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of his own fortunes; and the editor points out that his chronology
is sometimesvery far from accurate. The six yearswhich inter
venedbetween the battles of Nicopolis and Angora becomefor
him twelve yearsof servitudeunder Bajazet, and the three years
spentin captivity under Timour are lengthened into six. Such
mistakesare not surprising when we remember that he was only
thirteen yearsold£ he left his hometo enter the service of
Leonard Richartinger, that two years later he becamea prisoner,
and that he remained a captive from that time for seven-and
twenty years,during most of which the hopeof escapemust have
beenfaint indeed. But, although he had no advantagesof educa
tion, and although he seems to have been a man of no special
powers, hewas clearly honest,and the form of his narrative seems
to show that he lost no time after his return in putting down his#" on paper,or in getting a scribe to do the work forIll.

The most importantincidentof Schiltberger'scareeris that which
marked it

s beginning. DeanMilman speaks o
f

his account o
f

the
battle o

f Nicopolis a
s very graphic; and it is undoubtedlythe

narrative o
f

a
n eye-witness. The battle was lost b
y

the rashness

o
f

the knights who accompaniedthe Count o
f Nevers, who from

his bravery in and after this terrible fight was known a
s

Jean
Sans-peur; but Schiltberger's narrative bears out Gibbon's asser
tion that the battle would not havebeen lost “if the French had
obeyedthe prudence o

f

the Hungarians, but it might have been
gloriously won had the Hungarians imitated the valour o

f

the
French.” According to his story, the followers o

f

the Burgun
dian prince numberedonly 6,006; but a

t

the head o
f

these h
e

fought his way “through two corps” o
f

the enemy and was
then takenprisoner. The Hungarians might perhaps have done
more; but, even with such efforts a

s they made,the issue o
f

the
day was a

ll

but decided in their favour, and “the Turkish
king." Schiltberger tells u

s,

“was about to fly, but the duke

o
f Iriseh, known a
s

the despot, seeing this, went to the assist
ance o

f

the Turkish king with fifteen thousand chosen men
and many other bannerets,and the despot threw himself with
his people o

n

the king's banner and overturned it; and when
the king saw that the banner was overturned and that h

e

could
not remain, h

e
took to flight.” Thus abandonedby Sigismund,

his soldiers sought to securetheir safety a
s

best they could, and
an appalling tragedy followed, when multitudes for whom there
was n

o

room struggled to get o
n

board the galleys in the
Danube and were struck down b

y

their countrymen who had
climbed their sides before them. S

o

ended the fatal fight, the
scene o

f

which Schiltberger places a
t “a city called Schiltaw,

but called in the infidel tongue Nicopoly.” #: at least, the
sentencestands in Captain feifer's text; but his own noteseems

to show that Schiltberger may have written “Nicopoly, which
the infidels call Schiltaw.” Schiltaw is clearly Shistow o

r Sis
tova; and the editor remarks that, “if the incidents of his event
ful careerwere indeed dictated from memory, his statement that
the infidels knew Nicopolis a

s Schiltaw, for Shvistov, Shistovo,
may b

e

accountedfor b
y

the accidental confusion o
f

names.”
The battle was over; but in Eastern warfare the worst horrors
follow after the fight, and Schiltberger relates simply and forcibly
the story o

f

the frightful massacre b
y

which Bajazet professed to

avengethe slaughter o
f

his own men. The captivesunder twenty
years o

f age were spared,and thus Schiltberger was suffered to

live. His master, Richartinger, had happily fallen in the fight.
His young companion became a bondman “in the palace of the
Turkish King,” where h

e

adds that for six years h
e

was “obliged

to run on his feet with the otherswhereverhe went"; but that
after six years h

e

deserved to b
e

allowed to ride. “I rode six
years with him,” h

e adds,“so that I was twelve yearswith him;
and it is to be notedwhat the said Turkish king did during these
twelve years,all o

f

which is written down piece b
y

piece.” But
six only o

f

theseyears had passedaway, when the star o
f Baja

zet the Thunderbolt sank before that o
f Timour, who carried his

t adversaryaway with him, “and he would have taken him
into his own country, but h

e

died o
n

the way.” If the argument
from silencewere absolutely conclusive, it would be necessary to

admit with Gibbon, whose opinion is shared b
y

Neumannand b
y

Captain Telfer in his introduction, “that there is n
o

truth whatever

in the story o
f Bajasid having been confined b
y

Timur in a
n

iron
cage.” On the other hand,Professor Bruun assertsthat “Hammer's
argument does not appear to havesatisfied Weil, o

