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chapter, reailv are, in thle .tOlizl>irç, iti h i<.s, l sclect frou the t li
tlîousand attt on le iniitatle wortl piet ttris lie gis e.,Lils, grcat l\ aone is teîniltt.,l to o ts>> .A tteersîattiltsi trv s
tieveiiPet l ittil il ret> lîtt ta tt tf descripiontî tIlat caîttîtot lieexcelieti iii anv lItigtig.e anti( t, îîireei,îîî. fUI5 otie Iliust goto tiie Original tieti oirs, al thIotgli the translti ons tof t hi seleetetiCssays, iwhiciî are gradUallv' iting lItîitlislîeil, wiii serve tu Ibringhis work t) the attention of a %% i<er audtiencee thui it liaS prevîtisiyenjoycd.

Undoubîtedl% the Outstanding feature of Fabre's Nvork was hisContribution to our knowiedge of inlsect lichasiour, als 1 haveaiready stated. He %vas not content w'itli nere obiservation, withanatonicai or physioiogical stuilies, but searchied deepix for theprinciples untleriving the bliiour tif the crcatures wiîiî whomnhe Iived hour lîy hour and day I)v tiav: endeavotiring tu olîtain,as it were, the i nsect's point of view. He m-as constantl' comparinginsects with meii, and this anthroîîocentrit. attittude, no doubt, wasa source of dantger. Nevertheless< tue evi(ience lie afTordcd as aresuit of his painstaking %vork of the 'pervasis e iiientality andpurposiveness," 1<> use the words of a recela writer, is his nmaincontribuotion te, tiie înterîîretaiouî of animai lîehaviour. His beliefin instinct as a doiuîiaiî an utncerivaiîie factor funîdanientalîytdiffircnt front inîtelligence, bis strtîng sitalistie ctonceptioni of theorganisni, and Iiîs finîti oppiositioni to the iticas set forth iiy Darwin,with wlioii lie correspotided anid fttr wiîoii lie conccivcd a realaffection, are Ieaditg characteristies of isi %ork. Aithough heassailcd the ''sast anti luminuts balîtooi "of evolution, as he îciiiedit, his criticism lacked the ctbnstructivec argumients one wtîuld havedesired froni a close Observer, anid lus inîtense conviction of thefallacy of a rnechanistic interpretatiou appears to have lulinded himto the possibilitv of an alternative itîterpretation of facts consistentwith the idea of evolution.
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