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tunes of Athens from the end of the fourth to the
beginning of the sixteenth century, and to show
that during this period, in which the name of the
city alone seemed to survive, a mere shadow of
bygone greatness, though no longer taking a
leading part in the political or intellectual move
ments of the time, or exercising that far-reach
ing inﬂuence upon European civilization and cul
ture which it was Rome’s fortune to do, the his
tory of Athens is very far from being devoid of
interest and importance. It is not unlikely that
some years may elapse before the completion of
this work, but its appearance will be eagerly
awaited by scholars, and it will undoubtedly
‘
prove to be a worthy companion to the History
of Rome,’ which is held in such high esteemthat
an Italian translation of it was published at the
expense of the city of Rome, and procured for
its author the honor of Roman citizenship, which
was conferred upon him in 1876. The exceptional
successof this work in Germany is shown by the
fact that, though it is less than ﬁfteen years
since the publication of the concluding volume,
a fourth edition is n_ow‘in press. As a further
evidence of the growing popularity of Gregoro
vius among general readers may be noted the
announcement that a volume containing a collec
tion of his minor historical writings will be
issued in the course of the present year.
—Every lover of Alt-Heidelberg, whose heart
will be by the Neckar during the festal days of
the ﬁrst week in August, will welcome the exqui
sitely printed and illustrated Festchronik, the
“ Ruperto-Carola,” now appearing under the ed
itorship of Karl Bartsch. It will be issued in
twelve parts during this and the following month,
and the sum of seven and a-half marks forward
edto the address of the publisher, Otto Potters of
Heidelberg, will secure the regular sending of all
the numbersas they appear. The reading matter
will deal with the history of the university in the
famous ﬁve centuries of its existence, offer
sketches of prominent characters, and a full ac
count of the doings of the anniversary week,
while the illustrations from the hands of leading
German artists will representscenesfrom the pro
grass of the festival, characters from the histori
cal procemion of August 6, portraits of distin
guished alumni, and views of the city and envi
rons. The celebration occupies the week from
August 2 to 7. For the sober mind the chief in
terest will centre about the Festakt of VVednes
day, when Kuno Fischer delivers the anniversary
For the
oration in the Heiliggeist Church.
memesof the festival-makers, however, Friday
will be the great day of the feast. The historical
procession of this day has been most diligently
planned, and will set forth with greatest exact
nessof arrangement and costuming scenes from
the academic life of earlier days, and will be fol
lowed in the evening by a great and general
Comnwrs, the full import of which every one who
has had experience in German university life will
know how to value. The harmonious cooperation
of otherwise conﬂicting elements in the Universi
ty is a decided feature of the occasion, and au
gurs well for the successof the festival. For the
ﬁrst time in many years, the two opposing ele
ments among the students, the Corps on the one
hand and the Burschenschaften and various
Verbindungen on the other, have united under a
general students‘ committee, and the long-stand
ing schism in the faculties, which manifested it
self again unmistakably in the contest for the co
veted prorectorship of this year of jubilee, has
been, at least to outward appearances, closed by
the maguanimous act of the successfulcandidate,
the jurist Bekker, in surrendering the prime ho~
nor of the Festrede to his rival, Kuuo Fischer.
—The Heidelberg historical procession of Au
gust 6th promises to be a mostimposing pageant.
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It will consist of fourteen scenes or tableaus
reprewnting as many periods or phasesin the life
of the University.
A decorated vehicle forms
the centre of each tableau, and nine hundred per
sons and three hundred horses ﬁnd place in the
procession. The scenes are as follows: 1. The
founding of the University under the Elector
Ruprecht I. (1386). 2. Triumphs! entry of Fried
rich the Victorious after the battle of Secken
heim (1462). 3. Cultivation of the arts and sci
encesunder the Elector Otto Heinrich (155659).
4. The Folk-life in the “friihlich’ Pfalz" at the
close of the sixteenth century. Vintage festival.
5. Entry of the Elector Friedrich V. with his
bride, Elizabeth of England (June 17, 1618).
6. Bohemian Embassy (1619). 7. Period of the
Thirty Years’ War (1618-48),and the war of the
Orleanist succession (1688-97). 8. Elector Lud
wig and train (1632-80). 9. Times of the Elector
Karl Philipp (1716-42). Hunting train. 10. Elec
tor Karl Theodor (1742-99). 11. Reéstablishment
of the University by Karl Friedrich of Baden
(1803). Student types of the nineteenth century
are represented by the two following scenes:
13. The Corps.
12. The Burschenschaften.
14. The new German Empire. The whole has
been planned and arranged under the direction
of Prof. C. Hell of the Art School at Karlsruhe.
