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The Significance of Plato 
DIALOGUES OF PLATO, T-: 1 

JOWETT. Revised Ed i t i on . Nr\ ' . ^ : ) • J 

LTniversity Press. 5 vols. $ 2 5 , 

Reviewed by C O U N T H E R M A N N K I r . 

A u d i o r of " T l i e ' F r r n c l \)\:ir\ ot ' 1 ; •• 

WH E N I first m e t that \vi t t :c , ' 1- i, > 

philosophers , Gus tave Le lie: : . -^i.i 
m e : " D o you believe tha t Napi h. n ' ' . c i 

existed.?" and grat if ied by my bew ildcMi'-ni , i i 

w e n t o n : " T h e r e is a s t rong probabilitv diat iie 

did not . M o d e r n research has pri>\el b c . i t u l 

doubt tha t the m o r e witnesses ther i a i ' ot an 

event , the less does it seem possible to a^ee^-tain 

w h a t rea l ly happened , fo r a lmost e very hod \ afiirnis 

to have seen s o m e t h i n g different . N o w there are 

so very m a n y w h o pre tend to have known or 

heard of N a p o l e o n . " 

A t the bo t tom of L e Bon ' s joke is a p r o f o u n d 

t r u t h , and this it was , of course, tha t he real ly 

m e a n t to convey : h u m a n i t y does no t recognize 

m e r e facts as values, a n d history is, the re fo re , 

a n y t h i n g bu t a record o f past events . His tory 

rea l ly is a pagean t of l iv ing symbols . Psycho

analysis has shown tha t n o d r e a m ought to be 

taken l i t e ra l ly—i t s facts a lways are the mere 

o u t w a r d expression of u n d e r l y i n g significance. In 

exact ly the same sense h u m a n i t y r e m e m b e r s f r o m 

the past only such facts as can act as svmbols of 

an ever las t ing present . T h i s is the reason why 

in the ear ly ages only myths were r emembered 

a t all and w h y even today every personality o t 

impor tance g r a d u a l l y becomes t r ansmuted , in the 

popula r m i n d , accord ing to the laws of m \ t h ( d o g y . 

I f this is so, t he re neve r is any need at all to 

dive into the depths of the past in order to tmder -

s tand the significance of a g rea t m a n : his g rea t 

ness, if p e r m a n e n t l y recognized , m e a n s p e rma

n e n t significance. 

T h i s leads m e to P la to . N o philosopher ever so 

quickly became a my th as he. A lmos t t ve rvone 

o f his disciples a n d fo l lowers in te rpre ted his teach

ings in a different way , so m u c h so tha t the facts 

a l ready appeared obscured a shor t t ime a t t e r his 

dea th . A l i t t le l a te r his l egend devt-lopcJ into 

t w o c o m p l e m e n t a r y opposites. O n the one siile 

was the image , so of ten found recorded in sculp

tu re , of Dionysopla ton , w h e r e the philosopher 

appeared fused w i t h the G o d of reckless v i ta l i ty ; 

on the o ther hand P l a t o was chiefly t hough t of as 

the inven to r of so-called p la ton ic love. La te r still 

the most G r e e k and the r e fo r e pagan of thinkers 

became one of the pi l la rs o f Chr is t ian though t . 

N o r did the mytho log ica l t r ans fo rma t ion stop 

the re . I n ou r days we find W a l t e r Pa te r t rans

f o r m i n g P l a t o i n to the ancestor of the modern 

ar t -c r i t ic and a[;sthete, and P a u l N a t o r p into the 

f o r e r u n n e r o f l a t t e r -day cri t ical philosoph\-. 'Fo 

N a t o r p P la to ' s " i d e a " is a lmos t identical with the 

m o d e r n concept of a na tu r a l l aw . W i t h all 

tha t , P la to ' s w r i t i n g s are there . .And thev cer

ta in ly do m e a n s o m e t h i n g definite, just a> everv 

l iv ing person is s o m e t h i n g qui te definite for h i m 

self, whatsoever o the r people mav think. 
%̂ ^v ^^ 

W e l l , P l a t o is still a l ive, and m o r e so than any 

other philosopher in history, just because every

body \may understand him differently according 

to his own needs. T h i s is the point . N o one 

rea l ly cares f o r anybody else than himself . T h e 

lover of h u m a n i t y differs f r o m the ecrotist onh ' in 

this t ha t his o w n self is a g rea t e r anil wider cntit \ ' . 

