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ADVERTISEMENT.

"I HE revifion, which will be found at the con-
clufion of each volume, relates to this particular
edition of the phyfiognomonical fragments of
Mr. Lavater, which was publifhed under the in-
fpe&tion of his friend, John Michael Armbrufter,
in o&avo, for the benefit of thofe who could not
afford to purchafe the quarto edition. The edi-
tor, Armbrufter, has changed the order of the
fragments, and has omitted fome few fuper-
fluous ‘paﬂ'ages. The friend was more capable
of perceiving where the author had repeated
himfelf than was Mr. Lavater. Having taken
fomething away, the editor added fomething
new ; fo that this is perhaps the work which
beft deferves preference. We have the moft ir-
refragable evidence, from the revifions above-
mentioned, that Mr. Lavater perfeétly approved
of the plan of his friend, Mr. Armbrufter, whofe
additions he has himfelf corre@®ed, and fanc-
tioned, |

a ~ With



vi ADVERTISEMENT.

With refpe& to the tranflation, thofe who
know the original will alfo know the difficulties
which almoft every period prefented. The Ger-
man is a language abounding in compound
words, and epithets linked in endlefs chains.
Eager to excel, its writers think they never can
have faid enough, while any thing more can
be faid: their energy is frequently unbridled.
And certainly, in the exalted quality of energy,
Mr. Lavater will cede to few of his countrymen.
He wifhed for the language and the pen of An-
gels, to write on his favourite fubje&. Bold en-
deavours have been made to preferve the fpirit
of his reafoning, the enthufiafm of his feelings,
and the fublimity of his conceptions. But, with-
out any affe¢ted diftruft of myfelf, I cannot ven-

ture to affirm they are preferved.

THOMAS HOLCROFT.



C ONTENT S

VOL. L
Page
. InTrRODUCTION — _ 1
II. A word concerning the author — — 6

III. On the nature of man, which is the foun-

dation of the {cience of phyfiognomy 10

1V. Phyfiognomy, pathognomy -~ — 19

V.  Of the truth of phyfiognomy  — — 22
VI. Reafons why the fcience of phyfiognomy
is fo often ridiculed and treated with

contempt =~ — — — 34

VII. Teftimonies in favour of phyfiognomy 41

VIIL Of the univerfality of phyfiognomonical

fenfation —_ —_ — 56

IX. Phyfiognomy a fcience — — 67

X. Of the advantages of phyfiognomy — 174

XI. Of the difadvantages of phyfiognomy — 82

XII. Of the eafe of ftudying phyfiognomy — g1

XIII. Of the difficulties of phyfiognomy — 97
X1V. Of the rarity of the {pirit of phyfiognomo-

nical obfervation — 106

XV. The



> 14;. S Al __c_.i;.ﬁ‘.'c‘_d_..
N " v

e

\

-

XV.
XVI.

XVIIL
XVIII.
XIX.
XX.
XXI.

XXII.

C ONTTENT S

. Page
The phyfiognomift —_ — 116
Of the apparently falfe decifions of phy-
fiognomy — —_ — 128
Of the general objeftions made to phyfi-
ognomy — — — 135
Various objeétions to phyfiognomy an-
{wered — —_ — 144
On diffimulation, falfehood and fincerity 152
On freedom and neceflity — — 166
On the harmony of moral and corporeal
beauty — . — — 175
Socrates — - . — 209
Mifcellaneous phyfiognomonical exercifes 229
Revifion of the author —_ — 241



géwr . .

-

IO

INTRODUCTION.

AND Gob sam

“ LET UsS MAKE MAN IN OUR IMAGE, AF-
“ TER OUR LIKENESS.”

“ How wondrous the fufpenfe of expe&ing
“ creation ! :

“ The regions of earth, air, and water, fwarm
“ with living beings. All is plenitude : all is ani-
‘ mation : all is motion.—What is the great pur-
“ pofe that this multitude of creatures contri-
“ bute to effect ?—Where is the unity of this
“ grand whole >—Each being f{till remains foli-
“ tary. The pleafures of each terminate in felf.
“ Where is that fomething capable of conceiv-
“ ing, where that comprehenfive eye that can
 include, that capacious heart than can rejoice
“in, this grand whole ?—Creation wanting a
< purpofe appears to mourn ; to enjoy, but not
“ to be enjoyed—A defert in all its wild con-
¢ fufion.—The pulfe of nature beats not !

“ Were it poffible to produce a being which
“ fhould be the head, the fummit, and unity of |
“-all '—Were this poffible; fuch a being muft

Vor. L B “ be
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2 ~ INTRODUCTION.
“ be the {fymbol of the Deity ; the vifible image
“ of God. Himfelf a fubordinate deity; a ruler,
“ and a lord—How noble a creature '—

“ The Godhead holds council '—

« Hitherto the powers of recent creation {lum-
“ ber—Such a form, fuch a fymbel of Deity,
“ muft be infinitely more beautiful, muft con-
“ tain infinitely more life, than the rivers, woods,
“ and mountains, or than paradife itfelf.—Yes,
“ inevitably muft, effentially, exceed all other
¢ forms animate and inanimate.—To him muft
“ thought be imparted, that generative that pre-
“ dominant gift of the Divinity.—How graceful
« his body! How dignified his a&tion! How
« fublime the glance of his eye!'—How infig-
“ nificant are all the objeéts of nature compared
¢ to the human foul '—How vaft its reafoning,
¢ its inventive, and its ruling faculties !'—TYes, it
¢ is the vifible image of the Deity !

“ The Godhead has taken counfel '—

“ GOD CREATED MAN IN HIS OWN IMAGE;
“ IN THE IMAGE OF GOD CREATED HE HIM.
“ MALE AND FEMALE CREATED HE THEM.”

“ How might man be more honoured than
“ by fuch a paufe? How more deified than by
“ the counfel of the Godhead, than by thus be-
“ ing imprefled with the divine image!

“ Gop
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“ GOD CREATED MAN IN HIS OWN IMAGE,
“ IN THE IMAGE OF GOD CREATED HE HIM.”
“ How exaltedly, how exclufively, honour-
% able to man'!
¢ Contemplate his exteriour ; ere@, towering,
* and beauteous—This, though but the fhell, is
“ the image of his mind; the veil and agent
% of that Divinity of which he is the reprefenta-
“ tive. How does the prefent though concealed
“ Deity fpeak, in this human countenance, with
“ a thoufand tongues! How does it reveal it-
“ felf by an eternal variety of impulfe, emotion,
“ and ation, as in a magical mirror! Is there
“ not fomething inconceivably celeftial in the
“ eye of man, in the combination of his fea-
“ tures, in his elevated mien? Thus is that ef-
“ fufion of radiance which the fun emits and
“ which no eye might endure obfcured by dewy
“ vapours, and thus the Godhead darkly pour-
“ trays itfelf in a rude earthly form.
“ God of perfection! How fupremely how
“ benevolently haft thou difplayed thyfelf in
* man !—Behold the human body! that fair in-
“ veftiture of all that is moft beauteous—Unity
“in variety ! Variety in unity! How are they
“ there difplayed in their very eflence !'—What
“elegance, what propriety, what fymmetry
¢ through all the forms, all the members! How
B2 “ imperceptible



4 INTRODUCTION,

, % imperceptible, how infinite, are the gradations
¢ that contftitute this beauteous whole !

¢ Survey this foul-beaming, this divine, coun-
“ tenance ; the thoughtful brow, the penetrat-
“ ing eye, the fpirit-breathing lips, the deep in-
“ telligence of the aflembled features! How
¢ they all confpiring {peak! What harmony !—
“ A fingle ray including all poffible colours!
“ The piture of the fair immeafurable mind
“ within ! "

“ GOD CREATED MAN IN HIS OWN IMAGE;
“ IN THE IMAGE OF GOD CREATED HE HIM.
“ MALE AND FEMALE CREATED HE THEM.”

“ And there he ftands in all his divinity ! The
« likenefs of God! The type of God and na-
“ ture! The compendium of all a&tion; of the
« power and energy of the Creator! Study him.
¢« Sketch his figure, though it be but as the fun
« painted in a dew-drop—All your heroes and
% deities, whatever their origin, form or f).fm-
“ bolic qualities (‘disjecii membra poete ), the moft
¢« perfet ideal angel that Plato or Winkelmann
“ ever could imagine, or that the waving lines
“ of Apelles or Raphael could pourtray; the
“ Venus Anadyomene, and Apollo, to him are
¢ far unequal. Thefe to him compared are dif-
¢ proportionate as fhadows lengthened by the
“ fetting fun. In vain would artifts and poets,

“ like
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% like the induftrious bee, colle& the vifible
“ riches, produ&ts and powers of luxuriant na-
“ ture. Man, the image of God, the eflence of
 creation, exuberant in the principles of mo-
¢ tion and intelligence, and formed according to
¢ the council of the Godhead, ever muft remain
¢ the ftandard of ideal perfection.

“ Man—{facred yet polluted image of the
“ Moft High, enfeebled and depraved epitome
“ of the creation; the temple in which, and to
“ which, the Godhead deigned to reveal him-
“felf, firft perfonally, afterward by his, mi-
“ racles and prophets, and laftly by his beloved
« fon—* The brightnefs of the glory of God:
“ the only and firft-born; through whem and
“ by whom the world was created—the fecond
“ Adam '—Oh man! what wert thou intended
“to be! What art thou become ! *” '

Were the fublime truths contained in this
paffage ever prefent to my mind, ever living in
my memory, what might not be expe&ted from
the book I fhould write? And the moment I
forget them how infupportable fhall I become to
thee—to thee alone for whom I write, believer
in the worth and in the refemblance of the hu-
man to the divine nature !

* Herders Altefte Urkunde des Menfchen Gefehlechts §. Theil.
B ; IL A



6 A WORD CONCERNING THE AUTHOR.

IL

A WORD CONCERNING THE AUTHOR.

It highly incumbent on me that I fhould not
lead my reader to expe& more from me than I
am able to perform. Whoever publifhes a con-
fiderable work on phyfiognomy, gives his read-
ers apparently to underftand he is much better
acquainted with the fubject than any of his co-
temporaries. Should an error efcape him, he
expofcs himfelf to the fevereft ridicule; he is
contemned, at leaft by thofe who do not read
him, for pretenfions which, probably, they fup-
pofe him to make, but which, in reality, he
does not make.

The God of truth, and all who know me, will
bear teftimony that, from my whole foul, I de-
fpife deceit, as I do all filly claims to fupériour
wifdom, and infallibility, which fo many wri-
ters, by a thoufand artifices, endeavour to make
their readers imagine they poffefs.

Firft, therefore, I declare, what I have uni-
formly declared on all occafions, although the
perfons’who fpeak of me and my works endea-
vour to conceal it from themfelves and others;
¢ That I underftand but little of phyfiognomy,
 that I have been, and continue daily to be,
¢ miftaken in my judgment ; but that thefe er-

“ rors
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" % rors are the natural, and moft certain, means
“ of correing, confirming, and extending my
“ knowledge.”

It will probably not be difagreeable, to many
of my readers, to be informed in part of the
progrefs of my mind, in this ftudy.