-—A1l that our latest work of reference,
Thomas’s revised ' Biographiml Dictionary,’ has
to say about Count Leo Tolstoi is, that he be
longs to the same family as another Tolstoi, and
is the author of two novels. Many more par
ticulars of his life are given in the introduction
to Mr. Dole‘s translation of ‘Anna Karenina,’
and in Miss Hapgood‘s preface to ‘Childhood.’
Still later is a fourteen-page article in the July
number of Westermann’s Monatahefte, which is
accompanied by a rather pleasing portrait,
decidedly more prepossessing than the one
preﬁxed to the last-mentioned translation.
Though not holding the highest nominal rank,
the Tolstois are one of the best Russian families.
The present Minister of the Interior is a relative,
and Alexei Tolstoi, the author of ‘Fi'irst Sere
brjany,’as the novel is termed in the German
translation, was his cousin. Lyof Nikolayevitch
Tolstoi was born in 18%. He was only two years
old when his mother died, and nine at the death
of his father. After three years of university
study he retired to his estate at the age of eigh
teen. Early in the ﬁfties he entered the army,
and served through the Crimean war, but re
signed when everything pointed to a successful
military career. In 1862 he married the daugh
ter of a Moscow physician of German origin,hav
ing shortly before become an enthusiast in the
cause of education, and founded a model school
on his estate. His ﬁrst writings were also in this
direction. He soon became widely known asa
philanthropist, but this reputation gave way to
the loss enviable one of dreamer and mystic, due
to his becoming absorbed, some eight years since,
in religious studies. The newspaper story of his
being insane at this time was without founda
tion. Tolstoi’s ﬁrst book, ‘Childhood,’ was pub
lished thirty-three years ago. This psychological
(and autobiographical) tale was continued, in
1854,as ‘Boyhood,’ and in 1857 was ﬁnishedas
‘Years of Youth.’ Four volumes of military
tales followed in the years 1854-58; ‘The Cos
socks‘ in 1863. Other volumes published during
these years dealt with serfdom and the life of
the nobility. ‘Domestic Happiness’ was a longer
and more ambitious tale, and shortly after his
marriage he began work on what was to bea
voluminous novel called the ‘Dekabrists,‘ and
dealing, as the name indicates, with the men and
ideas of 18%. But further study made it seem
desirable to begin further back, so that, instead
‘
0! the Dekabrists,’ we have ‘War and Peace,‘
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which breaks off on the eve of the conspiracy
against the reaction that followed the over
throw of Napoleon.
—The Nuova Anfologia for June 1 contains an
interesting article on the old architectural monu
mentsof Italy and the vexed question of their re
pair and restoration, by Camille Boito (the bro
ther of Arrigo,the composer of “Meﬂstofeie ”j. a
well-known professor of art and a practical archi
feet. In a book published in 1880,‘ Architettura
del Medio Evo in Italia,’ Boito had discussed the
restorations of St. Mark's, the accusations of fo
reigners, the system pursued by the Austrians.
the changes demanded, the immense practical
diﬁiculties of the work, and the impossibility of
satisfying at the same time the conditions of sta
bility, the requirements of the archaeologist, and
the desires of the mere lover of the picturesque.
He shows that the practice of restoration has been
gradually perfecting, and that things can bedone
now which seemed impossible a few years ago,
and which still seem impossible to an old archi
tect who has not kept up with the times. Even
the precepts in such matters laid down by Viol
letrLe-Duc have given way to others. The great
French architect, who had and has a wide inﬂu
encein Italy, said: “To restore an ediﬁce is to
reestablish it in a complete state, which may per
haps never have existed at any given moment.’
Now Boito recommends, and not only Boito, but
the Third Congress of Engineers and Architects
advises, and the Itahan Government approves,
the doctrine that " it is better to strengthen than
to repair, better to repair than to restore, better
to restore than to embellish; in no case is it right
to destroy.” Changes have already been made in
the methods employed at St. Mark‘s. Not only is
vastly greater careused in the work of repair and
consolidation, but, among other things, the old
mosaics, which had been preserved by the pious
care of a subordinate, have been replaced in the
vaults of the Cappella Zeno, and the modern co
pies done away with, and the retro~altar has been
put back, which had been removed on the pre
text of being a work of the sixteenth century. Bo
ito’s article, while rich in suggestions, barely
touches on the rights of the general public in a
building, as distinguished from those of archieo~
logists and artists, and especially of the propriety
of completing unﬁnished buildings, as, for exam
ple, the cathedrals of Cologne and Florence.