P o e m s are be ing read , because the a r t o t the 

au thor evokes fee l ings in the readers which are 

theirs potent ia l ly , but wh ich could never become 

conscious w i t h o u t he lp . Jus t so P l a t o has been, 

and a lways wi l l be read , because the synthesis of 

his personal i ty , his m i n d , a n d his a r t iTnans a 

unique " e v o k e r " of the phi losopher iti c\-er\ m a n . 

P l a to is un ique firstly, because he is the are:itest 

w r i t e r a m o n g philosophers . Secondly, because he 

is of all th inkers the grea tes t poet and there fore 

.appeals to fee l ing as m u c h as t o though t . ' Fh i rd ly , 

because he is, a m o n g philosophers, the most :KCom-

plished man. W h o s o e v e r reads J o w c t t ' s t ransbi-

tion of P la to ' s w o r k s , the best in existence, wil l 

rea l ize this a t once. B u t even all this would not 

suffice to m a k e of P l a t o one of the greatest figures 

in history. P l a t o is able to call to l i fe , as no one 

else can , the phi losopher in each and al l , because 

he is the most a rcha ic of a r t icu la te th inkers . T h i s 

,irM ivica;, \'et il '̂  

I Mil :iiul U't eoi 

it'.-, hiit le the stare 
IK'S 

the eiear form 

). W h : i t v\-e rail 

s|)e,iuls not to an 

)f tile child. 'i"he 

"\-er\ thii ie a-e there , on the one 

sketch, and on tlie 

,.- , r Miiid, (:ecr\ single thing tliat may later 

,: , ie: is present 111 tlic lUrin of a g e r m . In 

-A et ii 'pears til be simple all possible complexi ty 

i, t i ie ieforc i n v o h e d ; archaic .art is the one a l l -

:i: Ills:., a r t . N o w in P la to we find fo remos t the 

_; iii-rai .^itl incs of every possible philosophy in the 

u i s t e r n and m o d e r n sense. B u t in the concrete 

111- philosophy represents t ha t vital synthesis of 

tleuiffhc, f ee l ing , m y t h , imag ina t ion , cr i t ique, 

poetry, r o m a n c e , and simple expression of l i fe , 

which lies on this side of al l possible difltcrentia-

t ion ; it represents no t the u l t ima t e , but the pr i 

mary synthesis; its per fec t ion corresponds to tha t 

of the child. A n d w h a t n e w per fec t ion ever came 

f rom a n y t h i n g but a n e w chi ldhood? W h o s o e v e r 

unde r s t ands P l a t o pe r fec t ly , comes in to touch w i t h 

the creat ive chi ld w i th in h imsel f , wh ich , as it 

develops, enables h im to look at the w o r l d as a 

philosopher h imsel f . 

Catherine the Little 
C A T H E R I N E T H E G R E A T . By K A T H E R I N E 

A N T H O N Y . N e w Y o r k : A l f r e d A . K n o p f . 

1925. $4. 

Rev iewed by W I L B U R C O R T E Z A B B O T T 

Harvard University 

TH E b iographer o f M a r g a r e t F u l l e r has 

tiu'ned h e r ta lents to a figure so different 

f r o m t h a t o f the Boston priestess o f T r a n -

scendanta l i sm tha t one m a y be pe rmi t t ed to w o n d e r 

no t einlv a t her versat i l i ty but at the cathol ic i ty of 

her s \ inpathies . T h e present vo lume is described 

b\- its publisher as a "p ic tu re tha t is historically 

au then t ic and psychological ly s o u n d " wr i t t en " i n 

a sophisticated bu t sympathe t ic m a n n e r . " I t is, 

at any ra te , a l ively piece o f na r r a t i ve . I t s sub

j e c t — t o quote the publisher a g a i n — " o n e of the 

most s t r ik ing egoists a m o n g tha t supremely egoistic 

class, the f e m i n i n e sove re ign , " lends hersel f to pic

turesque biographical w r i t i n g . T h e rise of the 

petty G e r m a n princess to the th rone of Russia has 

f e w paral le ls in l i t e ra ture since C inde re l l a , and 

the a u t h o r makes the mos t of it. I n d e e d the ear ly 

par t of the vo lume seems in m a n y ways the best ; 

a n d , like m a n y good stories, it becomes of less 

interest in its la te r pages. 