Before the age of five and twenty, there was
nothing I fhould have fuppofed more impro-
bable than that I thould make the {malleft en-
quiries concerning, much lefs that I fhould write
a book on, phyfiognomy. I was neither in-
clined to read nor make the flighteft obferva-
tions on the fubject. The extreme fenfibility of
my nerves occafioned me, however, to feel cer-
tain emotions at beholding certain countenances,
which emotions remained when they were no
longer prefent, without my being able to ac-
count for them, and even without my thinking
any thing more of fuch countenances. I, fome-’
times, inftin@ively formed a judgment, accord-
ing to thefe firft impreflions, and was laughed
at, athamed, and became cautious. Years pafled
away before I again dared, impelled by fimilar
impreflions, to venture fimilar opinions. In the
mean time, I occafionally fketched the counte-
nance of a friend, whom by chance I had
lately been obferving. I had from my earlieft.
youth a firong propenfity to drawing ; and efpe-

cially to drawing of portraits, although I had but
B 4 little /'

‘.
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little genius and perfeverance. By this practice,
my latent feelings began partly to unfold them-
felves. The various proportions, features, {imi-
litudes, and varieties, of the human counte-
nance, became more apparent. It has happened
that, on two fucceflive days, .I have drawn two
faces, the features of which had a remarkable re-
femblance. This awakened my attention ; and
my aftonithment increafed when I obtained cer-
tain proofs that thefe perfons were as fimilar in
chara&er as in feature.

I was afterward induced, by M. Zimmermann,
phyfician to the court of Hanover, to write my
thoughts on this fubje&. I met with many op-
ponents, and this oppofition obliged me to make
deeper and more laborious refcarches; till at
length the prefent work on phyﬁognomy was
produced.

Here I muft repeat the full convition I feel
that my whole life would be infufficient to form

~any approach toward a perfe& and confiftent
whole. Itis a field too vaft for me fingly to till.
I fhall find various opportunities of confefling
my deficiency in various branches of fcience,
without which it is impoffible to ftudy phyfiog-
nomy with that firmnefs and certainty which are
requifite. I fhall conclude this fragment by de-
calring, with unreferved candour, and wholly
commit;ing-
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committing myfelf to the reader who is the
friend of truth—

That I have heard, from the weakeft of men,
remarks on the human countenance, more acute
than thofe I had made; remarks which made
mine appear trivial.

That I believe, were various other perfons to
fketch countenances, and write their obferva-
tions, thofe I have hitherto made would foon
become of little importance.

That I daily meet a hundred faces concerning
which I am unable to pronounce any certain opi-
nion.

That no man has any thing to fear from my
infpe&ion, as it"is my endeavour to find good
in man, nor are there any men in whom good
is not to be found,

That fince I have begun thus to obferve man-
kind, my philanthropy is not diminifhed, but 'l
will venture to fay increafed.

And that now (January 1783), after-ten years
daily ftudy, I am not more convinced of the cer-
tainty of my own exiftence, than of the truth of
the fcience of phyfiognomy; or than that this
truth may be demonftrated: and that I hold him
to be a weak and fimple perfori who fhall affirm,
that the effects of the impreflion made upon him

by all poffible human countenances are equal,
1L On
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IIL

ON THE NATURE OF MAN, WHICH IS THE
FOUNDATION OF THE SCIENCE OF
PHYSIOGNOMY.

OF an earthly creatures man is the moft per-
fe&, the moft imbued with the principles of life.
Each particle of matter is an immenfity; each
leaf a world; each infe& an inexplicable com-
pendium. Who then fhall enumerate the gra-
dations between infe&t and man? In him all the
powers of nature are united. He is the effence
of creation. The fon of earth, he is the earth’s
lord ; the fummary and central point of all ex-
iftence, of all powers, and of all life, on that
earth which he inhabits. :

Of all organized beings with which we are
acquainted, man alone excepted, there are none -
in which are fo wonderfully united the three
different kinds of life, the animal, the intellec-
tual, and the moral. Each of thefe lives is
the compendium of various faculties, moft won-
derfully compounded and harmonized.

To know—to defire—to a&—Or accurately to
obferve and meditate—To perceive and to with
—To poflefs the powers of motion and of re-

fiftance
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fitance—Thefe, combined, conftitute man an
animal, intelleCtual, and moral being.

Man endowed with thefe faculties, with this
triple life, is in himfelf the moft worthy fubject
of obfervation, as he likewife is himfelf the moft
worthy obferver. Confidered under what point
of view he may, what is more worthy of con-
templation than himfelf? In him each fpecies
of life is confpicuous ; yet never can his proper-
ties be wholly known, except by the aid of his
external form, his body, his fuperficies. How
fpiritual, how incorporeal foever, his internal ef~
fence may be, ftill is he only vifible and conceiv-
able from the harmony of his conftituent parts,
From thefe he is infeparable. He exifts and
moves in the body he inhabits, as in his element.
This material man muft become the fubje&t of
obfervation. All the knowledge we can obtain
of man muft be gained through the medium of
our fenfes.

This threefold life, which man cannot be de-
nied to poflefs, neceflarily firft becomes the fub-
je&t of difquifition and refearch, as it prefents it-
felf in the form of body, and in fuch of his fa-
culties as are apparent to fenfe.

There is no objet in nature the properties
and powers of which can be manifeft to us in

any
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any other manner than by fuch external appear-
~ances as affet the fenfes. By thefe all beings
are charatterized. 'They are the foundations of
all human knowledge. Man muft wander in
the darkeft ignorance, equally with refpe& to
himfelf and the obje@s that furround him, did
he not becomé acquainted with their properties
and powers by the aid of their externals; and
had not each obje& a chara&er peculiar to its
nature and effence, which acquaints us with
what it is, and enables us to diftinguifh it from
what it is not. )

All bodies which we furvey appear to fight
under a certain form and fuperficies. We be-
hold thofe outlines traced which are the refult of
their organization. I hope I fhall be pardoned
the repetition of fuch common-place truths,
fince on thefe are built the fcience of phyfiog-
nomy, or the proper ftudy of man. However
true thefe axioms, with refpeét to vifible obje&s,
and particularly to organized bodies, they are ftill
more extenfively true when applied to man, and
his nature. The organization of man peculiarly
diftinguifthes him from all other earthly beings ;
and his phyfiognomy, that is to fay, the fuperfi-
cies and outlines of this organization, fhew him
to be infinitely fuperiour to all thofe vifible be-

ings by which he is {furrounded.
We
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We are unacquainted with any form equally
noble, equally majeftic, with that of man, and
in which fo many kinds of life, fo many powers,
fo many virtues of altion and motion, unite, as
in a central point. With firm ftep he advances
over the earth’s furface, and with eret body
raifes his head toward heaven. He looks for-
ward to infinitude; he a@s with facility, and
{wiftnefs inconceivable, and his motions are the
moft immediate and the moft varied. By whom
may their varieties be enumerated? He can at
once both fuffer and perform infinitely more
than any other creature. He unites flexibility
and fortitude, ftrength and dexterity, a&ivity
and reft. Of all creatures he can the fooneft yield,
and the longeft refift. None refemble him in
the variety and harmony of his powers. His
faculties, like his form, are peculiar to himfelf.

+ ‘How much nobler, more aftonithing, and
more attractive will this form become, when we
difcover that it is itfelf the.interpreter of all the
high powers it poflefles, aGtive and paflive! Only
in thofe parts in which animal ftrength and pro-
perties refide does it refemble animals. But
how much is it exalted above the brute in thofe
parts in which are the powers of fuperiour ori-
gin, the powers of mind, of motion !

The
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The form and proportion of man, his fupeti-
our height, capable of fo many changes, and fuch
variety of motion, prove to the unprejudiced
obferver his fuper-eminent fttength, and afto-
nifhing facility of a&ion. The high excellence,
and phyfiological unity, of human nature are vi-
fible at the firft glance. The head, efpecially
the face, and the formation of the firm parts,
compared to the firm parts of other animals,
convince the accurate obferver, who is capable
of inveftigating truth, of the greatnefs and fu-
periority of his intelleGual qualities. The eye,
the look, the cheeks, the mouth, the forehead,
whether confidered in a ftate of entire reft or
during their innumerable varieties of motion, in
fine, whatever is underftood by phyfiognomy,
are the moft expreflive, the moft convincing
piture of interiour fenfation, defires, paffions,
will, and of all thofe properties which fo much
exalt moral above animal life.

Although the phyfiological, intelle®ual, and
moral life of man, with all their fubordinate
powers, and their conftituent parts, fo eminently
unite in one being ; although thefe three kinds
of life do not, like three diftin& families, refide
in feparate parts, or ftories of the body ; but co-
exift in one point, and, by their combination,

form
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form one whole ; yet is it plain that each of thefe
powers of life has its peculiar ftation, where it
more efpecially unfolds itfelf, and aéts.

It is beyond contradiGion evident that, though
phyfiological or animal life difplays itfelf through
all the body, and efpecially through all the ani-
mal parts, yet does it a&t moft confpicuoufly in the
arm, from the thoulder to the ends of the fingers.

It is equally clear that intelle&tual life, or the
powers of the underftanding and the mind, make
themfelves moft apparent in the circumference
and form of the folid parts of the head; efpe-
cially the forehead, though they will difcover
themf{elves, to an attentive and accurate eye, in
every part and point of the human body, by the
congeniality and harmony of the various parts,
as will be frequently noticed in the courfe of this
work. Is there any occafion to prove that the
power of thinking refides neither in the foot, in
the hand, nor in the back ; but in the head, and
its internal parts?

The moral life of man, particularly, reveals it-
felf in the lines, marks, and tranfitions of the
countenance. His moral powers and defires,
his irritability, fympathy, and antipathy ; his fa-
cility of attraing or repelling the obje&s that
furround him ; thefe are all fummed up in, and

painted
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_ painted upon, his countenance, when at reft.
When any paffion is called into action, fuch paf-
fion is depicted by the motion of the mufcles,
and thefe motions are accompanied by a ftrong
palpitation of the heart. If the countenance be
tranquil, it always denotes tranquillity in the re-
gion of the heart and breaft.

This threefold life of man, fo intimately in-
terwoven through his frame, is ftill capable of
being ftudied in its different appropriate parts;
and did we live in a lefs depraved world we
fhould find fufficient data for the fcience of phy-
fiognomy.

The animal life, the loweft and moft earthly,
would difcover itfelf from the rim of the belly
to the organs of generation, which would be-
come its central or focal point. The middle or
moral life would be feated in the breaft, and the
heart would be its central point. The intellec-
tual life, which of the three is fupreme, would
refide in the head, and have the eye for its cen-
tre. If we take the countenance as the repre-
fentative and epitome of the three divifions, then
will the forehead, to the eyebrows, be the mir-
ror, or image, of the underftanding; the nofe
and cheeks the image of the moral and fenfitive
life ; and the mouth and chin the image of the

animal
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animal life ; while the eye will be to the whole
as its fummary and center. I may alfo add that
the clofed mouth at the moment of moft perfect
tranquillity is the central point of the radii of
the countenance. It cannot however too often
be repeated that thefe three lives, by their inti-
mate conneion with each other, are all, and
each, exprefled in every part of the body. ~
What we have hitherto faid is fo clear, {o well
known, fo univerfal, that we fhould bluth to in-
fift upon fuch common-place truths, were they
not, firft, the foundation on which we muft
build all we have to propofe; and, again, had
not thefe truths (can it be believed by futurity?)
in this our age been fo many thoufand times
miftaken and contefted, with the moft incon-
ceivable affeGation.
- 'The fcience of phyfiognomy, whether under-
ftood in the moft enlarged or moft confined
fenfe, indubitably depends on thefe general and
incontrovertible principles ; yet, incontrovertible
as they are, they have not been without their
opponents. Men pretend to doubt of the moft
firiking, the moft convincing, the moft felf-evi-
dent truths ; although were thefe deftroyed nei-
ther truth nor knowledge would remain, They
do not profefs to doubt concerning the phyfi-
Vou. I c ognomy
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ognomy of other natural objeds; yet do they
doubt the phyfiognomyof human nature; the firft
objec, the moft worthy of contemplation, and
the moft animated the realms of nature contain.