Whether rightly or wrongly, the new front of
the Duomo at Florence is ﬁnished, and will be un
covered in October, during the celebration of the
ﬁfth centenary of the birth of Donatello. Prepa
rations are being made for a grand festival, in
which the King and Queen will take part.

BANCROFI‘ AND HITTELL ON CALIFOR
NIA.
History of the Pacific States of North America.
By Hubert Howe Bancroft. Vol. xvi, Califor
nia. ‘v01. iv, 1840-1845. San Francisco: A.
L. Bancroft & Company. 1886. 8V0,pp. xv+
786.
By Theodore H. Hittell.
History of California.
Volume ii. San Francisco: Paciﬁc Press Pub
lishing House, and Occidental Publishing Co.
1885. 8V0, pp. 823.
WE have previously noticed the earlier volumes
of both these works: but the present volumes
tell us of more interesting events, and introduce
us to graver crises in the early history of Cali
fornia.
Mr. Hittell’s second volume closes with the ad
mission of the State, and includes in its earlier
portions the whole period of Mexican republican
As before, Mr. Hit
government in California.
tell’s industrious reading and conscientious use of
what he happens to regard as the authoritative

citations and quotations of the contemporary cor
respondenceof Vallejo, Alvarado, and the other
prominent leaders. One may, indeed, feel that
few political movements, occurring under purely
provincial conditions, have ever been so fully de
scribed as is here the case. The whole forms a
really admirable study of human passion, in
trigue, vacillation, and success. But Mr. Hit
tell's account is, by comparison, fragmentary,
accidental, and disconnected. Important epi
sodas,such as the appearance of Castillero as
real or pretended Mexican Commissioner, to
gether with Alvarado’s intrigue with him, and
the consequences of this whole matter for the
subsequent history of the revolution, are im
perfectly known to Mr. Hrttell and in part
misunderstood by him; so that one feels, in
passing from his pages to those of Mr. Ban‘
croft, that one is in the ﬁrst case learning
from a man who sees through a glass darkly,
and in the other case from aman who does not
indeed seequite face to face, but who does see a
great deal very clearly, and who tells you very
frankly just what his records fail to let him see.
The Alvarado revolution is in fact one of the
best narratives in Bancroft‘s work, so far as it
has been published.
But, after all, it is the conquest history, as de
scribed by Mr. Hittell, that will so far most in
terest American readers. Bancroft’s volume on
this period is yet to appear, and Mr. Hittell is
here the ﬁrst in the ﬁeld. The story of the con
quest of California in 1846is not altogether cre
ditable to our nation. We had determined upon
the Mexican war, but were in 1845still uncertain
how soon it would break out. Therefore the
Secretary of the Navy in the Polk Cabinet, Mr.
George Bancroft, instructed Commodore Sloat,
commanding our fleet in the Paciﬁc, to wait for
news of the beginning of war, and then forth
with to seize upon the Californian ports, with
out, however, beginning hostilities against the
inhabitants of the Department of California
themselves, unless Sloat should ﬁnd himself ab
solutely obliged to proceed to extremities. For
the Californians were understood to be nearly
defenceless,and quite alienated from the mother
country. The seizure of their ports was to be
represented to them as a.necessity of our warfare
against Mexico, their unkind ruler, and not as an
act of enmity against themselves. They were to
be for the time under our protection, so to speak,
and were to be encouraged to observe astrict
neutrality during the contest. This plan, per
fectly obvious from the since published instruc
tions that were sent to Sloat, was thwarted, in
the sequel, by the operations of Capt. Fremont,
who happened to be in the territory at the time,
in command of a United States exploring party,
consisting of well-armed surveyors and trappers.