t ^ v t ^ * f^" 

T o history, in the sense of an addi t ion to the 

mass of fac t s and conclusions r e l a t ing to the past, 

it can h a r d l y be c la imed t h a t this book offers m u c h 

of a con t r ibu t ion . E v e r y t h i n g in i t has , to a l l 

in tents a n d purposes, been k n o w n before . T h e 

labors of W a l i s z w e s k i in his " R o m a n d ' une I m -

p e r a t r i c e " and its compan ion vo lumes have so 

l igh tened the labors o f his successors in the field 

of the b iography o f C a t h e r i n e I I tha t i t is h a r d l y 

to be expected tha t Miss A n t h o n y could go m u c h 

beyond his researches. B u t his books a r e n o w 

some th i r ty years old, they were w r i t t e n in F r e n c h , 

they are obviously n o t a t the i m m e d i a t e disposal 

of those in to whose hands he r w o r k is l ikely to 

fa l l , a n d it w o u l d thus seem no t inappropr ia te to 

issue an E n g l i s h account of the E m p r e s s . 

T h e present vo lume is scarcely to be r ega rded 

as a history of the l i f e a n d t imes o f the E m p r e s s 

in any la rge sense. I t is r a the r personal t h a n 

pol i t ica l ; and if one reckons the pages wh ich con

cern themselves wi th Ca the r ine ' s " l o v e r s " beside 

those which re la te to the one t h i n g wh ich makes 

her l i fe of any impor t ance to the w o r l d , h e r share 

in the politics of he r t i m e — t h a t is to say if C a t h 

er ine is to be considered i m p o r t a n t n o t as a r a t h e r 

d isgus t ing old w o m a n but as the ru l e r of a p o w e r 

fu l state in a g rea t per iod of h i s t o r y — h e m a y 

possibly be disappointed. I t seems u n f o r t u n a t e to 

one reader a t least t ha t the au tho r ' s undoub ted 

t a len t for na r ra t ive should be expended upon the 

gossipy and f a r f r o m ed i fy ing in t r igues of an i m 

m o r a l w o m a n w h o happened by a cur ious chance 

of fate to occupy the th rone of Russia, t han upon 

the l a rge r issues o f the t ime and the influence 

which she had upon t h e m . T h a t , however , is a 

m a t t e r of pe r spec t ive—and perhaps also of taste, 

conce rn ing w h i c h , w e are to ld , there is no dis

pu t ing . 

More Page Letters 
• F H E L I F E A N D L E T T E R S O F W A L T E R 

H . P A G E . E d i t e d by B U R T O N J. H E N D R I C K . 

Vol. I I I . N e w Y o r k : Doub leday , P a g e & C o . 

1925 . 

R e v i e w e d by B A I N B R I D G E C O L B Y 

TH E th i rd v o l u m e o f the L i f e and L e t t e r s 

of W a l t e r H . P a g e coinpletes this h igh ly 

in te res t ing series. L i k e its predecessors, vol

umes I a n d I I , i t reflects g rea t credi t upon the 

l i terary c ra f t smansh ip of M r . B u r t o n H e n d r i c k 

and the book f ab r i ca t i ng of D o u b l e d a y , P a g e & 

C o m p a n y . 