We have already informed our readers they
are to expect only fragments on phyfiognomy
from us, and not a perfe&t fyftem. However,
what has been faid may ferve as a fketch for
fuch a fyftem. To acquire this perfe@ion it is
neceffary feparately to confider the phyfiological
part, or the exteriour characters of the phyfical
and animal powers of man ; the intelletual part,
or the expreflion of the powers of the under-
ftanding ; and the moral part, or the expreflion
of the feeling and fenfitive powers of man, and
‘his irritability.

Each of thefe fubdivides itfelf into two ge-
neral heads; phyf iognomy, properly fo called,
which is the obfervation of charaCter in a ftate
of tranquillity, or reft, and pathognomy, which
is the ftudy of charatter in action.

Before we proceed to exemplify either of thefe
general heads, it will not be unneceffary to in-
fert fome introdutory fragments, once more
avowing that we have neither the ability nor
the intention to write a complete fyftem.

IV, PHYSI-



PHYSIOGNOMY, PATHOGNOMY. 19
IV.
PHYSIOGNOMY, PATHOGNOMY,

TAKING it in its moft extenfive fenfe, I ufe
the word phyfiognomy to fignify the exteriour,
or fuperficies, of man, in motion or at reft,
whether viewed in the original or by portrait.

Phyfiognomony, or, as more fhortly written,
Phyfiognomy* is the fcience or knowledge of
the correfpondence between the external and in-
ternal man, the vifible fuperficies and the invi-
fible contents. \

Phyfiognomy may be divided into the various
parts, or views under which man may be con-
fidered ; that is to fay, into the animal, the mo-
ral, and the intelle&ual.

Whoever forms a right judgment of the cha-
ra&er of man, from thofe firft impreflions which
are made by his exteriour, is naturally a phyfi-
ognomift. The fcientific phyfiognomift is he

* The Author has made a diftin&tion between Phyfiognomit, and
Phyfiognomie, which neither accords with the Englith Language nor
is neceffary; fince, by Phyfiognomie, he means ouly the countenance;
and ufes Phyfiognomik in the fame feafe as we do Phyfiognomy, to fig.
anify the fcience.  T.

"C 2 - whe

4
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who can arrange, and accurately define, the.ex-
teriour traits ; and the philofophic phyfiognomift
is he who is capable of developing the principles
of thefe exteriour traits and tokens, which are
‘the internal caufes of external effecs.

Phyfiognomy is properly diftinguithed from

pathognomy.
~ Phyfiognomy, oppofed to pathognomy, is the
knowledge of the figns of the powers and incli-
‘nations of men. Pathognomy is the knowledge
of the figns of the paffions.

Phyfiognomy, therefore, teaches the know-
ledge of character at reft; and pathognomy of
chara&er in motion. -

Chara&er at reft is taught by the form of
the folid and the appearance of the moveable
parts, while at reft. Character impaflioned is
manifefted by the moveable parts, in motion.

Phyfiognomy may be compared to the fum
total of the mind; pathognomy to the intereft
which is the produ& of this fum total. The
former fhows what man is in general ; the latter
what he becomes at particular moments: or, the
one what he might be, the other what he is.
The firft is the root and ftem of the fecond, the

foil in which it is planted. Whoever believes
the
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the latter and not the former believes in fruit
without a tree, in corn without land.

All people read the countenance pathogno-
monically ; few indeed read it phyfiognomo-
nically.

Pathognomy has to combat the arts of diffi-
mulation ; phyfiognomy has not.

Thefe two {ciences are to the friend of truth
infeparable ; but as phyfiognomy is much lefs
ftudied than pathognomy, I fhall chiefly confine
myfelf to the former.
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V.
OF THE TRUTH OF PHYSIOGNOMY.

ALL countenances, all forms, all created be-
ings, are not only different from each other in
their clafles, races, and kinds, but are alfo indi-
vidually diftin&t.

Each being differs from every other being of
its fpecies. However generally known, it is a
truth the moft important to our purpofe, and
neceflary to repeat, that, * There is no rofe per-
¢ fectly fimilar to another rofe, no egg to an
“ egg, no eel to an eel, no lion to a lion, no
¢ eagle to an eagle, no man to a man.”

Confining this propofition to man only, it is
the firft, the moft profound, moft fecure, and
unthaken foundation-ftone of phyfiognomy that,
however intimate the analogy and fimilarity of
the innumerable forms of men, no two men
can be found who, brought together, and accu-
rately compared, will not appear to be very re-
markably different.

Nor is it lefs incontrovertible that it is equally
impoflible to find two minds, as two counte-

nances, which perfe@ly refemble each other.
This
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This confideration alone will be fufficient to
make it received as a truth, not requiring far-
ther demonftration, that there muft be a certain
native analogy between the external varieties of
the countenance and form, and the internal va-
rieties of the mind. Shall it be denied that this
acknowledged internal variety among all men is
not the caufe of the external variety of their
forms and countenances? Shall it be affirmed
that the mind does not influence the body, or
that the body does not influence the mind ?

Anger renders the mufcles protuberant; and
fhall not therefore an angry mind and protube-
rant mufcles be confidered as caufe and effe& ?

After repeated obfervation that an a&ive and
vivid eye and an active and acute wit are fre-
quently found in the fame perfon, fhall it be
fuppofed that there is no relation between the
a@ive eye and the active mind? Is this the ef-
fe&t of accident ?——Of accident !——Ought it
not rather to be confidered as fympathy, an in-
terchangcable and inftantaneous effe&t, when we
perceive that, at the very moment the under-
ftanding is moft acute and penetrating and the
wit the moft lively, the motion and fire of the
eye undergo, at that moment, the moft vifible

change ?
C s Shall
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Shall the open, friendly, and unfufpeing
eye, and the open, friendly, and unfufpeéting
heart, be united in a thoufand inftances, and
thall we fay the one is not the caufe, the other
the effe@t ?

Shall nature difcover wifdom and order in all
things ; fhall correfponding caufes and effe&s bc ‘
every where united ; fhall this be the moft clear
the moft indubitable of truths; and in the firft
the moft noble of the works of nature fhall fhe
act arbitrarily, without defign, without law? The
human countenance, that mirror of the Divinity,
that nobleft of the works of the Creator—fhall
not inotive and ation, fhall not the correfpon-
dence between the interiour and the exteriour,
the vifible and the invifible, the caufe and the
effe@, be there apparent ?

Yet this is all denied by thofe who oppofe the
truth of the fcience of phyfiognomy.

Truth, according to them, is ever at variance
with itfelf. Eternal order is degraded to a jug-
gler, whofe purpofe it is to deceive.

Calm reafon revolts at the fuppofition that
Newton or Leibnitz ever could have the coun-
tenance and appearance of an ideot, incapable of
.a firm ftep, a meditating eye ; of comprehending
the leaft difficult of abftra& propofitions, and of

cxpreﬂing
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exprefling himfelf fo as to be underftood ; that
one of thefe in the brain of a Laplander con-
ceived his Theodicea ; and that the other in the
head of an Efquimaux, who wants the power
to number farther than fix and affirms all be-
yond to be innumerable, had diffected the rays
of light, and weighed worlds.

Calm reafon revoltswhen it is afferted the ftrong
man may appear perfeitly like the weak, the
man in full health like another in the laft ftage of
a confumption, or that the rath and irafcible re-
femble the cold and phlegmatic. It revolts to
hear it affirmed that joy and grief, pleafure and
pain, love and hatred, all exhibit themfelves
under the fame traits, that is to fay, under no
traits whatever, on the exteriour of man. Yet
fuch are the aflertions of thofe who maintain
phyfiognomy is a chimerical fcience. They
overturn all that order and combination by
which eternal wifdom fo highly aftonithes and
delights the underftanding. It cannot be too
emphatically repeated, that blind chance and
arbitrary diforder conftitute the philofophy of
fools; and .that they are the bane of natural
knowledge, philofophy and religion. - Entirely
to banifh fuch a fyftem is the duty of the true
enquirer, the fage, and the divine, . '

All men (this is indifputable), abfolutely all

' men,
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_ men, eftimate all things, whatever, by their phy-
fiognomy, their exteriour temporary fuperficies.
By viewing thefe on every occafion, they draw
their conclufions concerning their internal pro-
perties. :

What merchant, if he be unacquainted with
the perfon of whom he purchafes, does not efti-
mate his wares by the phyfiognomy or appear-
ance of thofe wares? If he purchafe of a dif~
tant correfpondent, what other means does he
ufe in judging whether they are or are not equal
to his expeQation ? Is not his judgment deter-
mined by the colour, the finenefs, the fuperficies,
the exteriour, the phyfiognomy? Does he not
judge money by its phyfiognomy? Why does he
take one guinea and reje another ? Why weigh
a third in his hand? Does he not determine ac-
cording to its colour, or impreflion ; its outfide,
its phyfiognomy ? If a ftranger enter his fhop,
as a buyer, or feller, will he not obferve him?
Will he not draw conclufions from his coun-
tenance? Will he not, almoft before he is out
of hearing, pronounce fome opinion upon him,
and fay, “ This man has an honeft look—This
“ man has a pleafing, or forbidding, counte-
“ nance ?’—What is it to the purpofe whether
his judgment be right or wrong? He judges.
Though not wholly, he depends, in part, upon

the
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the exteriour form, and thence draws inferences
concerning the mind.

How does the farmer, walking through his’
grounds, regulate his future expeQations, by
the colour, the fize, the growth, the exteriour,
that is to fay, by the phyfiognomy of the bloom,
the ftalk, or the ear, of his corn; the ftem, and
fhoots of his vine-tree ?— Thls ear of corn is
“ blighted—That wood is full of fap ; this will
“ grow, that not,” affirms he, at the firft, or
fecond glance—* Though thefe vine-thoots look
« well, they will bear but few grapes.” And
wherefore ? He remarks, in their appearance, as
the phyfiognomift in the countenances of fhal-
low men, the want of native energy. Does not
he judge by the exteriour ?

Does not the phyfician pay more attention to
the phyfiognomy of the fick than to all the ac-
counts that are brought him concerning his
patient? Zimmermann, among the living, may
be brought as a proof of the great perfeGtion at
which this kind of judgment is arrived; and
among the dead Kempf, whofe fon has written
a treatife on Temperament.

The painter——Yet of him I will fay no-
thing : his art too evidently reproves the child-
ith and arrogant prejudices of thofe who pre-
tend to difbelieve phyfiognomy.

The
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The traveller, the philanthropift, the mifan-
thrope, the lover (and who not?) all a& accord-
ing to their feelings and decifions, true or falfe,
confufed or clear, concerning phyfiognomy.
Thefe feelings, thefe decifions, excite compaf~
fion, difguft, joy, love, hatred, fufpicion, con-
fidence, referve, or benevolence.

Do we not daily judge of the {ky by its phy-
fiognomy ? No food, not a glafs of wine, or beer,
not a cup of coffee, or tea, comes to table, which
is not judged by its phyfiognomy, its exterior ;
and of which we do not thence deduce fome
conclufion refpe&ing its interiour, good, or bad,
properties.

Is not all nature phyfiognomy; fuperficies,
and contents ; body, and fpirit ; exteriour effe&,
and internal power; invifible beginning, and
“vifible ending ?