n

the ground
that the story o

f

the iron cagedoesnot emanatefrom Arabsheh
only, but also from other Arabian chroniclers.” Weil, h

e adds,
“equally disputes the assertion that the term cagewas intended

to signify a litter, and disagreeswith Rehon in his interpretation

o
f

the word kafan, that it implied a litter a
s

well a
s

a

cage, the Arabian word for the former being handed),mahaffah,
and kubbet; and concludes b

y

saying that, if Bajazet was not
really carried about in a cage, his litter must have been o

f

most peculiar construction.” All that we need say is that the
story may perhaps not b

e true; but, even if it be a fact,
Bajazet's punishment was not worse than that o

f

Cardinal
Balue, and the infliction o

f

such a punishment would have
been a trifle indeed for a savagewho a

t

Isfahan could order
the children under sevenyears o

f age to b
e placedapart o
n

the£ and compel his people to ride over them.
forcibly. Even his own peoplewerehorrified. “They fell a

t

his
feet, and begged h

e

would not kill them. He would not listen,
and ordered that they should b

e

ridden over; but none would

b
e

the first to d
o

so. He got angry, and rode himself [amongst

Schilt
erger's story brings out Timour's fiendish bloodthirstiness very

them], and said, ‘Now I should like to seewho will not ride after
me. Then they wereall obliged to ride over the children, and
they were all trampledupon. There were seventhousand.”
The value o

f Schiltberger'snarrative lies in it
s veracity. In his

honestdesire to report what h
e

saw a
s

h
e

saw it
,

and te relatefacts
exactly a

s they occurred, o
r
a
s

h
e

believedthem to haveoccurred,

h
e may b
e placedby the side o
f Herodotus,although in everyother

respectthe comparison o
f

the poor Bavarian captive with one so

singularly favoured b
y

fortune a
s

the greatHalicarnassianhistorian
would in truth be ridiculous. The narrativesof both have state
ments which seem perplexing, incredible, o

r impossible; but we
can divide thembroadly into two classes—thenarratives,namely,

o
f

what they saw themselves,and o
f

what they heard from others.
As to the latter, we can only b

e

sure that we have the tale a
s it

was told to them; for the former we can confidently trust them,
except so far a

s

either ignorance,superstition, o
r prejudice might

mislead them o
r warp their judgment. Schiltberger's wildest

stories illustrate the popular traditions o
f

the countries in which h
e

found himself. Near a city which h
e says is called in the Greek

tongueKureson (Kerasous, the presentKerasoun), there is
,
h
e

tells
us, a castle o

n
a mountain, known a
s

the castle o
f

the Sparrow
hawk, in which dwells a virgin, who grants any seemlywish ex
pressed b

y

thosewho havekept careful watch for three days and
three nights. Such towers, Captain Telfer remarks in his note,
are not uncommon in the East, amongthesebeing the Kiz-Kalassi,

o
r

Girl's Castle, o
n
a hill above the Kizzeljee, in Kourdistan, and

Kaleh Dokhter, o
r

the Daughter's Fortress o
n

the heights above
the city o

f

Kerman. “I am unable,” he adds,“to discoverwhy
the namewas so frequentlygiven in the East to such peculiarly
situated strongholds,and would suggest it was owing to their
non-assailableposition." He is probably not fa

r

wrong, whatever
may b

e

said o
f

the explanationgiven b
y

Jonathan Oldbuck o
f

the
title Castrum Puellarum, a

s applied in like manner to Edinburgh
Castle, that it was so named,“quasi lucus a non lucendo,because

it resistedeveryattack, and womennever do.”

In Schiltberger's account of the site and extent of Babylon we
have perhaps the only instance in which h

e

has relied o
n

the
authority o

f others,although we know not who the informantma
have been. The measurementswhich h

e givesagreecloselywit
those o

f

Herodotus. By a great leap h
e

takes u
s

from Babylon to

Delhi, although o
f

the exact time o
f

his going thither h
e

leaves

u
s

in ignorance. In fact, we have little more than a series of

detachedfacts in this strange story o
f
a bondageextendedover

nearly a whole generation; and thesefacts are strung together a
s

items in a
n

old account. “There is a garden in Babylony. . . I

have seenthe garden. In this kingdomthe peopleare not warlike.
Item; I have also been in Lesser India, which is a fine kingdom.
The capital is called Dily. . . . There is also a country called
Zekatay; the capital is£d Samerchant,” &c. In the course of