T h e le t ters , s o m e w h a t sentent ious ly reserved u n 

til the dea ths of M r . P a g e a n d Pre s iden t W i l s o n , 

to w h o m most are addressed, have the discursive

ness, the vivid personal qual i ty , the cons tan t a n d 

sh i f t i ng in teres t wh ich the r e a d i n g publ ic n o w 

associates w i t h the w o r k of M r . P a g e . H e could 

wr i t e . T h e r e is no question of tha t and he had 

tha t combina t ion of journa l i s t ic sense a n d l i t e r a ry 

flavor which is f o u n d in the best periodical l i t e ra 

tu re . A m p l e praise has been bestowed upon the 

P a g e le t te rs in these respects and the final vo lume 

conta ins n o t h i n g t h a t d e m a n d s qualif ication o f o r 

recession f r o m the h igh ly f avorab le es t imate wi th 

wh ich the ear l i e r vo lumes w e r e received. 

T h e question wh ich n o w looms upon the h o r i z o n 

in es t ima t ing this i m p o r t a n t w o r k is h o w it wi l l be 

j u d g e d f r o m the s tandpoin t of history. A s read

able a n d saleable misce l lany its position is assured, 

but the po in t wh ich strikes the r eade r in the final 

vo lume is t h a t the le t te rs , in te res t ing as they a re , 

w e r e u n a n s w e r e d . I t is a un i - l a t e ra l cor respond

ence. M r . H e n d r i c k on page 2 5 9 says: " I n the 

whole course of the w a r . P a g e received on ly th i r 

teen le t ters f r o m M r . W i l s o n ; several are ex

t r e m e l y brief, i n t r o d u c i n g f r i e n d s ; others , also 

brief, concern mere ly rou t ine ma t t e r s . O n l y oc

casionally does the Pres iden t m a k e any re f e r ence 

to public questions, and no t once does he discuss 

t h e m in any d e t a i l . " 

T h i s tel ls , if no t the who le story, a l a rge par t 

of it, and it br ings up tha t in te res t ing considera

t ion, the position of a W a r Pres iden t w i t h relatioi ' 

to his excel lent and zealous subordinates w h o f r o m 

the best of motives w a n t e d to tell h i m w h a t to do . 

I k n o w s o m e t h i n g o f this phase of the w a r . I 

s a w m u c h o f it . I was in close con tac t w i t h the 

President d u r i n g some d r a m a t i c and crit ical m o 

men t s in the course of the W a r . I r e m e m b e r , 

one t ime in a m o m e n t of re laxa t ion , the Pres iden t 

said to m e : " Y o u k n o w , Co lby , I have come to 

the conclusion tha t the chief du ty devo lv ing upon 

the Pres iden t of the U n i t e d States in w a r t ime is 

to keep his shi r t o n . " A n d in the g rea t assemblage 

of the na t ion ' s capacity and exper ience, w h i c h 

was effected regard less of par t isan considera t ions , 

it was a m u s i n g to see the wholesa le grocer , or the 

lead ing l awyer , or the fo remos t sjeel m a k e r f r o m 

M u s k e g o n , or O t t u m w a , or Sedalia, or Kansas 

Ci ty , or D e n v e r , or Seatt le on rece iv ing an invi ta 

t ion, or I m i g h t say a s u m m o n s , to pu t the i r ex 

perience and t ra ined capacity a t the service o f the 

G o v e r n m e n t , c o m e t o W a s h i n g t o n . T h e y c a m e 

on the first t r a in . T h e y rushed f r o m the stat ion 

to the hotel w i t h a bust le of impor t ance a n d w i t h 

tha t egotism wh ich no t on ly afflicts m a n , but so 

of ten explains his success a n d surviva l . T h e y fe l t 

t h a t they h a d been cal led none too soon. T h e call 

was " f r o m c o u n t r y . " T h e i r capabilities, at least 

they fu l ly apprec ia ted . T h e y w e r e go ing to change 

th ings in a jiffy. T h e y had the o rd ina ry business 

m a n ' s feel ings tha t g o v e r n m e n t was a mass of red 

tape and imbeci l i ty . T h e y w o u l d a l t e r tha t and 

they w o u l d r e f o r m it out o f h a n d . B u t then , 

rntrahlle dlctu, they encoun te red s o m e t h i n g , — s o m e 

th ing they had nev'er me t be fo re . T h e y ran head 

on into a g rea t , big, immi t igab le and t ime buil t 

f a c e , — " g o v e r n m e n t , " or if you wi l l , call it W a s h 

ing ton . 

