.p. 624, 625,) restores it to
the only definite meaning it seenis capable of, as " the highest type"
among the multiform inhabitants of Meount Caucasus. What the
present recognized scientifie value of the word is, we defy any one to
say. So with ".Pelasian"-if possible, a stili ]ooser and more
debateable terni. "Dr. Morton," according t;o Dr. Meigs, 1'used the
terni Pelasyio tee, comprehensively. The Circassians, Armeniaie,
and Persians, should not be placed in this group." In bis estima-
tion, however, it appears that, " Ancient Romans, Greeks, Affghans,
ana Groeco-Egyptians," ail properly clasa as Pelasgic. Dr. iLat ham
on the contrary, classes both Persiane and 4ffghans under one
"9,Persian Stock ;"the modern Grecc lie would agree with Mr. Glid-
don iu recognizing as, te a gretit extent, ScIavonic. The seemingly
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