his wanderings h
e

visited Egypt, the Holy Land, and Arabia. It

is
,
o
f course,not unlikely that h
e may have gone a
s
a pilgrim to

Mecca,although it is perhapstoo much to say that the fact “may

b
e

taken for granted.” It is
,

however, morally certain that h
e

found himself compelled to conform to Mohammedanism, it being
incredible, a

s Captain Telfer rightly urges,“that the presence o
f
a

slaveprofessingChristianity would havebeen a
t

all tolerated in

thecamp o
f

thosebarbarousandfanaticrulers.” With Schiltberger,
beyond doubt, it neverwent beyond a bowing of his body in the
house o

f

Rimmon. Nearly thirty years o
f captivity failed to shake

his faith a
s
a Catholic; and h
e

lived to find his way back into
Christendom, to reap a fair reward for his toils, and to write o

r
to

dictate a narrativewhich has both valueand interest for historical
scholars.

ERASMUS DARWIN."

E' thosewho uphold the theory of hereditary genius therecould scarcely b
e
a more typical o
r confirmatoryinstancethan

that supplied b
y

the successivegenerations o
f

the Darwin family.
Not only in the possession o

f greatmental powersand high moral
purpose o

r energy o
f will, without which the highestgifts o
f intel

lect aretoooftenwasted,but n
o

less in thesingular aptitude o
r

bias

o
f

mind towards a specificrange o
f knowledgeand speculation,

is it interesting to mark a strain of continuity such as is rarely
traceableevenfrom father to son. As the child is father to the
man, so is the parentage o

f

the Origin o
f Species to b
e

seen in the
Zoonomiaand the Botanic Garden. The same quick intuition for
truth in nature, the same power o

f rapid induction and wide
generalization,with the samesympatheticaffectionfor everything
that lives and breathes,gives philosophical continuity to a series

o
f writings parted b
y

a
n

interval o
f well-nigh a hundred years.

This strongly marked heredity o
f

mind and characterhas so im
pressedProfessorKrause o

f Berlin, a
s exemplifying the operation

o
f

one o
f

the primary laws o
f

the Darwinian system,that h
e

has
made it the subject of a specialstudy, published in February last

in the well-known German scientific journal Kosmos,under the
title o

f
a “Contribution to the History o
f

the Descent Theory.”
We areglad to see this interesting monographput forth in a

n
English dress,with the addition o

f

a
n

outline o
f

his grandfather's
life, character,and works prefixed b

y

our distinguishednaturalist
himself. For this biographicalsketchmaterialswere furnishedby

* ErasmusDarwin. By Ernst Krause. TranslatedfromtheGerman

b
y

W. S
.

Dallas.With a PreliminaryNoticeby CharlesDarwin. London:
John Murray. 1879.
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a numberof letters of Erasmus Darwin, his commonplacebook in
folio (in thepossessionof his grandsonReginald Darwin), anda few
family notesandrecollections.The Memoirswritten byMiss Seward,
though containing valuable matter, are shown by citations in the
courseof the presentnarrative to beso mixedwith inaccurateand
spiteful bits of tittle-tattle and innuendoas to yield anythingbut a
truthful estimateof their subject.
The Darwins, a Lincolnshire family, are first heard of in the
reign of James I.

,
to whomand to his sonCharles, William Darwin

was yeoman o
f

the armoury a
t

Greenwich. Dying in 1644 o
f gout,

h
e
is believed to have left that disease a
s
a legacy to later gene

rations. The name o
f

Erasmus came into the family tree from
Serjeant Earle, whose daughter was married to a son o

f

this
William Darwin, and b

y

the marriage o
f

this third descendant
with the heiress o

f

RobertWaring o
f Wilsford, the family became

possessed o
f

Elston Manor and Hall, where, after the lapse o
f

one
generation,ErasmusDarwin wasborn, December12, 1731. From
his father, a great friend o

f Stukeley's, h
e may b
e

said to have
inherited a taste for natural history and science a

s
well a

s poetry,

a
s

also did his elder brother Robert, who succeeded to the Elston
estate,and published late in life Principia Botanica, a work rich