T h e r e was a sense o f the public h a n g i n g over 

W a s h i n g t o n , — a sense of public opinion. T h e r e 

was the pol i t ic ian 's r e a c h i n g f o r support . W a s h i n g 

ton was no t a mass of or igins . I t was a s o u n d i n g 

board w h i c h regis tered the repercussions of the 

people's t hough t . T h e m e n in W a s h i n g t o n m o 

men ta r i l y gr ipped the t h o u g h t of the people, but 

the e n e r g i z i n g vigor a n d p o w e r o f the people 's 

t hough t had deeper and r e m o t e r springs than 

W a s h i n g t o n . T h e r e was a l o n g period be fo re the 

coun t ry was ready f o r w a r . T h e r e is more to 
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'.'preparedness" than Plattsburgh camps and massed 
guns and assembled aeroplanes. There is a pre
paredness of insight and perception and of resolve 
and of responsibility. T h a t was the field of pre
paredness in wliich the President of tlie United 
States, almost alone, performed his labors. He 
was no drill master. He did not head a com
missariat charged with the mobilization of ma
terial. He was drafting and assembling and uni
fying the nation's spirit and its purpose and those 
deep lying forces of the will that underlay and 
animated the material side of the country's effort. 

Page was an amateur Ambassador,—let me 
hasten to add, a very good one. Let it not be 
understood that I speak, in the least degree, in his 
disparagement. But he had read the histories of 
diplomacy. His conception of an ambassador was 
that of a representative of his sovereign, who in 
turn had the right of free access to the sovereign 
to which he was accredited. This is all very 
pretty. It is in accordance with history and tradi
tion but it is a survival of conditions that no 
longer exist. There was a time when ambassadors 
were sent on sailing ships to their posts. There 
Were no telegraph lines to their home capitols. T h e 
news gathering agencies were unborn. Mr . Page, 
and he is not singular in this respect, had an idea 
that he must acquaint his Chief of State with 
things that were whispered and things that were 
half uttered, with things that were only half re
vealed, which happened at the capitol to which 
he had been sent. He did not realize that the 
hundreds of despatches which are daily received 
from the diplomatic and consular agents of the 
United States are far beyond the power of the 
Secretary of State to daily read and digest and 
that they are turned over to subordinates for the 
purpose of winnowing the occasional and intermit
tent grain in the mass of chaff. 

T h e knowledge of the war's progress from hour 
to hour, reported upon the minute and flashed 
upon the sun, was contained in the Associated 
Press reports and those of other organized agencies 
of news collection and distribution. Furthermore, 
Washington in some respects was the foremost 
capital of the Allied world during the war. T h e 
best informed Frenchmen and Italians and English
men were stationed in Washington. They had 
free access to the President. He knew what he 
should know. He was not groping in the dark. 
He was the busiest man in the world and had no 
more time for ambassadorial miscellanies than he 
had for Macaulay's Essays or Bagehot's treatises 
on public finance. 

Mr . Page forgot this or at least he was not 
sensible of it, and while his letters make a pretty 
literary legacy and will fill a comfortable niche 
in many a library, they fell in their coefficients 
far below the plane of Presidential attention and 
concern during the war. 

Page had the good fortune, and also the mis
fortune to be sent to the Court of St. James. 
There is no foreign office in the world so mature, 
so experienced, with technique so perfect as the 
British Foreign Office. T h e Prime Minister of 
England is denied by his very position the 
luxury of principle. When he gets up in the 
morning, the questions that greet him are so multi
fold, so various, that all he can do is to hope to 
get through the day without'disaster. 

They involve the religious questions of Asia. 
They involve questions of caste in India. They 
involve questions of racial predominance in South 
Africa and then there are a host of minor ques
tions arising in the distant longitudes of the Straits 
Settlement, China, Persia, Egypt, to say nothing 
of the highly sensitized local prejudices of the 
Dominions, New Zealand, Australia, and Canada. 
The re is the alliance between the transport workers 
and the miners in England, the occupied area of 
Germany, French susceptibilities, Irish susceptibili
ties, Asiatic susceptibilities, South American trade, 
Anglo-American solidarity, the English Speaking 
Union and whatnot. I f he can retire at night 
and feel that no tower has toppled, no structure 
been razed, no vista closed, no possibility of benc-
f:cial result to the British Empire blocked, he has 
done a good day's work. And then they have over 
there, the pomp and circumstance and considera
tion of ancient and well tried habits and comely 
usages, to which our men arc unaccustomed and 
fall ready victims. 