What knowledge is there, of which man is
cupable, ‘that is not founded on the exteriour;
the relation that exifts between vifible and invi-
fible, the perceptible and the imperceptible ?

Phyfiognomy, whether underftood in its moft
extenfive or confined fignification, is the origin
_ of all human decifions, efforts, actions, expe&ta-
tions, fears, and hopes; of all pleafing and un-
pleafing fenfations, which are occafioned by ex-

ternal objects. |
From
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From the cradle to the grave, in all condi-
tions and ages, throughout all nations, from
Adam to the laft exifting man, from the worm
we tread on to the moft fublime of philofophers,
(and why not to the angel, why not to the
Deity ?) phyfiognomy is the origin of all we
do and fuffer. '

Each infe is acquainted with its friend and
its foe ; each child loves and fears although it
knows not why. Phyfiognomy is the caufe;
nor is there a man to be found on earth who is
not daily influenced by phyfiognomy; not a
man who cannot figure to himfelf a counte-
nance which fhall to him appear exceedingly
lovely, ar exceedingly hateful ; not a man who
does not, more or lefs, the firft time he is in
company with a ftranger, obferve, eftimate, com-
pare, and judge him, according to appearances,
although he might never have heard of the word
or thing called phyfiognomy; not a man who
does not judge of all things that pafs through
his hands, by their phyfiognomy ; that is, their
internal worth by their external appearance.

The art of diffimulation itfelf, which is ad- .
duced as fo infuperable an obje&ion to the truth
of phyfiognomy, is founded upon phyfiognomy.
‘Why does the hypocrite affume the appearance

of
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of an honeft man, but becaufe that he is con-
vinced, though not perhaps from any fyftematic
refle@ion, that all eyes are acquainted with the
chara&eriftic marks of honetfty.

What judge, wife or.unwife, whether he
confefs or deny the fa&, does not fometimes in
this fenfe decide from appearances? Who can,
is, or ought to be, abfolutely indifferent to the
exteriour of perfons brought before him to be
judged ¥* What king would choofe a minifter
without examining his exteriour, fecretly, at
leaft, and to a certain extent? An officer will
not enlift a foldier without thus examining his
appearance, his height out of the queftion.
‘What mafter or miftrefs of a family will choofe a
fervant without confidering the exteriour; no
matter that their judgment may or may not be
juft, or that it may be exercifed unconfcioufly ?

I am wearied of citing inftances fo numerous,
and {o continually before our eyes, to prove that
men, tacitly and unanimoully, confefs the influ-
ence which phyfiognomy has over their fenfa-
tions and aftions. I feel difguft at being obliged

) : : to

* Francifcus Valefius fays——Sed legibus etiam civilibus, in
quibus iniquum fit cenfere efle aliquid futile aut varium, cautum eft;
ut fi duo homines inciderent in criminis fufpicionem, is primum tor-
queatur qui fit afpectu deformior.
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to write thus, in order to convince the learned of
truths with which every child is, or may be, ac-
quainted.

He that hath eyes to fee let him fee: but
thould the light, by being brought too clofe to
his eyes, produce phrenzy, he may burn himfelf
by endeavouring to extinguith the torch of
truth. I ufe fuch expreflions unwillingly, but I
dare do my duty, and my duty is boldly to de-
clare I believe myfelf certain of what I now and
tereafter thall affirm; and that I think myfelf
capable of convincing all real lovers of truth, by
principles which are in themfelves incontrovert-
ible. It is alfo neceffary to confute the preten-
fions of certain literary defpots, and to compel
them to be more cautious in their decifions, It
is therefore proved, not becaufe I fay it, but be-
caufe it is an eternal and manifeft truth, and
would have been equally truth had it never been
faid, that, whether they are or are not fenfible of
it, all men are daily influenced by phyfiognomy;
that, as Sultzer has affirmed, every man, con-
fcioufly or inconfcioufly, underffands fomething
of phyfiognomy ; nay, that there is not a living
being which does not, at leaft after its manner,
draw fome inferences from the external to the
internal ; which does not judge concerning that

which
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which is not by that which is apparent to the
fenfes. '

This univerfal though tacit confeflion, that
the exteriour, the vifible, the fuperficies of ob-
je&s, indicate their nature, their properties, and
that every outward fign is the fymbol of fome
inherent quality, I hold to be equally certain

and important to the fcience of phyfiognomy.
', I muft once more repeat, when each apple,

each apricot, has a phyfiognomy peculiar to it-
felf, fhall man, the lord of earth, have none ?
The moft fimple and inanimate obje&t has its
chara@eriftic exteriour, by which it is not only
* diftinguifhed as a fpecies, but individually ; and
fhall the firft, nobleft, beft harmonized, and moft
beauteous of beings be denied all chara&eriftic 2

But, whatever may be obje&ted againft the
truth and certainty of the fcience of phyfiogno-
my, by the moft illiterate, or the moft learned ;
how much foever he who openly profefles faith
in this fcience may be fubje& to ridicule, to
philofophic pity and contempt; it fill cannot
be contefted that there is no obje&, thus confi-
dered, more important, more worthy of obfer-
vation, more interefting than man, nor any oc-
cupation fuperiour to that of difclofing the beau-
ties and perfections of human nature.

Such
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Such were my opinions fix or eight years
ago. Will it in the next century be believed
that it is flill, at this time, neceflary to repeat
thefe things ; or that numerous obfcure witlings
continue to treat with ridicule and contempt the
general feelings of mankind, and obfervations
which not only may be, but are, demonftrated ;
and that they a& thus without having refuted
any one of the principles at which they laugh ;
yet that they are notwithftanding continually
repeating the words philofophy and enlight-
ened age?

Javuary 1o0th, 1783.

Vor. L. D VI. REASONS
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VI

REASONS WHY THE SCIENCE OF PHYSIOGNOMY
1S SO QFTEN RIDICULED AND TREATED
WITH CONTEMPT.

BEFORE I proceed further, to prove that phy-
fiognomy is a real {cience founded in nature ;
before I fpeak of its advantages, I think it ne-
ceflary to notice certain reafons why there are
fo many prejudices entertained againft phyfiog-
nomy, efpecially moral and intelleQual ; why it
is fo zealoufly oppofed, and fo loudly ridiculed.

Proofs to demontftrate that this is the pra&tice
are unneceflary. Of a hundred who pafs their
opinions on the fubje, more than ninety will
always openly oppofe and treat it with con-
tempt, although they fecretly confide in it, at
leaft to a certain degree. Some, indeed, are
truly fincere. All the caufes of fuch conduét
are not to be difcovered : or, if they were, who
would have the temerity to drag them from the
dark recefles of the human heart, and expofe
them to the blaze of day?

It is, however, equally poflible and important
to difcover fome of the moft yndeniable caufes

why
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why fo much ridicule and zealous enmity are
entertained againft this fcience; and why they
are {fo general, violent, and irreconcileable. The.
reality of the following reafons, if I miftake not,
cannot be entirely difproved. :

I. ,
Moft pitiable abfurdities bave. been written againft
phyfiognomy. This fublime fcience has been de~
bafed with the moft puerile of follies. It has
been confounded with divination by the coun-
tenance, and the quackery of chiromancy. No-
thing more trivial can be imagined, more infult-
ing to common fenfe, than what has been writ-
ten on this fubje&, from the time of Ariftotle to
the prefent. On the contrary, who can produce
any rational treatife in its fupport? What man
of talents, tafte, or genius, has employed in the
inveftigation of this fubje& that impartiality,
thofe powers of mind, that attachment to truth,
which it appears to merit, whether the fcience
be true or falfe, fince numerous authors of every
nation have written for or againft phyfiognomy?
How feeble, how timid, have been the efforts of
thofe men._of eminence who have been its de-
fenders !
Who has fufficient boldnefs, fortitude, and
D2 . difregard
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' difregard of confequences, to hold that thfng
facred which has been expofed to the profa-
nation of ridicule, during centuries? Is it not
the general progrefs of human opinions firft to
be too much idolized, and next to be.treated
with unlimited fcorn? Are not the reafons of
fuch praife and blame alike unfatisfatory and
ill founded? By the abfurd manner in which
this fcience has been treated, the {cience has it-
{elf become abfurd. What truth, which of the
fublime do&rines of theology, has not been
fubje& to fimilar treatment? Is there any caufe,
however ftrong, which may not, by filly reafons,
and filly advocates, at leaft for a time, be ren-
dered weak? How many thoufands have loft all
faith in the gofpel, becaufe that the truths it con-
tains have been defended upon the moft ridicu-
lous principles, by which truth has been painted
in the falfeft of colours!

2.

Others are sealous opponents of phyfiugnomy whe
et poffefs the moft benevolent of hearts. They fup-
pofe, and not without reafon, that with the ma-
jority of mankind it would become a fubjet of
detriment and abufe. ‘They forefee the many
abfurd and injurious judgments which would be

pafled
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pafled by the ignorant and the malicious. Slan-
der, wanting fa&ts, would inizginé them, and ap-
peal for proof to the countenance. Thofe be-
nevolent opponents, for whofe fake the {cience
of phyfiognomy is worthy to be found true,
fince it would develope the hidden beauties of
their minds, efteem oppofition a duty; becaufe
fo many perfons, whom they believe to be much
better than their countenances feem to fpeak,
would be injured, might any dependance be
placed on the {cience of phyfiognomy.
C s .

Is not weaknefs of underflanding, alfoy frequently
the caufe of oppofition? How few have made, how
few are capable of making, obfervation! Even
of thofe capable of obferving, how few are there
who will fufficiently depend on what they have
obferved, or will fufficiently conne& their re-
marks ! Among a hundred perfons, can two be
found who will ftem the ftream of prejudice?
How few have the fortitude, or ambition, -tq
encounter the difficulties of a road fo little
known ! All-enflaving, all-fafcinating Indolence,
how doft thou debilitate the mind of man, how
powerfully doft thou excite enmity irreconcile-
able againft the moft beneficial, the moft beau-
teous, of human fciences !

D3 4. Some
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4
Some may oppofe from modefly, and bumility.

Compliments have been paid them, concerning
the meaning or expreffion of their countenances,
which they are unwilling to believe, from their
own fecret and modeft experience, They ima-
gine themfelves inferiour to what they have been
fuppofed, by the eftimates of phyfiognomy ;
they therefore conclude phyﬁognomy a deceit-
ful, and ill founded, fcience. :

5

The magority, bowever, (it is a mournful, but a
true remark) the majority are encmies of, becaufe
they dread the light of, phyfiognomy. 1 publicly
declare, as is apparent from what has been faid,
that all the opponents of phyfiognomy are not
bad men. I have heard it oppofed by the moft
worthy men, and men of the greateft underftand-
ing. I muft, neverthelefs, declare, that wicked
men are in general its moft determined foes;
and, thould the worthlefs man be found taking a
contrary fide of the queftion, he probably has his
private reafons, which are eafily to be conceived.
And what is the caufe of this oppofition? It is
their fecret belief in its truth; it is the convic-
tion that they do not poffefs that exteriour,
which,
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which, were they good, were their confciences
calm and undifturbed, they would poffefs. -

To reject this {cience, as chimerical, and ren-
der it ridiculous, is their greateft, their moft im-

" mediate, intereft.

The more any witnefs lays to our charge, the
heavier and more irrefutable his teftimony is,
the more infupportable will it be to us, the more
thall we exert every faculty of the foul to prove
him abfurd, or render him ridiculous.