in biological matter. Among the earlier indications o
f

Erasmus's
turn o

f

mind are his making a
n

alarum and electrical appa
ratus, and a quaint correspondence a

t

sixteen with his sister
Susannah,who had, o

n

the authority o
f
a learned divine, held

hog's flesh to b
e permissibleLenten diet, the animal having been

turned into fish since the herd o
f

swine were driven b
y

the devil
into the sea. Thus early h

e

declareshimself a disciple o
f temper

ance, a
s
a check perhaps to the hereditary malady. At Cam

bridge h
e

won a scholarship a
t

St. John's, and cameout a
t

the
head o

f

the junior optimes in 1754. Here h
e already wrote

poetry; and thence proceeding to Edinburgh, where h
e

studied
medicine, h

e

rose to eminence a
s

well a
s

to freedom from the
narrow system o

f Boerhaave,then in vogueamongstmost o
f

the
professors. In 1756 h

e

entered upon medical practice a
t

Lichfield
with good success, a memorandum o

f

his profits showing a pro
gressiveincrease o

f income, reaching in fifteen years to 1,000l. a

year and upwards. He was thus emboldened to marry, which

h
e

did in December 1757; when his quaintness, humour, and
philosophic calm are brought out in a characteristic letter to his
affiancedbride, Mary Howard, four daysbeforethewedding, begin
ning with a recipe for making love from a

n

old mouldy volume

h
e

had just turned up, going o
n

to most methodical arrange
ments for keeping the ceremonyprivate, and ending,“P.S.–
Nothing about death in this letter, Polly.” From this hint,
combinedwith what her letters show, a community o

f

tastesand
pursuits between the pair may b

e

inferred. She must have
been, her grandson is convinced, a

n

admirable and charming
woman, making her husband happy for thirteen years. Eleven
years after her loss (1781) h

e

took to wife the widow o
f

Colonel ChandosPole, o
f

Radburn Hall, to which place h
e

moved
from Lichfield, leaving it after two yearsfor Derby, and ultimately
settling a

t

Breadsall Priory, a few miles from that city, where h
e

died, April 18, 1802.

T
o assign a date o
r

a
n

individual authorship to the theory

o
f

evolution is what n
o

historian o
f philosophy would consider

possible. The germ o
f

this view o
f

the origin and development

o
f

life is unmistakably to b
e

traced in the system o
f Aristotle,

to g
o

n
o

further back. Enthusiastic interpreters o
f Scripture, in

their eagerness to reconcilethe facts o
f

sciencewith those o
f

revela
tion, have recognizedthe theory in the opening chapter o

f

Genesis.
Equally devoted followers o

f

the scholastic philosophy have
satisfiedthemselves o

f

it
s being clearly upheld in the treatises o
f

Aquinas. It was b
y

n
o

means a
s

a
n original suggestion, o
r
a
s

the
dogmatic assertion o

f
a new law, but a
s

the result o
f
a long line

o
f philosophic research and a tentative interpretation o
f nature,

that Erasmus Darwin unfolded his idea o
f

evolution. In a note to

verse IOI o
f

the first canto o
f

his Botanic Garden Herr Krause
quoteshim a

s saying:—“From havingobservedthegradualevolution

o
f

the younganimal o
r plant from its egg o
r seed,and afterwards its

successiveadvancesto it
s

moreperfectstate, o
rmaturity, philosophers

o
f

all agesseem to haveimaginedthat thegreatworld itself had like
wise it

s infancy and it
s gradual progress to maturity. This seems

to havegiven origin to the very antient and sublime allegory o
f

Eros, o
r

divine love, producing the world from the egg o
f

night, a
s
it floated in chaos.” Carrying o
n

the classical ideas

o
f mythology, o
r personifying the powers o
f

nature in thedeities o
f

theGreekPantheon, h
e

introduces in successivecantos o
f

this poem
the forces o

f fire, air, water, and earth, representingthe Goddess o
f

Nature addressing herself to the different groups o
f elementary

spirits in a figurative discourse,settingforth in allegorical language
the parts severallytaken b

y

each in the formation and vitalization

o
f

the world. Matters which can b
e

but lightly and poetically
touched upon in the poemare further elaborated in detail, partl

in short foot-notes,partly in amplermemoirsrelegated to the£
of the volume. To thesewe have to turn for the moredefiniteand
substantial exposition o

f

the author's system. Under the first
“art,” the power o

f fire, and theapplication o
f

this elementaryprin
ciple to the use o

f man,we have the celebratedinvocation o
f “Un

conqueredSteam,”with the propheticvision o
f

its marvels. The
secondcanto,addressed to the earth-spirits, o

r gnomes,unfolds the
gradual development o
f

theearth,which the author believes to have
beenwith the other planets cast forth from a volcano in the sun,
receivingits axial revolution and spheroidal form from stronger
friction o
r