I had occasion during one of the darkest hours 

of the W a r to visit England on an ofiicial mission 
and when 1 took my leave of the President at 
the White House he said to me; "Nov\- lie an 
American. Our men only last about six months 
in Englanil and then they become Anglicized." 
The President referred to that subtle :uul encom
passing and penetrating charm which is English. 
I think Page fell a ^'ictim to it. He took ab
solutely the English view of the controversies that 
arose during the W a r about our neutral rights. 
He saw with the vividness of close proximity the 
great issue of freedom as opposed to autocrac)'. It 
impaired his intellectual refraction. It distorted 
the angles of his vision. His sincerity is beyond 
question and his popular success in England was 
unmistakable, but he had ceased to be a serviceable 
spokesman of the President or a dependable Am
bassador of the United States. 

Hence Colonel House and his unofficial mis
sion. Hence the estrangement of Page from the 
President,—and a Presidential silence that was 
considerate but knowing; followed by a course 
that was independent of his Ambassador, but risht. 

Hindenburg's Officer 
T H E W A R O F L O S T O P P O R T U N I T I E S . 

By G E N E R A L VON H O F F M A N N . New York: In

ternational Publishers. 1925. $3.50. 
Reviewed by M A J O R T . H . T H O M A S 

T H E appearance of General von Hoffmann's 
book is interesting first of all as an excep
tion to a general rule. English and Amer

ican publishers have left severely alone war books 
by subordinate but highly competent German of
ficers, venturing only upon general works by more 
eminent figures. As a result our reading public 
has had a surfeit of propaganda and apologia, but 
hardly a taste of the more accurate and matter of 
fact works which have appeared on the Continent 
during the last few years. 

General von Hoffmann's book, it must be con
fessed, belongs only in part to the latter class. T h e 
"lost opportunities" which provide his rather pre
tentious title, prove to be largely a set of some
what off-hand personal judgments on the larger 
strategical questions of the war: his method is to 
note the plan adopted in every instance, and then 
to argue that a directly opposite decision would 
have saved the day. This retrospective wisdom is 
a very common quality, and leads to the familiar 
arm-chair strategy by means of which any one 
could have won the war. Briefly stated, the 
author's general thesis is that of an out and out 
"Easterner." He blames Falkenhayn for not adopt
ing the Hindenburg-Ludendorff notions during 
1914 and 1915, while after that the Great Pair 
were to blame for not following his own. This 
whole case rests indirectly on judgments of the sit
uation on the Western Front, and as von Hoffman 
was never there his judgment is of little value and 
even of little interest. 

O n the other hand, the author's narrative of 
what actually took place in the East is first
hand evidence of great value. Here he was 
on his own ground: trained as a specialist in 
Russian affairs, he had a thorough knowledge of 
the Russian army and of the problems to be met 
on the Eastern Front. When war came he was 
senior General Staff Officer to Von Prittwitz 
in East Prussia, and continued in his post under 
Hindenburg. When the latter was given the 
Supreme Command in 1916, von Hoffman suc
ceeded Ludendorff as Chief of Staff on the 
Eastern Front. He came into the public eye as 
the military member of the commission which 
forced the peace of Brest on the Bolsheviks; and 
his account of this episode is highly entertaining. 
Von Hoffman opposed the German reply to the 
Russian proposals "because at bottom it was a 
lie",—and furthermore opposed the whole pro
gramme for the annexation of Poland. For this 
Ludendorff turned on him and demanded his 
dismissal, but the Kaiser after yielding on Poland 
managed to cover von Hoffmann. 

