Dr. Darwin’s New Edition.

The fourth edition of Dr. Charles Darwin's
*Origin of Species by Means of Natural Se-
lection; or, The Preservation of Favored
Races in the Struggle for Life,”” is just pub-
lished by Murray. The London Reader re-
marks that this is far from being a mere re-
printof the famous book.+ The additions and
corrections are numerous and important, and
the author has thrown most of them into
tabular form for convenient reference.

Amongst the recent observations which
help Dr. Darwin’s theory, those of De Can-
dolle on the variability of the oak-genus are
not the least interesting:

' DE CANDOLLE'S RESEARCHES, —0 ]

He first givesYn detail s!l the many points
of structure which in the apecies, and
estimates rumericaily the relative frequency
:Ifl:rb:etun vmu'm He f;uudnbou_a dozen
~h: may nd varying even
on the same branch, sometimes acoord?ng to
age or developm sometimes without any
as ignable reason. Such characters of course
are not of specific value, but they are, as Asa
Sray has remarked in commenting on this
memoir, such as generally enter into specific
definitions, De dolle then goes on to
sy that he gives the rank of species to the
forms that dilfer Ly characters never vary-
ing on the saume tree, and never found con-
nected by intermediate states. After the dis-
cussion, the result of 80 much labor, he em-
phatically remarks: * They are mistaken who




repeat that the greater part of our species are
clearly limited, and that the doubtful spe-
cies arein & feeble mivority. This seemed
o be true, so long as a genus was imperfect-
Iy known, and its epecies were founded upon |
a few specimens. that is to say were provi-|
sienal. Ju-t as we come to know them bet-
er, intermediate forms flow in, and doubts
a8 to specific limits augment.” He also adds |
M&ﬁ::“t ho:; of m::‘:u
sent the num Vi
rieties and sab-varicties. The Quercus ro-
hus has twenty-eight wvarieties, ali of which,
Mﬁx, .:la Y polmwdd: sessi/i-
namely, Q.

Aora, and pubescens. i‘n forms which con-
aect these three sub-species are compara-
tivol‘z rare; and, as Asa Gray remarks,
‘f ikese connecting forms, which are
now rave, were to hecome extinet, the
‘hree sub-species would hold exactly the
‘aine reistion to each other ns do the four or
ive provisionally sdmitted speciea which
~losely surround the typical robus.
Finally, De Candolie admits that out of the
three hundred species which wiil be enum-
srated in his Prodomus as belonging to the
sak family, at leasttwo-thirds are provisional
‘pecies—that h are not known strictly to
‘ulfil the defi above given of & true spe-

CHES,
Perbaps no idea has been 80 much laughed
;nit‘hu the o::dt:l:t A lmiu maitlfvot:m to
ight produ e eve, instead of the eye
Yeing made to see. But Dr. Darwin uy:?r

THE KEYE.

To suppose that the eye, with all its inimi-
‘able contrivances for adjusting the focus to
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lifferent distances, for admitting different
«mouuts of light, and for the correction of
spherical chromatic a ion, could have
been formed by natural selection, seems, T
frealy confess, absurd in the highest degree.
When it was first said that the sun stood
still and the world turned round, the
0 sense of mankind declared the
doctrine \ false; but the 7 li'i? ’.n.'.h.:ii
rox popul Dei, n&  cyéry osonher
‘S e be irusted ; gcience,
tells me that if numerous gra-

stion or modification in the organ be ever
useful to an animal under changing condi-
vons of life, then the dificulty of believing
‘hat & pu?md complex eye could have

he s nsitive to light hardly concerns us more
than how lifa itself first originated; but I
y remark that, as some of the lowest or-
ganisms, inpwhich nerves cannot be detected,
sre known to be sensitive to light, it does not

‘@em impossible that certain clements in their
Aesues or sarcode should have become aggre-

rated and developed into nerves endowed
with special sensibility to its action.

Here isa fresh , which touches upon
‘he highest problem of creation:
DARWIN'E NEW HYPOTHESIS,
~ With respect to the view that ornniebo-l

$




ings have been crested beautiful for the de-
ight of man—a view which, it has lately
been pronounced, may safely be accepted as
true, and as eubversive of my whole theory
<1 may first remark that the ides of the
beauty of any particular object obviously
depends on the mind of man, irrespective of
sny real quality in the admired object: and
that the idea is not an innate and unalterable
slement wﬁm We zee this in men of
different admiring a different standsrd
of bmnt&:n their women; neither the Ne-

Chinese admires the Caucasian
seau-ideal. The idea rleo of beanty in na-
tural scenery has arisen only w thin modern
imes, On the view of beautiful hav-
ing been created for man’s grati on, it
ought to be shown that there was less
on the face of the earth before man ar :
‘han ¢ince he came on the stage. ere the
neautiful voluto-:;tlﬁ-,:-! mﬁbﬂh'd’ the
Focene epoch, gracefully scuiptured
ammonites of QQW created
that man might ages admirethem
in his cabinet? Few o are more beau-
tiful than the minute siliceons cases of the
distomacie; were these created that they
hm%bo examined and admired under the

po of the
ty inthis