adhesion to one wall o
f

this volcano. “By refrigeration
asolid nucleuswasformed uponwhich thewaterswereprecipitated

a
s
a primaevaloceanfree fromsalt, the lighter gasesformingthe a
t

mosphere,andtheseabecomingsalt fromthe lixiviation o
f

therocks."
All thelime or calcareousearth in existenceoriginated, he thought,
from animal and vegetablebodies, corals, shells, and otherliving
forms; though from what source theseanimals in the firstinstance
drew the material o

f

their calcareousframe o
r covering it doesnot

seem to haveoccurred to him to ask. In thethird canto,addressed

to the water nymphs, the formation o
f clouds, the seaand it
s life,

springs, rivers, geysers,glaciers,&c., are described. In treating o
f

the gradual unfolding o
f

life upon the earth, the transformation o
f

speciesand their evolution into higher forms comesinto view,and
this is a favourite topic throughout the writer's works. S

o
in the

oemalready quoted h
e speaks, in languagewith which wehave o
f

ateyearsbeenfamiliarized, o
f

someapparentlyuselessorincomplete
appendages to plants and animalswhich seem to show thatthey
havegradually undergonechangesfromtheir original state,such a

s

the stamenswithout anthers,and styles without stigmas, o
f

several
plants; citing also the halteres o

r

rudiments o
f wings in sometwo

winged insects, the paps o
f

male animals, and the fact o
f

swine
having four toes, o

f

which two are imperfectly formed andnot
long enough for use. Perhaps, h

e suggests,all the productions

o
f

natureare in progress to greaterperfection—“an ideacounte
nanced b

y

the modern discoveries and deductionsconcerningthe
progressiveformation o

f

the solid parts o
f

the terraqueousglobe,
and consonant to the dignity o

f

the Creator o
f

all things.” Buffon,
who had before Darwin regarded such rudimentary organsmuch

in the sameway, was far£ seeing with equal clearnessthe
evidence they bore in favour o

f

the theory o
f

descent. He was
dimly arguing against the physico-theologians on behalf o

f

th
e

generaluniform connexion o
f

natural objects b
y

fixed laws.
Dr. Krause describesthe last century a

s
a period o
f

the most
laborious and endless search after design. In opposition to th

e

French materialistic philosophy a host o
f pious writers camefor

ward in England, Holland, and especially in Germany, to prove
the divine origin o

f
all things from the evidence o

f

natureitself.

A list of the chief writings of this class is given b
y

our author,
beginning with Swammerdam's Biblia Naturae and John Ray's
Wisdom o

f

God Manifested in Creation (1691), and including a

dozen o
r

moreGerman works inspired b
y

the Leibnitz-Wolfian
philosophy. Against this schoo # Brooke led the way

in a didactic poem entitled Universal Beauty (1735), devoted

to a representation o
f

the glories o
f

creation in accordancewith
the physico-theological views o

f

the period. , Darwin hasbeen
erroneouslychargedwith£ from Brooke's work. Without expresslyopposing himself to the theological teaching o

f

the
time, he£ o

r

his basis the study o
f

forces o
r aptitudesinhe

rent in nature. Instead o
f inquiring whether this o
r

that property

o
f plants o
r

animalswas directly o
r indirectly serviceable to man,

h
e sought to find out whether particular£ Werenot

useful to the organismsthemselves, and whether it was notcon
ceivable that they had acquired such properties a

s
favoured

their well-being b
y

a
n

internal impulse: gradual improvement.
He seems to addresshimself to every creature in turn. Why has
this plant poisonous juices? Why has that one spines? Why
have birds and fishes light-coloured breasts and dark backs?
What we have learnt to call Darwinian questionsare richly inter
spersedthroughout the Botanic Garden, the Zoonomia, and the
ves o

f

the Plants. Though the works o
f

Kölreuter (1761) and
Sprengel (1793), which explainedthe contrivances in plants forthe
allurement o

f insects,appear to havebeenunknown to Darwin, o
r
to

have left him unconvinced—sothat he remainsin error even in his
latest posthumous work, The Temple o
f Nature, in believingthat

plants are generally equipped so a
s
to keepinsects and otherlovers

o
f honey away from the flowers, and that the aspect o
f

flowers
alreadyoccupied b
y

insects had beenacquiredby certain orchids
for the purpose o
f protection from other honey-seekers—yet h
e

was keen in noting numerouscontrivancesfor the protection o
f

plants. He was interested in the meanspossessed b
y

them fo
r

preventing the crawling u
p
o
f wingless insects into the flowers,

togetherwith many similar arrangements in nature which have
beenspecially illustrated by his eminent descendant,and more re

cently b
y

Dr. Kerner. He fell short o
f realizing the carnivorouspro

perty o
f

DionaeaMuscipula and Drosera, which Diderot, a
s

D
r.