Under pretence of believing the American set
tlers in the Sacramento Valley to be in danger
of assault from the authorities of California,
Capt. Fremont incited these‘ settlers to revolt,
and thus so distracted the country that when
Sloat, in pursuance of his instructions, appeared
at Monterev, in July, 1846,the possibility of a
friendly seizure of the territory, under the name
of a rescue of the people from Mexican oppres
sion, was past. Sloat himself soon gave over his
command to Commodore Stockton, who, in com
pany with Capt. Fremont, began a course of con
duct such as later led to a revolt on the part of
the Californians, and so to further bloodshed
and to yet greater ill-feeling. The consequence
of all this was that our Government, in the
course of the affair, was made to appear before
the native Californians in two inconsistent cha
raoters, via, as a would-be friendly protector of
the land from the Mexicans, and as a violent as
sailant of the peace of the country for our own
private ends. The Californians never under
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stood this doubledealing, and have never for
gotten it, nor forgiven it.
This story of the conquest, which so far is a
matter of public record, since Sloat’s instructions
and Capt. Frémont’s aggression are both of them
well-known things, furnishes a serious problem
to the historical student. Capt. Fremont was un
derstood by nearly everybody to be acting under
orders from Washington; yet the same Cabinet
which instructed him also ordered Sloat to con
ciliate the Californians.
How was this double
plan possible? Mr. Hittell feels the nature of
this problem, although he deals with it as lightly
aspossible. What the precise instructions were
which Lieut. Gillespie, bearer of Government
despatches, brought and made known to Capt.
Fremont at Klamath Lake on the occasion of
their meeting in May, 1846,Mr. Hittell feels him
self quite unable to say,and he verv wisely refrains
from the worthless conjectures which have been
for years current in the books that have touched
upon this affair. As to the consequences,how
ever, Mr. Hittell, following the accounts of Capt.
Frémont‘s purposes which the latter gave at the
time to the settlers and to others, believes that
the Captain, after the meeting with Gillespie, in
tended for the ﬁrst only to begin a quarrel with
the Californians, andthen to return to the United
States forthwith, in order to lay his case before
the Government, and thereby to increase the
difficulties of the diplomatic position of Mexico.
Mr. Hittoll even attributes to Capt. Fremont the
same purpose before the meeting with Gillespie.
“His actions,” says Mr. Hittell (p. 419), “ on any
other supposition, would have to be regarded as
unreasonable and absurd.” That this endeavor
to provoke the Californians to an assault upon
the United States flag actually led to the “ Bear
Flag movement,” e., to the revolt of the Ame
rican settlers, and to an attempt to secure the in
dependence of the Territory under a new ﬂag,
and under a settlers’ government, Mr. Hittell re
gards as an accident, neither foreseen nor desired
by Capt. Fremont. The Captain, thinks Mr.
Hittell, wanted to provoke a quarrel between the
authorities and himself, without compromising
the American Government any more than neces
sary. He used the settlers as his tools for accom
plishing his purpose. But they went too far,
raised the Bear Flag, and proclaimed independ
ence. This, as tending to produce too much con
fusion, and as possibly hindering the seizure of
the country by our forces when the Mexican war
should break out, Capt. Fremont opposed. He
therefore did his best to get control of the new
movement, and after a time succeeded. Such
seems to be Mr. Hittell’s theory of Capt. Fré
mont‘s conduct. “Instead of being in any re
spectthe author” of the Bear Flag movement,
says Mr. Hittell (p. 443), “ Capt. Fremont would
have done anything to prevent such a project. It
interfered with, and in fact defeated, his own
project.” He, namely, wanted'the settlers mere
to seize the most prominent men at Sonoma,
and to bring them to his camp. Then Castro,
the Commandante General at Monterey, might
tryto rescue the prisoners, and so the quarrel
would be ripe, since Capt. Frémont could some
how make the Californians appear as the aggres
sors. Therefore no movement for independence
was contemplated at the beginning by the Cap
tain, whose purpose was to prepare the way for
the Mexican war.
Suchis Mr. Hittell's view of the motives of this
remarkable affair, and certainly, if we only knew
about the matter what the settler Ide tells us, in
his deliciously naive narrative, which his family
have in later years published, and which Mr.
Hittell has extensively cited, this theory would
seem the only plausible one. There is good rea
son for believing, however, as we think, that
from the beginning Capt. Fremont meant to go
1'.