Von Hoffmann's frankness puts more than one 
familiar event in the East in quite a new light. 
He states bluntly that von Hutier's famous attack 
on Riga, which has always been taken as the 
technical inspiration for the offensive of March 
21st, proved to be a mere manoeuvre. " T h e 
crossing was effected almost in play. . . . Already 
long before our attack the Russians had evacuated, 

of their own free will, the western part of the 
Riga bridgehead, and they evacuated the remain
der with feverish haste when the attack began. . " 
He revises even more drastically the traditional 
account of Hindcnbing-Ludendorff" arriving 
(Sheridan's ride fashion) just in time to turn 
disaster into victory at Tannenberg. Although 
the aged von Prittwitz had lost his nerve and 
actually ordered a retreat behind the Vistula, his 
Staff convinced him that he could not make the 
retreat without first giving battle to Samsonov. 
"Accordingly, orders were given on the evening 
of the 20th (some days before Hindenburg's 
arrival) which formed the basis of the battle of 
Tannenberg ." Moltke, however, had been notified 
of the first decision but not of the change of plan, 
and promptly relieved Prittwitz. Hindenburg 
arrived to find the Army assembling for battle, 
instead of in full retreat as he expected; he 
approved the orders already issued and carried 
them through. T h e author does not regret that 
Hindenburg took von Prittwitz's place, but in 
fairness to the latter he ventures the opinion that 
a victory would have been won at Tannenberg 
even if there had been no change of command. 

Much of General von Hoffmann's text has 
obviously no meaning to his translator; and regu
lation military terms of the German original are 
often merely guessed at. At the very start we 
come face to face with the most comic of these 
blunders: in the process of rendering his full 
name, poor old Prittwitz—Generaloberst von 
Prittwitz und Gaffron—is split into two: "the 
Colonel Generals von Prittwitz and Gaffron"— 
and thenceforth referred to in the plural as 
"they". Evidently the translator jumped to the 
conclusion that on the Eastern front twin Com
manders-in-Chief were a special provision of 
nature. 

Drugs and Genius 
G E N I U S A N D D I S A S T E R . By J E A N N E T T E 

M A R K S . New York: T h e Adelphi Co. 1925. $3. 

Reviewed by C A R T Y R A N C K 

M ISS J E A N N E T T E M A R K S is Professor 
of English at Mount Holyoke College 
and for many years she has made a close 

study of the psychology of drug addiction. Several 
years ago she contributed a provocative paper to 
the Yale Review in which she attempted to show 
the effects of drug addiction upon the work of 
Edgar Allan Poe and other writers of genius. 
Now, in "Genius and Disaster" she elaborates 
her theories regarding the effects of alcoholism and 
drugs upon creative genius and gives the reader 
penetrating studies of Poe, Swinburne, Thomas 
De Quincey, Coleridge, Rossetti, James Thomson, 
Elizabeth Barrett Browning, and Francis Thomp*-
son. 

Let us state at the outset that we are not in 
sympathy with Miss Mark's views. I t is our con
viction that all these writers mentioned would 
have written the same sort of literature if their 
daily diet had been peanut butter or milk choco
late. They were by nature morbid and moody and 
the fact that their work contains nightmarish 
patches of horror and stark tragedy is no more 
due to drugs than it is to the natural reaction of 
all thoughtful natures to the grim relentlessness 
of life. Some of them, it is true, tried to get 
more out of life than there is in it—but does this 
point to opium or alcohol? Surely there is no 
saner writer of English than Thomas Hardy and 
yet his work is packed with the sense of impend
ing doom. Every thinking man and woman 
feels the futility of life and its stark tragedy. 
Then how much more poignantly does the drama 
progress for the man of genius who sees with 
clairvoyant vision the end of the play? 

In speaking of James Thomson's fine poem 
" T h e City of Dreadful Night" Miss Marks says: 

Several are the evidences of opium-taking' in this great 
poem. That sense not only of the drag'jing' foot of misery 
but of the endlessness of time is one of the mental stig
mata of opium addiction. 

Come, come. Miss Marks, this is a bit far
fetched ! Thomson had a vivid imagination, he 
was keenly sensitive to suffering, and, God knows, 
the poor devil suffered enough, bift to say that his 
graphic description of the horrors of insomnia was 
due to opium is no more convincing than to say 
that a newspaperman must be a potential mur
derer when he writes a convincing account of a 
murder. 
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