Krause shows,hadalreadydiscovered;for h
e

describesmerely a
s
“a

wonderful contrivancefor preventingthe depredations o
f

insects"
the long teeth, like the antennae o

f insects,wherewith the leaves
are armed, lying spreadupon the ground around the stem, and so

irritable that when a
n

insect creepsupon them, they fold u
p

and
crush o

r pierce it to death. The principle of mimicry as a pro
tective agent is correctly expounded b

y

him, perhaps for the first
time, though h

e
is far from exact in instancing the flowers o
f

the
Fly-Ophrys a

s

formed to resemble so closely a small wall-bee
(Apis ichneumonea) a

s
to appear a
t
a little distancealreadyoccu.

pied. As the hidden cause of the secretion of honey he could
only suggest the purpose o

f

nutriment and excitation o
f

the
sexual organs o

f

the plant—the honey only flowing, a
s

h
e

held, until fertilization has takenplace. A philosophic friend seems

to have almost persuadedhim that insectsweregradually formed
from flowers, someacquiring wings, others fins, and others claws,
from their ceaselessefforts to procuretheir food o

r
to securethem

selvesfrom injury. Had h
e

but heard, remarks his biographer,
the magic words “Benefits o

f Cross-fertilization,” o
n

which h
is

grandson has so forcibly descanted, the scales would have
fallen from his eyes. He firmly believed that flowers are a

s

far a
s possibleadaptedfor self-fertilization, and h
e stigmatizes a
s

“adultery” a case o
f

fertilization b
y

the stamens o
f

other flowers
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observedby chance in Collinsonia. In the general principles of
evolution he anticipated,in his Zoonomia, the theory of Lamarck
by fifteen years, and in one expressive passagehe embodies, in
words all but identical with the famous formula of the survival
of the fittest, the pregnantdoctrineof natural selection:—“The
final causeof this contestamongst the malesseemsto be that the
strongest and most active animal should propagate the species
which should thencebecomeimproved.”
As the generalconclusion of his acute and clear analysis, Dr.
Krause remarksthat ErasmusDarwin was the first who propounded
and consistentlycarried out a well-rounded theory with regard to
the developmentof the living world; the merit of which theory
shinesforth when we compareit with the vacillating and confused
attempts of Buffon, Linnaeus,and Goethe. “It is the idea of a
power working fromwithin the organismsto improve their natural
condition or placein nature,and thus out of the impulses of in
dividual needsto work towardstheperfectionof natureas a whole.”
It stood in contrast to the old theory that al

l
adaptation to

purpose in the arrangements o
f

the world was fore-calculated
and fore-ordained, a

s if al
l

organisms were merely wheels in

a gigantic machine made once for all, and incapable o
f im

provement. “The Cartesio-Paleyan comparison of nature with

a great piece o
f

clockwork (a fundamentally mistaken com

-£ because every complete mechanical work has only
een attained b

y

many gradual improvements in the course o
f

nerations) is finally got rid of.” Working o
n

the lines thus
aid down, and guided, we cannot doubt, b

y

his grandfather'sre
corded principles, n

o

less than inheriting his geniusand character,
Mr. Charles Darwin has in our day given scientific form and
precision to what was a

s yet in many respectsshadowy o
r conjec

tural. His vastly larger familiarity with the facts o
f nature, the

fruit o
f

wider travel and constant research,has given him a more
positive basis for his system o

f biology, and enabled him to

underpin, a
s it were, many a point at which the elder fabric of

Darwinism tottered o
r gave way. Above all, in the great idea

o
f

natural selection h
e

laid his hand upon the key which the elder
thinker failed to grasp. How far Erasmus Darwin was in advance

o
f

his own generationmay b
e

seen in the criticisms, ridiculous a
s

they now seem to u
s,

which his philosophical poemscalled forth.
His first great work of mark has to this day perhaps beenmost
popularly known b

y

Canning's clever parody o
f it in the Loves of

the Triangles. No one—it is a pleasanttrait in his character—
was moreamused b

y

this witty piece o
f mimicry than the philo

sopher himself. How strangely false are in many cases the pro
gnostics o

f

the most confidentand authoritative literary critics
may b

e judged from the sentence passed upon the Temple o
f

INature b
y

the Edinburgh Review(1863):—“If his fame b
e

destined

in anything to outlive the fluctuating fashion of the day, it is on

his merit as a poet that it is likely to rest; and his reveries in

science haveprobably n
o

otherchance o
f being savedfrom oblivion,

but b
y

having beenmarried to immortal verse,”

111NDOSTAN,KASHMIR, AND LADAKH."