sources of information, are plain. But this vol
ume, even more than the previous one, shows the
risks that his work runs, when compared with
Mr. Bancroft’s, by reason of the limited range
and the frequently arbitrary choice of his autho
rities. Dana, Robinson, and De Mofras, he tell us
(p. 289),are the persons from whom “the most
of the reliable information in reference to the
social life of the old Californians hsstobede
rived.” “ The Californians,” he continues, “ were
as a rule not educated; and those who could
write were not authors.” He then mentions the
manuscript histories of Alvarado and Osio
(whereof both himself and Bancroft possessand
frequently cite copies), but declares the most im
portant writings of the Californians to be, after
all, the contents of the California Archives. “ Of
private letters and papers,” he ﬁnally asserts,
“ few of any importance
remain.” The reader of
Mr. Bancroft, accustomed to minute citations of
the extensive collections of businessletters, of fa
mily archives, and of mission records and corre
spondcnce in Mr. Bancroft‘s library, reads this
meagre catalogue of authorities with surprise,
and ﬁnds frequent occasion in Mr. Hittell‘s pages
to distrust the critical judgment with which even
these have for some purposes been used. The
ﬁrst half of this volume, in fact, based as it is al
tornately upon the elaborately cited archives and
the extensively summar‘zed Alvarado and Osio
manuscripts, must be described as an imperfect
ly organized union of erudition and gossip, near
ly always very readable, and seldom quite satis
factory. If Mr. Hittell could only have waited
awhile, one says, and if he could only have read
Mr. Bancroft!
In his haste to be the ﬁrst origi
nal investigator in the ﬁeld, he has doomed him
self to very serious imperfections; and yet he
certainly has the ability to have made for him
self, by waiting for a time, a place after Mr.
Bancroft in order of publication, but not in the
least beneath Mr. Bancroft in literary rank. As
it is, this imperfect doing of original work
that somebody else has the means to do far bet
ter, produces a melancholy impression of wasted
effort, as the reader examines all the earlierchap
ters of this volume.
The test case in this part of the work is the his
tory of Alvarado’s political career. This young
adventurer became prominent in the revolution
of i836. He represented better than any other
man the self-consciousnessof the little Califor
nian community, and its desire for self-govern‘
ment. In particular, however, he represented
the party of the north, viz., of the region from
San Francisco and Monterey to Santa Barbara,
in its struggle against the party of the south.
Therefore, as a revolutionary leader, he had to
play a double game, on the one hand against the
Mexican authority, and on the other hand against
his southern rivals. He played it very well in
deed, especially when one considers that he was
not yet thirty years of age at the outset, that he
was quite innocent of the ways of the great
world, and that he had little education, save
what he had given himself.
Such a career
merits alarge place in the history of Mexican
California, and both Mr. Bancroft and Mr. Hit
tell are well aware of its signiﬁcance. Mr. Hit
tell has to depend on the archives and the Al
varado and Osio manuscripts. But Alvarado
had aged sadly and had degenerated seriously
before he wrote his manuscript of reminiscences.
He had neither the power nor in all cases the
desire to tell the whole truth concerning some
matters; and his contemporary letters, preserved
in Mr. Bancroft‘s library, give far better evidence
of his real ability asa leader than his own untrust
worthy memory, after thirty years, could furnish.
Banrroft’s account of the revolution of 1886,
with its consequences,is not too diffuse for the
purposes of his work ; but it fairly bristles with
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further than merely to provoke a quarrel and
then return to the United States. At all events,
from the very moment of the conclusion of the
Bear Flag episode to the present day, Capt. Fré
mont and his friends have always represented
the matter in a more signiﬁcant light.
For
it was in any case to the young Captain’s
interest to present himself thenoeforth to the
world as the “conqueror of California,” and
his friends have always assured us that a
welHounded dread of Californian hostility re
quired him, in May, 1846,to take serious mea
sures against Castro and the Californians; that
the instructions brought by Gillespie authorized,
if they did not command, somevery vigorous ac
tion; that his own private letters from Senator
Benton were to the same effect as concerning the
purposes held at Washington; and that, in ﬁne,
the settlers of the Bear-Flag movement were
merely carrying out, in a more or less bungling
fashion, plans which the Captain had formed.
According to this view, his announcement to the
settlers at the beginning of the troubles that for
his part he was going back to the United States,
would appear to be only a device to excite them
still more, or else to deceive the Californians.