I cannot help confidering this violent oppofi-
tion of the vicious to phyfiognomy as the moft
certain proof of a fecret belief in the fcience.
They are convinced of the truth of it, in others,
and tremble left others fhould read its truth in
themfelves. What renders this ftill more pro-
bable is, that, I certainly know the very perfons
who moft endeavour publicly to turn it to ridi-
cule, are moft eager to liften to the decifions of
phyfiognomy. I dare fafely appeal to any one,
who is or affe@ts to be prejudiced againft phyfiog-
nomy, whether it would not give him a fecret
pleafure that fome one, to whom he is not per-
fonally known, but who thould happen to fee his

_ portrait, thould pafs judgment upon it. I may
farther appeal to any one who confiders this fci-
ence as illufory, whether that belief will deter him

Dy - from
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from reading thefe fragments. Though no pro-
phet, I can foretel that you who moft are ini-
mical to phyfiognomy, will read, will ftudy,
will frequently affent to my remarks. I know
that you will often be pleafed to find obferva-
tions, in this work, which will accord with, and
confirm, thofe you yourfelves have fecretly made.
, Yet will you become my open antagonifts. In
your clofets you will fmile friendly applaufe;
and, in public, ridicule that which feeling told
you was truth. You will increafe your own
ftock of obfervation, will become more con-
firmed in its certainty, yet will continue your
endeavours to render obfervation ridiculous ; for
it is the fafhionable philofophy of the prefent
age, “ outwardly to treat that with contempt,
“ which we inwardly are obliged to believe.

VII. TESTI-
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VIL

TESTIMONIES IN FAVOUR OF PHYSIOGNOMY.

T ESTIMONIES and authorities, in queftions
that relate to the underftanding, are often paid
more deference to than principles. Therefore,
to fupport the feeble among my readers, and to .
furnith the ftrong with fuch arguments as are
moft convenient in their difputes with the feeble,
I fhall produce witnefles, of more or lefs import-
ance, among the learned and the wife, in the
company of whom I fhall eftcem it an honour
to be defpifed. They will be few, and not con-
clufive ; but, however, may to many appear of
confequence, and be unexpeéted.
I.
. Soromon.

A'NAUGHTY perfon, a wicked man, walk-
eth with a froward mouth. He winketh with his
eyes, he fpeaketh with his feet, he teacheth with
his fingers.—He fhutteth his eyes to devife fro-
ward things ; moving his lips he bringeth evil to
pafs. Proverbs vi. 12, 13—=xvi. 30.

The countenance of the wife theweth wif-
dom, but the eyes of a fool are in the ends of
sthe earth. Prov. xvii. 24.

‘Where
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‘Where there is a high look there is a proud
heart. Prov. xxi. 4.

Though the wicked man conftrain his coun-
tenance, the wife can diftinétly difcern his pur-
pofe. Prov. xxi. 29.

There is a generation, O how lofty are their
eyes, and their eyelids are lifted up { Prov. xxx.
13.%

2. ,
Jesus soN or SiracH.,

THE heart of man changeth his countenance,
whether it be for good or evil; and a merry
heart maketh a cheerful countenance. A cheer-
ful countenance is a token of a heart that is in
profperity. Ecclefiafticus xiii. 2§, 26.

A man may be known by his look, and orte
‘that hath underftanding by his countepance,
when thou meeteft him.—A man’s attire and
exceffive laughter and gait fhew what he is.
Ecclefiafticus xix, 29, 30. :

3.
‘ SuLTZER

“ THOUGH unacknowledged, it is a certain
¢ truth, that, of all obje@s that charm and de-
“ light the eye, man is the moft interefting. He
# is the higheft, the moft inconceivable, of the

# Mr. Lavater reads differently from the Englith Bible. T

“ miracles
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% miracles of nature. He is a lump of clay, by
“ her endowed with life, aQivity, fenfation,
« thought, and a moral chara&ter. That we
“ are not ftruck motionlefs at the fight of man,
“ can only be accounted for by knowing that
“ the continual habit of beholding things the
“ moft wonderful foon deprives us of amaze-
“ ment. Hence it happens that the human
“ form and countenance do not attra&t the
“ obfervation of vulgar and inattentive minds.
“ Whoever has, in the leaft, rifen fuperiour to
¢ the influence of habit, and is capable of pay-
“ ing attention to obje&s that are perpetually
% recurring ; to him will each countenance be-
“ come remarkable. However delufive the fci-
¢ ence of phyfiognomy, or of difcovering the
“ chara@er of man from his form and features,
“ may appear to moft perfons; nothing is more
“ certain than that evéry obferving and feeling
“ man pofleffes fomething of this fcience; and
“ reads, in part, in the faces and members of
“ men, their prefent thoughts and paffions. We
“ often affirm, with the greateft certainty, a man
“ is fad, merry, thoughtful, uneafy, or fearful,
“ merely from the teftimony of his countenance,
* and fhould be exceedingly furprifed to hear
“ ourfelves contradited. It is likewife certain

“ that
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¢« that we read, in the form of man, and partie
“ cularly in the countenance, fomething of
*“ what paffes in the mind. By viewing the
“ body, we view the foul. From thefe prin-
“ ciples, we may deduce that the body is the
“ image of the foul, or that the foul itfelf is ren-
“ dered vifible.”—Algemeine Theorie der fchinsm
“ Kunfte 11, Theil Art. Portrait.

4.
‘WoLF.

“ WE know that nothing pafles in the foul

“« which does not produce fome change in the
“ 'bédy ; and particularly that no defire, no a&
“ of willing, is exerted by the foul, without
. % {ome correfponding motion, at the fame time,
“ taking place in the body. All changes of the
“ foul originate in the foul’s eflence, and all
“ changes ‘in the body in the body’s effence:
* the body’s eflence confifts in the conforma-
“ tion of its members ; therefore, the conforma-
¢ tion of the body, according to its form, and
“ the form of its conftituent members, muft
“ correfpond with the eflence of the foul. In
¢ like manner muft the varieties of the mind be
“ difplayed in the varieties of the body. Hence
“ the body muft contain fomething in itfelf, and
“in its form, as well as in the form of its parts,
“ by
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“ by which an opinion may be deduced con-
“® cerning the native qualities of the mind. T re-
® peat native qualities, for the queftion here does
* not concern thofe qualities derived from edu-
“ cation, or by inftru&ive converfation. Thus
“ confidered, the art of judging man, by the
“ form of his members, and of his whole body,
« and which ufually is called phyfiognomy, is
“ well founded. I fhall not here examine
“ whether thofe who have endeavoured to ex-
“ plain the conne&ion there is between foul and
“body have or have not been fuccefsful. I
“ here underftand, by the form of its members,
“ all that can be diftin&ly feen; fuch as the
“ whole figure, the proportion of the parts, and’
“ their pofitions.
“ But, as man, by education, fociety, inftruc-
“ tion, and habit, may alter his natural inclina-
“ tions, which I take for granted is a fa& proved
“ by daily experience, we can only judge what
“ his natural inclinations were by the formation
- “of his body; and not what he may become,
“ when, by the aid of reafon, or long habit, he
“ may have refifted his natural inclination ; as
“ it is certain that no change can happen in the
“ foul, without fome correfponding a& of the
“body. Yet, as we find natural inclination
“ will
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“ will continually be at warfare with reafon and
“ habit, and that, when natural inclination i
« good, will even contend with evil habit ; hence
“ we may infer that thefe changes which have
“ happened in the body cannot have entirely
¢ deftroyed the original conformation of the
“ members. The fubje& is delicate, and I am
« greatly inclined to believe phyfiognomy re-
“ quired much more knowledge and penetration
“ than men poffefled, at the time it was endea-
“ voured to be reduced to a fcience, — — ——
“ As the lines of the countenance, efpecially,
“ conftitute its expreflion; which expreflion is
“ always true when the mind is free from con-
¢ ftraint ; thefe lines, therefore, muft difcover
¢ what the natural inclinations are, when feen in
¢ their true and native pofition.”
Verniinftige Gedanken wvon der Menfchen thun
und laffen. § 213, 14, 16, 19.
$-
GELLERT.
“ MUCH indeed depends upon the afpe& of
“ the countenance, with refpe@t to propriety.
“ What pleafes or offends moft in fuch afpe& is
% the chara&er of the mind, and heart, which is
“ exprefled in the eye, and countenance. The
% calm, mild, peaceable, noble, humane, fublime,
' © % mind
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“ mind ; the mind of benevolence, fincerity, and
* confcious re@itude, which has fubdued its de-
“ fires and paffions, will infinuate itfelf into the
% features and windings of the body. Such a
“ mind pleafes, captivates, enchants, produces
“ decorum, the upright, noble, and majeftic
“ form, the gentle and beneficent traits of the
¢ countenance, the open and candid eye, the fe-
“ rious yet benevolent brow, the hofpitable yet
* humble vifage ; and the beft complexion the
“ face can receive is that which the heart and
“ underftanding communicate. It is obje&ted
“ that appearances deceive. True ; appearances
“ may be affumed, but, when aflumed, they
“ are feldom unaccompanied by reftraint ; and
“ truth is as eafily difcovered in the face as
“in the real or apparently beautiful thought.
“ Paint never can equal the native hue, how-
“ ever artfully applied ; nor do I hold the argu-
“ ment, that a fair face may conceal a vicious
“ heart, to be of any weight. I am much more
“ inclined to fuppofe fuch perfons have a very
“ ftrong propenfity toward the qualities which
« are exprefled in their countenances. It often
“ indeed happens, that the gloomy face may
“ hide a cheerful heart, and the forbidding brow
“ a humane mind. This may either be the ef-

“ felt
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“ fe& of bad habits, evil company, fome de-
% fe@ of nature; or it may be the confequence
“ of continued ill pralice, in early life, the
¢ effets of which have been afterward over-
“ come.

“ We are taught, by conftant experience, that
“ vicious inclinations are tranfmitted from the
¢ heart to the face; at leaft, this is true of cer-
“ tain vices. And what is the faireft counte-
“ nance disfigured by the hateful vices of luft,
“ anger, falfehood, envy, avarice, pride, and dif-
% content? What can external marks of deco-
“ rum effe@ when an ignoble and infignificant
“ mind is depi¢ted on the countenance? The
“ moft certain means of rendering the face beau-
« tiful is to beautify the mind, and to purify it
“ from vice. He who would make his counte-
“ nance intelligent muft fo firft make his mind.
“ He who would impart to the face its moft faf-
“ cinating charms muft ftore the mind with re-
“ ligion and virtue, which will diffufe over it
“ every expreflion of fublime content, The
« great Young fomewhere fays,—There is not a
“ more divine fpectacle than a beauteous virgin,
 kneeling at her devotions, in whofe coun-
“ tenance the humility and innocence of virtue
“ beam.”

VIII. OF
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« And would not, in reality, this lovely, this
“ loyal creature, whom we pretend fo dearly to
“ efteem, willingly accompany us through the
“ world, were we as good, as beneficent; as we
« give ourfelves fo much trouble to appear, and
“ which we might be with fo little? Suppofe
“ two minifters, the natural gifts and external
“ advantages of whom are equal; the one the
“ fincere Chriftian, the other the perfe& man
¢ of the world; which will have the advan-
“ tage of exteriour appearances, he whofe heart
“ overflows with the nobleft philanthropy, or he
“ who is prompted by felf-love to render him-
“ felf pleafing? '

“ The voice, often, is an evident indication
« of chara&er, the good or bad properties of
% which it will acquire: there are certain tones
‘ of voice which betray a want of underftand-
“ing, and which, when we have learned to
¢ think, will no more be heard. The good in-
“ clinations and fenfations of the heart will al-
“ ways modulate and infpire the voice.”