IHWHE regulation trip to India has hitherto been compressed
within six months. An M.P. wearied out with the squabbles

o
f

the Session, o
r
a gentleman o
f independent fortune ordered b
y

the family doctor to breathe a warmer air, leaves London in

October and returns to it in April or May, and finds that he has
laid in a

n entirely new stock o
f

ideas while h
e

has got rid o
f
a

good many false impressions, and all a
t
a moderateoutlay. The

author o
f

this work spent not six months, but nearly three
years, in travelling over India, and yet she seems to have had n

o

official connexionwhatever with that dependency.She went there
neither to found a mission, nor to lecture the inmates o

f

the
Zenana o

n

Women's Rights, nor to manage a largeschool, nor to

take photographs o
f

ruined templesand brand-new palaces,nor to

teach ignorant nurseshow to wait o
n

the sick. Her mission was
pleasure, and she went wherever fancy prompted o

r

climate
tempted. Indeed, far from having any distinct purpose o

r chalking
out a definiteandclear line o

f march, shepursued a most eccentric
and erraticcourse. Landing a

t Bombay,shewent to Agra andthence

to Delhi andLahore. From the capital o
f

the Punjab shemade a
n

excursion to Kashmir and Ladakh. On her return to the plains
she managed to b

e just in time for the Imperial proclama
tion a

t Delhi, and next she dropped down o
n

Benares.
Thence she went back to Bombay, and down the coast to

Vingorla, and inland to Belgaum. Shortly after this, her hus
band, who had accompanied her, was obliged to return to

England for domesticaffairs,and a great part o
f

the summerwas
spent, not in the hills, a

s might reasonablyhavebeenanticipated,
but in the central provinces, at Saugor and Jubbulpore. In the
next cold season Benares, Juanpore, Allahabad, Agra, Muttra,
Brindabun, Goverdhan, and Futtehpore Sikhri, were all seen,and
when sickness a

t

Lucknow seemed to shut that city againsther,she
went off in quite another direction to Jyepor in Rajpootana. She
does not seem to havebeentempted to prolongher journey through
the sands o

f Rajpootana; but shesaw Delhi for the third time, and
when Kashmir was practically closedduring the famine, she tra
versed a number o

f

the Hill States—Chamba,Mandi, Belaspore,

* Our Visit to Hindustan,Kashmir,and Ladakh.By Mrs. J. C. Murray
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and others—reached Simla, and went on to Kulu and Lahoul.
Lucknow, Faizabad, Cawnpore, and Hyderabad brought her three
years' tour to a conclusion,and the bareenumeration o

f

these his
torical places entitles her to boast that she has seen “much
more o

f

the country than many men who have passed half
their lives there.”

That a lady o
f

manifest cultivation, independence, and
taste should spend some seasons in India and should not

b
e

able to find something worthy o
f record, would b
e

in the
highest degree improbable. We confess to having read with

a shudder a sentence in the preface to the effect that “depart
mental works” had been consulted, and “information obtained

o
n subjects o
f

interest." Having lately seen the grotesque
blunders gravely recorded b

y
a gentleman credited with habits

o
f

businessand a deep knowledge o
f English agriculture, in regard

to the beggarly elements o
f

Hindu society, we lookedforward
with apprehension to a possiblesketch o

f

the Ryots o
f

the Deccan,

o
r
to a specificand unfailing remedyagainstfamine, o
r
to a disser

tation o
n

the comparativemerits o
f

the village o
r

the Talookdari
system. It is quite a relief to find that the result of all this refer
ence to rareand valuable books has been nothing more than a

number o
f

sketches o
f conquerors and kings who have played a

part in Indian history. When we say that thesedigressionswere
really not wanted and that the book would havebeenmuch im'' by their omission,we do not impute haste or carelessness toMrs. Murray Aynsley. But n