His disapproval of the Bear-Flag movement
would seem to have extended only to such ele
ments of the aﬂ'air as threatened to carry it be
yond his control. He would himself still appear
as using the settlers for his tools, but he would be
distinctly responsible for undertaking a revolu
lion. And one must indeed say, as against Mr.
l-littell and the Ids interpretation of the business,
that unless Capt. Fremont understood, when he
sent the settlers to Sonoma to seizethe prisoners,
what would result in the way of an independent
movement, he must have been incredibly short
sighted. What were these settlers always boast
ing about and threatening, but a coming revolu
tion ‘i If Capt. Frémont encouraged them, by his
mysterious words and by his reports of Califor
nian hostility, to go down to Sonoma, after seiz
ing the horses of the Area party, and to take pos
sssion of the place, what did he expect them to
do when they once got there but proclaim some
sort of independence7 Mr. Hittell is surely unfair
in making Capt. Fremont so blind a man as
to have begun the Bear~Flag affair without
knowing any better what he was doing. He must
have known, we think, that he was beginning
a revolution, and that the only facts which could
give the affair any sort of apparent justification
would bethe early outbreak of the Mexican war,
the belief meanwhile of the settlers and of the Ca
binet at Washington that the Californian autho
rities were actively and aggressively hostile, and
the popularimpression that he himself was acting
under secret instructions from Washington.
Mr. Hittell is himself far enough from believ
ing the old reports about the hostility of the Cali
fornians as a sufficient cause for Captain Fré
mcnt‘s outbreak. He is too well informed for
that, and shows us plainly how defenceless the
country was. Without making any special con
jectures about the Gillespie instructions, however,
Mr. Hittell seems still disposed to think it proba
ble that they in some way authorized Captain
Frémont‘s conduct (p. 421, “they were suﬂlcient
toinduce Fremont to retrace his steps," etc.). Asa
fact, however, it is not the case that they autho
rized any aggression. So, at least, it appear;
from Bancroft‘s statement in the biographical
sketch of Frémont (‘Pioneer Register,’ vol. iii,
p. 748),and from the text of the Gillespie instruc
tlons, of which a considerable part has been now
for the ﬁrst time published, verbatim, by Mr.
Bancroft, in vol. iv, p. 596, seq. While the full
result of Mr. Bancroft’s investigations of this
topic has not yet been published, enough has
already appeared in the third and fourth volumes
to show that Mr. Hittell’s account, with all its
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caution and intelligence, is in so far incomplete as
he has been unable to seethose documents,now in
Mr. Bancroft’s hands, which prove that the Fré
mont hostilities were as unauthorized and un
provoked as they were mischievous.
The fourth volume of Mr. Bancroft’s history
brings the account of the political situation down
to the closeof 1845; and the discussion of the fo~
reign relations in 1845,as given in chapter xxv,
throwsa great deal of light on the condition of
the various foreign schemes for the acquisi
tion of California, and upon the behavior of the
Californian authorities and of our settlers in the
Sacramento valley towards one another, just be
fore the crisis. We must advise any one who de
siresto know how much truth there was in the
accounts later circulated of the violent hostility
0f the Californian Government towards our set
tiers, to read the facm carefully collected in this
chapter. The Californians were not saints, but
neither were they tyrants, nor yet altogether
fools, and they did absolutely nothing to war
rant Capt. Frémont’s hostility in June, 1846;
just as, on the other hand, the researches of Mr.
Bancroft seem to have made sure that the Gov
ernment which instructed Sloat in the fashion
above described, certainly did not authorize Capt.
Frémont’s aggression by the Gillespie instruc
tions, or by any other channel. The attack was
simply his own choice and folly.
We have left no space for following Mr. Hit
tell's excellent account of the condition of the
territory between the conquest and the admis
sion of the State. The admission itself is, we
must remark. a very arbitrary stopping-place
for an historical work, and it may be hoped that
Mr. Hittell will some day proceed further with
his book. If he does so, may he recognize with
greater generosity, and use in greater fulness, the
researchesof his contemporaries; for no historian
can gain by blindly stubborn independence,or by
ignoring fellow-students merely because their
books are published at nearly the same time with
his own. An index is, moreover, very seriously
neededby Mr. Hittoll's readers, and the book suf
fcrs severely for the lack of it. As for Mr. Ban
croft, one can never forget, nor ceaseto regret,
the fact that he is a composite person, and that
his devoted collaborators ought to beprominently
named. How much of authority, of dignity, and
of genuine fame would be added to this truly no
ble monument of patient scholarship if the unwise
resolution that still leaves the public in the dark
about the actual division of the labor were to be
frankly abandoned! Above all ought this to be
the casein respect of the ‘ California,‘ by far the
best of the whole series, both as to plan and as to
workmanship. Whoever wrote any part of this
book ought to be named on the title-page.

RECENT NOVELS.