Moralfche Vorlefungen, S. 303, 307.

6.

OF all the writers I am acquainted with, whe
have mentioned phyfiognomy, none feem to me
fo profound, fo exa&, fo clear, fo great, I had’

Vor. L. E almoft -
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almoft faid, fo facred, as Herder. The paflages
which I fhall tranfcribe from his Plaftick * (a
work which may challenge all nations to pro-
duce its equal) are not only teftimonies in fa-
vour of phyfiognomy, but almoft render every
thing I have hitherto faid trivial. They nearly
contain the fyftem of phyfiognomy s nuce (in
a nutfhell), the effence and fum of phyfiognomy.

e ———

HEerDER.

«“ WHERE is the hand that fhall grafp that
% which refides beneath the fkull of man! Who
“ fhall approach the furface of that now tranquil,
“ now tempeftuous abyfs ! Like as the Deity has
% ever been adored in facred groves, fo is the
¢ Lcbanon, the Olympus of man, that feat of
“ the fecret power of the Divinity, overfha-
“ dowed! We fhudder at contemplating the
« powers contained in fo fmall a circumference,
“ by which a world may be enlightened, or a
“ world deftroyed.

“ Through thofe two inlets of foul, the eye
“ and ear, how wonderful are the worlds of light

¥ Plattik. Einige Wabrnehmumgen iiber Form und Geflalt ans Pyg-
malhions bildendem Traume.
T xarrog 3 sgalnua tvprv.  Riga bey Hartknoch, 1778,
' ¢ and
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% and found, the words and i images that find en~
“ trance !
% How fignificant are the defcending locks
“ that fhade this mountain, this feat of the gods!
« their luxuriance, their partition, their inter-
"% mingling *!

“ The head is elevated upon the neck. Olym-
“ pus refting upon an eminence in which are
“ united freedom and ftrength, compreffion and -
“ elafticity, defcriptive of the prefent and the
“ future. The neck it is that exprefles, not
“ what man was originally, but what he is by
“ habit or accident become; whether ere& in
“ defence of freedom, ftretched forth and curbed
“ in token of patient fuffering, rifing a Hercu-
¢ lean pillar of fortitude, or finking between the
“ fthoulders, the image of degradation ; ftill it is -
“ inconteftably expreffive of chara&er, alion,
“ and truth.

“ Let us proceed to the countenance, in which
¢ fhine forth mind, and divinity.

“ On the front appear light and gloom, _)oy
“ and anxiety, ftupidity, ignorance, and vige.
“ On this brazen table are deeply engraved
“ every combination of fenfe and foul. I can

* I thall, probably, hereafter, make further uf¢ of this paffage.
E2 . Y conceive
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“ conceive no fpeator to whom the forehead
¢ can appear uninterefting. Here all the Graces
“ revel, or all the Cyclops thunder! Nature has
¢ left it bare, that, by it, the countenance may
“ be enlightened or darkened.

“ At its loweft extremities, thought appears
“ to be changed into a&. The mind here col-
¢ le&ts the powers of refiftance. Here refide
“ the cornua addita pauperi. Here headlong ob-
“ ftinacy and wife perfeverance take up then'
¢ fixed abode.

¢ Beneath the forehead are its beauteous con-
¢ fines the eyebrows; a rainbow of promife,
“ when benignant ; and the bent bow of dif-
¢ cord, when enraged ; alike defcriptive, in each
¢ cafg, of interiour feeling.
. “I know not any thing which can give more
“ pleafure, to an accurate obferver, than a dif~
“ tin& and perfetly arched eyebrow.
% The nofe imparts folidity and unity to the -
% whole countenance. It is the mountain that
¢ fhelters the fair vales beneath. How defcrip-
“ tive of mind and chara@er are its various
“ parts ; the infertion, the ridge, the cartilage,
* the noftrils, through which life is inhaled !

“ The eyes, confidered only as tangible ob-

« Je&s are by their form the windows of the
“ foul,

w
RN
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“ foul, the fountains of light and life. Mere
“ feeling would difcover that their fize and glo-
“bular fhape are not unmeaning. The eye-
“ bone, whether graduzlly funken, or boldly
“ prominent, equally is worthy of attention ; as
“ likewife are the temples, whether hollow or
“ fmooth. That region of the face which in-
“ cludes the eyebrows, eye, and nofe alfo in-
“ cludes the chief figns of foul ; that is, of will,
“ or mind, in a&ion.

“ The occult, the noble, the ublime,.fenfe of
¢ hearing, has nature placed fideways, and half
“ concealed. Man ought not to liften entirely
 from motives of complaifance to others, but of
¢ information to himfelf ; and, however perfe&
“ this organ of fenfation may be, it is devoid of
* ornament ; or, delicacy, depth, and expanfion,
“ fuch are its ornaments.

“ 1 now come to the inferiour part of the
¢ face, on which nature beftowed a mafk for the
“ male ; and, in my opinion, not without reafon.
“ Here are difplayed thofe marks of fenfuality,
“ which ought to be hidden. All know how
“ much the upper lip betokens the fenfations of
“ tafte, defire, appetite, and the enjoyments of
“ love; how mwuch it is curved by pride and
¢ anger, drawn thin by cunning, {moothed by

E 3 - % benevolence,

t
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“ benevolence, made flaccid by effeminacy : how
“ love and defire, fighs and kifles, cling to it,
“ by indefcribable traits. The under lip is little
“ more than its fupporter, the rofy cufhion on
“ which the crown of majefty repofes. If the
“ parts of any two bodies can be pronounced to
“ be exactly adapted to each other, fuch are the
“ lips of man, when the mouth is clofed.
% It is exceedingly neceffary to obferve the
"¢ arrangement of the teeth, and the circular con-
% formation of the cheeks. The chafte and de-
“ licate mouth is, perhaps, one of the firft re-
% commendations to be met with in the com-
“ mon intercourfe of life. Words are the pic-
& tures of the mind. We judge of the hoft by
 the portal. He holds the flaggon of truth, of
% Jove, and endearing friendfhip.
¢ The chin is formed by the under lip, and
% the termination of the jaw-bones. If I may
* fpeak figuratively, it is the picture of fenfu-
“ ality, in man, according as it is more or lefs
¢ flexible, fmooth, or carbuncled: it difcovers
* % what his rank is among his fellows. The
¢ chin forms the oval of the countenance; and
¢ when, as in the antique ftatues of the Greeks,
€-it is neither pointed nor indented, but fmooth,
“ and gradually diminithes, it is then the key-
“ ftone
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“ ftone of the fuperftruGure. A deformity in
¢ the chin is indeed much to be dreaded.”

My quotation from this work is fhorter than

I intended, but further extra&s will be made
“hereafter. '

Enough, perhaps more than enough, and no-
thing but what was anticipated. 1 do not fub-
fcribe to all the opinions in thefe authors, and
I fhall find an opportunity to repeat fome of
them ; to confirm, to confider them more atten-
tively, and, I hope, fometimes, to corre& them,
wheh étfonecus. In the mean time, thefe tefti-
ohies contain fufficient information and proof,
though the refearches they include are not in my
opinion fo profound as they ought to be, to fu-
perfede, in part, that difrepute into which phy-
fiognomy has fo generally fallen, and to put that
pitiable prejudice to the bluth which would rank
it with the prediQions of aftrology.

o E 4 VIII, OF
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VIIL

OF THE UNIVERSALITY OF PHYSIOGNOMO-

NICAL SENSATION.
!

By phyfiognomonical fenfation, 1 here under-
ftand « thefe feelings which are produced at be-
“ holding certain countenances, and the conjec-
“ tures concerning the qualities of the mind,
“ which are produced by the ftate of fuch
“ countenances, or of their portraits drawn or
“ painte

~ This fenfation is very univerfal ; that is to
fay, as certainly as eyes are in any man, or any
animal, fo certainly are they accompanied by
phyfiognomonical fenfations. Different fenfa-
tions are produced in each by the different forms
that prefent themfelves.

Exaély fimilar fenfations cannot be generaxcd
by forms that are in themfelves different.

Various as the impreflions may be which the
fame obje& makes on various fpetators, and op-
pofite as the judgments which may be pro-
nounced on one and the fame form ; yet there
are certain extremes, certain forms, phyfiogno-
mies, figures, and lineaments, concerning which

all,



PHYSIOGCNOMONICAL SENSATION. -§7

all, who are not idiots, will agree in their opi-

.nions. So will men be various in thelr deci-
fions concerning certain portraits, yet will be
unanimous concerning certain others; will fay,
“ this is o like it abfolutely breathes,” or, “ this is
“ totally unlike.” Of the numerous proofs which
might be adduced of the univerfality of phyfiog-
nomonical fenfation, it is only neceffary to felect
a few, to demonftrate the fad.

I fhall not here repeat what I have already no-
ticed, on the inftantaneous judgment which all
men give, when viewing exteriour forms. I fhall
only obferve that, let any perfon, but for two days,
remark all that he hears or reads, among men, and
he will every where hear and read, even from
the very adverfaries of phyfiognomy, phyfiog-
nomonical judgments concerning men; will con-
tinually hear expreflions like thefe: “ You might
“ have read it in his eyes”—¢ The look of the
“ man is enough”—* He has an honeft coun-~
¢ tenance”—* His manner fets every perfon at
“ his eafe”—* He has evil eyes”—* You read
“ honefty in his looks”—* He has an unhealthy
“ countenance”—* I will truft him for his ho-
“ neft face”—* Should he deceive me I will
“ never truft man more”—* That man has an
& open countenance”— I fufpeé that infidious
: “ {mile”
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% fmile”~—* He cannot look any perfon in the
“ face.”—The very judgments that thould feem
to militate againft the {cience are but exceptions
which confirm the univerfality of phyhogno-
wenical fenfation. ¢ His appeatance is againft
¢ him”—* This is what I could not have read
“ in his countenance”—* He is better or worfe
¢ than his countenance befpeaks.”

If we obferve mankind, from the moft finithed
courtier to the loweft of the vulgar, and liften
to the remarks they make on each other, we
fhall be aftonifhed to find how many of them
are entirely phyfiognomonical.

- T have lately had fuch frequent occafion of
obferving this, among people who do not know
that I have publithed any fuch work as the pre-
fent; people, who, perhaps, never heard the
word phyfiognomy ; that I am willing, at any
time, to rifk my veracity on the proof that all
men, unconicioufly, more or lefs, are guided by
phyfiognomonical {fenfation.
- Another, no lefs convincing, though not fuffi-
ciently noticed, proof, of the univerfality of phy-
fiognomonical fenfation, that is to fay of the con-
fufed feeling of the agreement between the in-
ternal chara&er and the external form, is the
sumber of phyfiognomonical terms to be found,
in
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in all languages, and among all nations ; or, in
other words, the pumber of moral terms, which,
in reality, are all phyfiognomonical; but this
is a fubje& that deferves a feparate treatife.
How important would fuch a treatife be in ex-
tending the knowledge of languages, and deter-
mining the precife meaning of words! How
new! How interefting !

Here I might adduce phyfiognomonical pro-
verbs ; but I have neither fufficient learning nor
leifure to cite them from all languages, fo as
properly to elucidate the fubjet. To this might
be added the numerous phyfiognomonical traits,
chara&ers, and defcriptions, which are fo fre-
quent in the writings of the greateft poets, and
which fo much delight all readers of tafte, fenfi-
bility, knowledge of human nature, and philan-
thropy.