o

one describing the great fair a
t

Nijmi Novogorod would begin the chapter b
y
a narrative o
f

the
cruelties o

f

Ivan the Terrible. Nor should we look for a
n epitome

o
f

the Moorish kings o
f

Granada from a writer who had travelled

in Spain with the avowed object o
f entering fully into the archi

tecture o
f

the Alhambra. Yet this is pretty much what the
author has done.... We have sketches o

f

the slave kings o
f

Delhi and the Khilji and Toghlak dynasties. Belgaum sends hex
off into a

n

“unavoidable historical digression” about the Mah
rattas, Sevaji and his celebratedweapon called the tiger's claw,
and his successes,chequered b

y

defeats,againstMoghul kings. At
Lahore shecontrives to get far away from Runjeet Sing and hismili
tary theocracy to the remote inroads o

f£ o
f Ghuzni,

for the reason,apparently, that the idol-breaker o
f

Somnath dis
tinguished himself when a young man in a battle against a certain
Jeipal, who reigned a

t

the capital o
f

the Punjab. A great deal of

this can b
e

found in Gibbon o
r Elphinstone, and those who wish

to g
o

beneaththe evensurface o
f history can always refer to the

Memoirs o
f

Baber o
r Jehangir, o
r
to Briggs's Ferishta, o
r
to other

original sources. Several pages about the rival Nawabs o
f

the
Deccan and the state o

f

the Carnatic, and our contestswith the
French in themiddle o

f

the last century,are, in this view,absolutely
superfluous. However, summariesfrom standard works are pre
ferable to hasty strictures o

r illogical deductionsbased o
n

the pe
rusal o

f
a blue-book o
r

the imaginary grievances o
f
a discontented

official. Mrs. Murray Aynsley has evidently taken great pains
with her architectural descriptions. Architecture is one o

f
her

strongpoints, and shedescribes in language correct without pe
dantry, a good many o

f

the most splendid legacies o
f

Hindu and
Mohammedansovereignty. Nor are her remarks o

n

nativesociety,
though not profound,without their value. In fact, she has read
and thought a good deal; and, without following her through all
the mazes and windings o

f

her journeys up, down, and acrossthe
Doab, we can pick out here and there facts and anecdotes
which justify her expansion o

f

letters to her friends and relations
into the volume before u

s
o
f

more than threehundredpages.
The celebratedmarble rocks o

f Jubbulpore produced a feeling o
f

disappointment, a
s grander sceneryhad been expected. But the

prominent featurehere is the rush o
f

the narrowedriver Nerbudda
through a gorge o

f

rocks o
f dazzling whiteness and purity, and

not savageand sublime desolation. In the Museum a
t

Lahore
were somespecimens o

f

statuesrecently discoverednearPeshawur.
The description o

f one,supposed to b
e
a king, is a good specimen

o
f

the powersand style o
f

the author. She saysthat it -

representsa youngmanwith long hair flowingdownoverhisshoulders;

h
e

has a moustache,butnobeard,andhiscountenanceis graveandthought
ful. Draperyfallsroundthefigurefromthewaist downwards,andcovers
theleftarm. The lefthand is perfect,but theright fore-armand handare
wanting. Smallcurlscoverthetop o

f

thehead; part o
f

thehair is drawn
up into a knot o

n

thecrown,andhelps to sustain a diademwhich encircles
the head. A necklace is claspedalmosttight round the throat o

f

this
statue, a rope-likeornamenthangsroundtheneckdescendingto thechest;
and a number o

f

talismansstrung o
n
a cord (muchresemblingthosethat

manynativeswear a
t

this day) dependfromtheleft shoulder,and reston
theright hip.

The rope-like ornamentwill recall the Dying Gladiator. We do
not g

o
so far a
s
to say that the abovedescription o
r any others

are equal to photographs; but theyare sufficientlyclearandprecise

to enable a draughtsman with little difficulty to sketch the un
seenfigure from the letterpress. Not less graphic o

r pointed in

its way is the account o
f

the long flat-bottomed boats in which the
author and her party embarked a

t

Baramula o
n

the Jhelum.
These vehiclesare fifty feet long, eight feet broad, and taper to a

point a
t

eachend. The boatmenlive o
n

board all the year round
with their families, and cook their meals in huge jars o

f

baked
clay. A matting separatesthe passengersfrom the crew, and
the latter occupy about one-third o

f

the space. The family
either punt o

r

tow the vessel,while the mother steers with

a short paddle for a rudder. The wood used is thedeodar,
cut for the purpose in a truly reckless, Oriental, and waste
ful fashion. This boat, b

y

the way, seems to have been more