By Helen Hays. Thos. Whittaker.
Aspirations.
The Man Who Was Guilty. By Flora Haines
Loughead. Boston: Houghton, Miﬂlin & Co.
Children of the Earth. By Annie Robertson
Macfarlane. Henry Holt 8: Co.
Fellow Travellers : A Story. By Edward Fuller.
Boston: Cupples, Upham & 00.
Who isGuilty f By Philip Woolf, M.D. Cassell
& Co.
Marion’s Faith.
A Sequel to ‘ The Colonel’s
Daughter.’ By Capt. Charles King, U.S.A.
Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott Co.
The Destruction of Gotham. By Joaquin Miller.
Funk & W'agnalls.
A Moonlight Boy. By E. W. Howe. Boston:
Ticknor & Co.
Marc le Nihill'sle.
Par Gontcharof. Traduit
du rusae et adnpté par Eugene Gothi. Paris:
Plon. 1886.
THERE is a perfunctory tone about Mrs. Hays's
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novel, a lack of earnestness and enthusiasm
which—rather than the obvious skill of a prac
tised writer-determine the attitude of the criti
cal mind toward ‘ Aspirations.’ It is one of the
novels characterized by the magazine writer in
‘APair of Blue Eyes’ as neither good enough
nor bad enough for review. The story, charac
tors, style, incidents are all commonplace, and
yet not noticeable for being either lifelike or, on
the other hand, unnatural; there is nothing that
directly offends and nothing that greatly pleases,
and in the end the reader’s impression is bound to
be one of dissatisfaction with the book and im
patience with the writer.
The central thought, as the Sunday-school les
son sheetssay, of Mrs. Loughead’s novel is the no
bleness of a man, ementially honest and high
minded, struggling to recover the consideration
of his friends after serving a just sentencein the
penitentiary. It is the history of one of those
anomalies of complex imaginative natures which
we are called upon new and then in real life to
accept without explanation; and the chief error
in Mrs. Longhead‘s handling of her story is at
tempting to explain away the incongruities of
Philip King’s career. There are natures-not
withstanding Balzac and George Eliot-that mo
rally are above the laws of growth, tbataremuch
better or much worse than is made manifest by
acts. Philip King was one whose nature was of
this sort; and, in spite of the novelist’s omni
science,he may not havcbeen prompted to embez
zlement by the idle words of a careless girl-the
motives of one‘sacts are often beyond even one’s
own knowledge. As a story simply, ‘The Man
Who Was Guilty ’ is often dull entertainment. It
is with no sudden éclat that a man can erase the
stigma of ten years in prison, and there was no
thing for Philip but a long, persistent, tedious
struggle-often hopeless, frequently uninterest
ing in the recital. The strength of tradition, too,
both in life and in novels, helps to prevent the
'
story from being pleasant. Though one sees the
hero free from moral degradation, one would
much rather it transpired at the last that he
never did it after all.
MlS Macfarlane has chosen well the materials
of her story. The children of the earth to whom
she introduces one are indeed not altogether in
diﬂerent; nor is it beyond doubt that they
are happy in that they are not overhap
py. But they are children of the earth, never
thelem, and appeal to the fellowship of man
kind through weaknem. Miss Macfarlane has
chosen well by choosing little; there is but one
thread to the story, and the material is exactly
suited to spinning it. Vivicn Langstreth, Brooks
Eastman, and Ned Brownlow are not impomible
people-they are even scarcely unique; but they
are drawn with such decisive strokes, with an ab
senceof superlative explanation and a presence
of unobtrusive but intense feeling, as to make the
little drama of their lives interesting and, ina
general way, worthy. The case with Vivien,
whose pitiful life is the one thread of the story, is
entirely one of character, as it was with Philip
King; not the artiﬁcial character of growth and
accident, but the nature given her as a birth
right-one much worse than her actions indicate.
Mim Macfarlane has made no mistake by ex
plaining; Vivien sees Ned go from her, giving
her up to her nature, and waits for Eastman, her
evil spirit, with gladness and involuntary song.
She accepts her moral death almost deliberately;
and though saved from its visible degradation by
fate, she is nevertheless inwardly and spiritually
subject to it. It is a sad story, and, perhaps, in
particular ways, demoralizing; but it is well
told. One grows impatient, however, with the
author for postponing the ﬁnal catastrophe,
which, when it does arrive, is as near inevitable
as anything short of actual tragedy can be.