Phyfiognomonical fenfation is not only pro-
duced by the fight of man, but alfo by that
of paintings, drawings, fhades, and outlines.
Scarcely is there a man in a thoufand who, if
fuch fketches were thewn him, would not, of
himfelf, form fome judgment concerning them,
or, at leaft, who would not readily attead to the
judgment formed by others.

ADDI-
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ADDITIONS TO FRAGMENT VIIL

CONCERNING THE UNIVERSALITY OF PHY-
SIOGNOMONICAL SENSATION.

W E thall when neceflary make additions to
fome fragments, in fupport, and elucidatory, of
thofe opinions and propofitions which have been

advaaced.
I

A BOLDLY SKETCHED PORTRAIT OF
ALBERT DURER. _

WHOEVER examines this countenance can-
mot but perceive in it the traits of fortitude,
deep penetration, determined perfeverance, and
inventive genius. At leaft every one will ac-
knowledge the truth of thefe obfervations, when
made. -

IL.
MONCRIF.

THERE are few men, capable of obfervation,
who will clafs this vifage with the ftupid. In
the afped, the eye, the nofe, efpecially, and the
mouth, are proofs, not to be miftaken, of the

accomplithed gentleman, and the man of tafte. .

IIL a.



@

ADDITIONS TO FRAGMENT VIII. 63

IIL a.
JOHNSON.

THE moft unpractifed eye will eafily dif-
cover, in thefe two fketches of Johnfon, the
acute, the comprehenfive, the capacious, mind,
not eafily deceived, and rather inclined to fuf-
picion than credulity.

) IIL b.
AN OUTLINE, AFTER STURTZ.

BAYS as little as an outline can fay : certainly
not drawn in that pofition which gives the de-
cided charaler of a man; entirely deprived of
all thofe fhades which are, often, To wonderfully
fignificant ; yet, if fo rude an outline ever can
convey meaning, it does in the prefent inftance ;
and, certainly, according to the phyfiognomo-
nical fenfation of all experienced people, it is at
leaft a capacious head, eafy of conception, and
poffeffed of feelings quickly incited by the .
beautiful.

IV.
'SPALDING. ‘

ON the firft view of this countenance all will
acknowledge Spalding was more than a com-
mon man ; accurate, acute, and endowed with
tafte. . 'Was he eafily to be deceived? All will
anfwer, no. Was he the friend of perplexed
and obfcure ideas? Certainly not. Will he a&

. worthily
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worthily and wifely? If he a&s agreeably to
his countenance, certainly, yes. The fame will
be faid, whether viewed in front, or, in -

. V. :

PROFILE ; the forehead, the eye, and the
afpe@, will appear, to the moft uninformed, to
betoken an elegant and refletive mind.

SHAKESPEARE.

A COPY of a copy: add, if you pleafe, a
{piritlefs, vapid outline. How deficient muft all
outlines be! Among ten thoufand can one be
found that is exa®? Where is the outline that
can portray genius? Yet who does not read, in
this outline, imperfe& as it is, from pure phyfi-
ognomonical fenfation, the clear, the capacious,
the rapid mind; all conceiving, all embracing,
that, with equal fwiftnefs and facxhty, imagines,
creates, produces.

VIL
STERNE.

THE moft unpradifed reader will not deny
to this countenance all the keen, the fearching,
penetration of wit; the moft original fancy, full
of fire, and the powers of invention. Who is
fo dull as not to view, in this countenance,

fomewhat of the fpirit of poor Yorick? :
: - - VIL
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VIIL
S. CLARKE.

PERSPICUITY, benevolence, dlgmty, fe-
renity, difpaffionate meditation, the powers of
conception, and perfeverance, are the moft ap-
parent chara&eriftics of this countenance. He
who can hate fuch a face muft laborioufly coun-
tera& all thofe phyfiognomonical fenfations mth
which he was born.

IX.
R.

AS is the full face, fo is the profile ; how em-
phatically does this confirm our judgment! To
whom are not this forehead and this nofe the
pledges of a found and penetrating underftand-
ing ; this mouth, this chin, of benevolence, a
noble mind, fidelity, and friendfhip ? .

———— R ——

WE muft now view the reverfe. Hitherto
we have beheld nature in the moft perfe& of
her produdions: we muft proceed to contem:
plate her in her deformity. In this, alfo, how
intelligibly does fhe fpeak to the eyes of all at
the firft glance!

. Xo ”
WHO does not here read reafon debafed ; ftu-

pxdxty almoft funken to brutality? This eye, thefg
wrinkles,
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wrinkles, of a lowering forchead, this proje&ing

mouth, the whole pofition of the head, do they

not all denote manifeft dulnefs, and debility ?
XI. '

HOWEVER equivocal the upper part of this
countenance may be, phyfiognomonical fenfa-
- tion finds no difficulty in the lower. No perfon
whatever will expe@ from this open mouth,
this chin, thefe wrinkled cheeks, the effeGts of
refle&tion, comparifon, and found decifiom

XIIL
TWO FOOLS, IN PROFILE.

FROM the {mall eyes in both, the wrinkles
in the under, their open mouths, particularly
from the under part of the countenance of the
upper profile, no man whatever will expe& pe-
netration, reafoning, or wifdom.

XIIL
TWO FOOLS.

THAT phyfiognomonical fenfation, which,
like fight and hearing, is born with all, will not
permit us to expe& much from the upper pro-
file; although, to the inexperienced in phyfiog-
nomy, the proper marks of folly are not very
apparent. It would excite univerfal furprife,
fhould any one, poflefling fuch a countenance,
pronounce accurate decifions, or produce a work |

of
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of genius. The lower is ftill lefs to be mif-
taken, and I would afk the moft obftinate oppo-
nent of phyfiognomonical fenfation, whether he
would perfonally declare, or give it under his
hand, that the man who expe&s wifdom from
this countenance is himfelf wife. .,

XIV. and XV.
ATTILA.

TRUE or falfe, nature or carlcature, each of
thefe four Attilas will, to the common fenfa-
tions of all men, depi&t an inhuman and brutal
charaGter. Brutality is moft apparent in the
horned figure (the horns out of the queftion),
and it is impoffible to be overlooked in the nofe
and mouth, or in the eye; though ftill it de-
ferves to be called a hujnan eye. '

XVL
JUDAS AFTER HOLBEIN,

WHO can perfuade himfelf that an apoftle of
Jefus Chrift ever had an afpec like this, or that
the Saviour could have called fuch a countenance
to the apoftlethip? And whofe feelings will be
offended when we pronounce a vifage like this
bafe and wicked? Who could place confidence
in fuch a man? }

——— SRS pt——
Vor; L F | Let



66  ADDITIONS TO FRAGMENT VIIL.

Let us proceed to the chara@ers of pifi
Thefe are intelligible to every child ; ther
concerning thefe, there can be no difpute, if*
are in .any degrec acquainted with their I
guage. The more violent the paffion it
more apparent are its figns.  The effect of &
fliller paflions is to contrac, and of the viok
to diftend the mufcles. All will perceive inth
four countenances of Plate XVIIL fear mingel
with abhorrence. In the four following
Plate XVIIL as vifibly will be perceived dift-
rent gradations of terror, to the extreme. '

A fucceflion of caln, filent, reftlefs, deep, ant
patient grief, are feen in XIX. XX. XXI. and
XXIL

No man will expe& cheerfulnefs, tranquilliry,
content, ftrength of mind, and magnanimity,
from XXIII.

Fear and terror are evident in 1 and 2; and
terror, heightened by native indocility of cha-
racter, in. 3 and 4, of plate XXIV,

" Such examplés might be multiplied without-
number ; but to adduce fome of the moft deci-
five of the various claffes is fufficient. We fhall
have continual occafion to exercife, and -in&-
prove, this kind of phyﬁobno'nomcal fentinid,y

in our readers. N ’,'T
\-
\ |
~ R
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IX.
PHYSIOGNOMY A SCIENCE.

“THOUGH there may be fome truth in it,
“ ftill, phyfiognomy never can be a fcience.”
Such are the affertions of thoufands of our read-
ers, and, perhaps, thefe aflertions will be re-
peated, how clearly foever their obje&tions may
be anfwered, and however little they may have
to reply. _
To fuch obje¢tors we will fay, phyhog-
nomy is as capable of becoming a fcience as
any one of the fciences, mathematics except-
ed. As capable as experimental philofophy,
for it is experimental philofophy; as capable
as phyfic, for it is a part of the phyfical art;
as capable as theology, for it is theology; as
capable as the belles lettres, for it appertains
to the belles lettres. Like all thefe, it may, to
a certain extent, be reduced to rule and acquire
an appropriate charater, by which it may be
taught. As in every other fcience, fo, in this,
much muft be left to fenfibility and genius. At
prefent it is deficient in determinate figns and

rules. -
F 2 Whoever
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Whoever will take the trouble, which every
child has the power of taking, of affluming thofe.
principles which all fciences have in common,
the purely mathematical excepted, will no longer,
during his life, obje& that phyfiognomy is not
{cientific. Either he muft allow the appella-
tion fcientific to phyfiognomy or deny it to
whatever is, at prefent, denominated {cience.

Whenever truth or knowledge is explained
by fixed principles, it becomes fcientific, fo far
as it can be imparted by words, lines, rules, and
definitions. The queftion will be reduced to
whether it be poffible to explain the undeniable
ftriking differences, which exift between hu-
man faces and forms, not by obfcure, confufed
~ conceptions, but by certain charaters, figns, and
expreffions ; whether thefe figns can communi-
cate the ftrength and weaknefs, health and fick-
nefs, of the body; the folly and wifdom, the
magnanimity and meannefs, the virtue and the
vice of the mind. This is the only thing to be
decided ; and he, who, inftead of inveftigating
this queftion, fthould continue to declaim againft
it, muft either be deficient in logical reafoning
or in the love of truth. ) \

What would be faid of the man who fhould
attempt to banifh natural philofophy, phyfic,

divinity,

LY
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divinity, and the belles lettres, from the num-
ber of the fciences, becaufe fo many branches of
them yet remain uncultivated, and clouded by

uncertainty
Is it not true that the experimental philofo-
pher can only proceed with his difcoveries to a
certain extent; only can communicate them by
words; can only fay, * fuch and fuch are my
* experiments, fuch my remarks, fuch is the
“ number of them, and fuch are the inferences I
“draw: purfue the track that I have ex-
¢ plored ?” Yet will he not be unable, fome-
times, to fay thus much? Will not his aQive
mind make a thoufand remarks, which he will
want the power to communicate? Will not his
eye penetrate receffes which he fhall be unabla
to difcover, to that feebler vifion that cannot
difcover for itfelf? And is experimental philo-
fophy, therefore, the lefs a fcience? How great
a perception of the truth had Leibnitz, before
- the genius of Wclf had opened that road, in
which, at prefent, every cold logician may fe- -
curely walk ? And with which of the fciences is
it otherwife ? Is any fcience brought to perfec-
tion at the moment of its birth? Does not ge-
nius continually, with eagle eye and flight, an-
ticipate centuries? How long did the world
F 3 wait
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wait for Wolf? Who, among the moderns, is
more {cientific than Bonnet? Who fo happily
unites the genius of Leibnitz and the phlegm of
Wolf? Who more accurately diftinguithes falfe-
hood from truth? Who more condefcendingly
takes ignorance by the hand? Yet to whom

. would he be able to communicate his fudden per-
“ception of the truth ; the refult or the fources of

thofe numerous, fmall, indefcribable, rapid, pro-
found remarks ?* To whom could he impart thefe
by figns, tones, images, and rules? Is it not the
fame with phyfic, with theology, with all fci-
ences, all arts ? Is it not the fame with painting,
at once.the mother and daughter of phyfiog-
nomy ? Is not this a {cience? Yet how little is it
fo! « This is proportion, that difpropor-
“ tion. This nature, truth, life, refpiration in the
« very a&. That is conftraint, unnatural; mean,
¢ deteftable.” Thus far may be faid and
proved, by principles, which every fcholar ia
capable of comprehending, retaining, and com-
municating. But where is the academical lec~
turer who fhall infpire the genius of painting ?
As foon might books and inftruction infpire the
genius of poetry. How infinitely does he, who
is painter or poet born, foar beyond all written
rule? But muft he, becaufe he poflefles feelings
and
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and powers which are not to be reduced to mlc,
be pronounced unfcientific.

So in phyfiognomy ; phyfiognomonical truth
may, to a certain degree, be defined, communi-
cated by figns, and words, as a fcience. We
may affirm, this is fublime underftanding. Such
a trait accompanies gentlenefs, fuch another wild
paflion. This is the look of contempt, this of
innocence. Where fuch figns are, fuch and

fuch properties refide. By rule may we pre-
feribe—* In this manner muft thou ftudy.
“ This is the route thou muft purfue. Then
“ wilt thou arrive at that knowledge which I,
“ thy teacher, have acquired.”

" But will not the man of experience, the man
of exquifite organs, in this, as in other fubjes,
called {cientific, fee farther, deeper, and more
diftin@ly ? Will he not foar? Will he not make
numerous remarks; that are not reducible to
rule; and fhall fuch exceptions prevent us from
calling that a fcience which may be reduced to
rule, and communicated by figns? Is not this
common to all fcience as well as to phyfiog-
nomy ? Of which of the fciences are the limits
defined, where nothing is left to tafle, feeling,
and genius? We fhould contemn that fcience,
ceuld fuch a fcience exift.

F 4 Albert
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Albert Durer furveyed and meafured men.:
Raphael meafured men ftill more feelingly than
Albert Durer. The former drew with truth,
_according to rule; the latter followed his ima-
gination ; yet was nature often depiGted by
him with not lefs exa&nefs. Scientific phyfi-
ognomy would meafure like Durer, the phyfi-
ognomy of genius like Raphael. In the mean
time, the more obfervation fhall be extended,
language enriched, drawing improved ; the more
man fhall be ftudied by man, to him the moft in-
terefting and the fineft of ftudies ; the more phy-
fiognamy fhall become fcientific, accurately de-
fined, and capable of being taught, the more it
-{hall then become the fcience of {ciences ; and, in
reality, no longer a fcience, but fenfibility, a
prompt and convincing infpe@ion of the human
heart. Then fthall folly bufy herfelf to render
it {cientific, to difpute, write, and leGture on its
principles ; and then, too, fhall it no longer be,
what it ought, the firft of human fciences.

The obligations exifting between {cience and
genius, and genius and fcience, are mutual.  In
what manner, therefore, muft I a&? Shall I ren-
der phyfiognomy a {cience, or fhall I apply only
to the eyes, and to the heart, and, occafionally,
whifper to the indolent fpeQator, left he fhould

contemnn
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eontemn me for a fool—* Look ! Here is fome-
 thing which you underftand, only recolle® .
¢ there are others who underftand ftill more ?

I fhall conclude this fragment with a parody

X. OF



his powers and paffions, the effes of which fo
continually prefent themfelves to his eyes ; muft
indeed be prejudiced to exceflive abfurdity, if he
does not perceive that the proper ufe of every
- power, and the proper gratification of every
paflion, is good, profitable, and infeparable from
his welfare.
" As
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» As certainly as man is poffefled of corporal
firength, and a will for the exercife of that
ftrength, fo cortain is it that to exercife ftrength
is neceflary. As certain as he has the faculties,
power, and will, to love, fo certain is it that it
is neceflary he fhould love. Equally certain is
it that, if man has the faculties, power, and will,
to obtain wifdom, that he fhould exercife thofe
faculties for the attainment of wifdom. How
paradoxical are thofe proofs that fcience and
knowledge are detrimental to man, and that a
rude ftate of ignorance is to be preferred to all
that wifdom can teach !

I here dare, and find it neceflary, to affirm
that phyfiognomy has at leaft as many claims of
effential advantage as ar¢ granted by men, in
general, to other {ciences.

Further ; with how much juftice may we not
grant precedency to that {cience which teaches
the knowledge of men? What obje& is fo ima
portant to man as man himfelf? What know-
ledge can more influence his happinefs than
the knowledge of himfelf? This advantageous
knowledge is the peculiar province of phyfiog-
nomy. - : \

- Of all the knowledge obtained by man, of all
he can learn by reafoning on his mind, his heart,

his
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his qualities and powers, thofe proofs which are
obtained by the aid of the fenfes, and that know-
ledge which is founded on experience has ever
been the moft indifputable, and the moft advan-
tageous. Who, then, among philofophers will
not prefer the experimental part of pfychology
to all other knowledge ?

Therefore has phyfiognomy the threefold
claims of the advantages arifing from know-
ledge, in general, the knowledge of man, in
particular, and, efpecially, of this latter know-
ledge, reduced to experiment. A

Whoever would with perfe& convittion of -
the advantages of phyfiognomy, let him, but
for a:moment, imagine that all phyfiognomoni-
cal knowledge and fenfation were loft to the
world. What confufion, what uncertainty, and
- abfurdity muft take place, in millions of in-
ftances, among the actions of men! How per-
petual muft be the vexation of the eternal un-
certainty in all which we fhall have to tranfa&
with each other, and how infinitely would pro-
bability, which depends upon a multitude of
circumftances, more or lefs diftinétly perceived,
be weakened by this privation ! From how vaft
a number of adions, by which men are ho-
noured and benefited, muft they then defift!

Mutual
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. Mutual intercourfe is the thing of moft con-
fequence to mankind, who are deftined to live
in fociety. The knowledge of man is the foul
of this intercourfe, that which imparts anima-
tion to it ; pleafure and profit. This knowledge
15, in fome degree, infeparable from, becaufe
neceflary to, all men. And how fhall we with
greater eafe and certainty acquire this know-
ledge than by the aid of phyfiognomy, under-
ftood in its moft extenfive fenfe, fince, in fo

many of his a&tions, he is incomprehenfible 2
Let the phyfiognomift obferve varieties, make
minute diftin@tions, eftablith figns, and invent
words, to exprefs thefe his remarks; form ge-
neral, abftra&, propofitions, extend and iniprove
phyfiognomonical knowledge, language, and
fenfation, and thus will the ufes and advantages
of phyfiognomy progreflively increafe. =~
Let any man fuppofe himfelf a ftatefman, a
divine, a courtier, a phyfician, a merchant,
friend, father, or hufband, and he will eafily
conceive the advantages which he, in his {phere,
may derive from phyfiognomonical {cience.
For each of thefe ftations, a feparate treatife of

phyfiognomy might be compofed.

When we fpeak of the advantages of phyfi-
ognomy we muft not merely confider that
. which,
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which, in the ftrieft fenfe, may be termed fci-
entific, or what it might fcientifically teach. We
rather ought to confider it as combined with
thofe immediate confequences which every en-
deavour to improve phyfiognomy will undoubt-
edly have, I mean the rendering of phyfiogno-

, monical obfervation and fenfation more vigilant,
and acute. ' ‘

As this phyfiognomonical fenfation is ever
combined with a lively perception of what is
beautiful, and what deformed; of what is per-
fe& and what imperfe& (and where is the able
writer on phyfiognomy who will not increafe
thefe feelings ?) how important, how extenfive,
muft be the advantages of phyfiognomy! How
does my heart glow at the fuppofition that fo
high a fenfe of the fublime and beautiful, fo
deep an abhorrence of the bafe and deformed,
fhall be excited ; that all the charms of virtue
fhall actuate the man who examines phyfiogno-
monically ; and that he who, at prefent, has a
fenfe of thofe charms, fhall, then, fo powerfully,
fo delightfully, fo varioufly, fo inceflantly, be
impelled to a ftill higher improvement of his
nature ! ‘

Phyfiognomy is a fource of the pureft, the
moft exalted fenfations: an additional eye,

wherewith
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wherewith to view the manifold proofs of di-
vine wifdom and goodnefs in the creation, and,
while thus viewing unfpeakable harmony and
truth, to excite more ecftatic love for their ador-
able author. Where the dark inattentive fight
of the unexperienced perceives nothing, there
the pra@ical view of the phyfiognomift difco-
vers inexhauftible fountains of delight, endear-
ing, moral, and f{piritual. It is the latter only
who is acquainted with the leaft variable, moft
perfpicuous, moft fignificant, moft eloquent,
moft beautiful of languages; the natural lan-
. guage of moral and intelleGtual genius, of wif-
dom and virtue. He reads it in the counte-
nances of thofe who are unconfcious of their
own native elocution. He can difcover virtue,
however concealed. With fecret ecftafy, the
philanthropic phyfiognomift difcerns thofe in-
ternal motives, which would, otherwife, be firft
revealed in the world to come. He diftin-
guithes what is permanent in the chara&er from
what is habitual, and what is habitual, from
what is accidental. He, therefore, who reads
man, in_this language, reads him moft accu-

rately.
., Phyfiognomy unites hearts, and forms the
moft durable, the moft diviae, friendihips; nor
. B can
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can friendfhip difcover a more folid rock of
foundation than in the fair outlines, the noble
features, of certain countenances.

Phyfiognomy is the very foul of wifdom,
fince, beyond all expreffion, it elevates the mu-
tual pleafures of intercourfe, and whifpers to the
heart when it is neceflary to fpeak, when to be
filent ; when to forewarn, when to excite ; when
to confole, and when to reprehend. ,

Phyfiognomy is the terror of vice. No fooner
fhould phyfiognomonical fenfation be awak-
ened into aétion, than confiftorial chambers, cloi-
fters, and churches, muft become branded with
excefs of hypocritical tyranny, avarice, gluttony,
and debauchery ; which, under the mafk, and to
the thame, of religion, have poifoned the welfare
of mankind. The efteem, reverence, and love,
which have hitherto been paid them, by the de-
luded people, would perifh like autumnal leaves.
The world would be taught that to confider fuch
degraded, fuch pitiable, forms, as faints, pillars
of the church and ftate, friends of men, and
teachers of religion, were blafphemy.

To enumerate all the advantages of phyfiog-
A num-

nomy would require a large treatife
ber of treatifes, for the various clafles of man-
kind. The moft indifputable, though the leaft

importaat,
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important, of thefe its advantages, are thofe the
painter acquires ; who, if he be not a phyfiog-
nomift, is nothing. The greateft is that of
forming, condu&ing, and improving the human

Vor. L. G XI1. OF
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XL
OF THE DISADVANTAGES OF PHYSIOGNOMY.,

METHINKS 1 hear fome worthy man ex-
claim “ Oh thou who haft ever hitherto lived
¢ the friend of religion and virtue, what is thy
¢ prefent purpofe? What mifchief fhall not be
“ wrought by this thy phyfiognomy ! Wilt thou
“ teach man the unblefled art of judging his
“ brother by the ambiguous expreflions of his
“ countenance ? Are there not already fufficient
 of cenforioufnefs, fcandal, and infpetion into
“ the failings of others? Wilt thou teach man
“ to read the fecrets of the heart, the latent
“ feelings, and the various errors of thought?
“ Thou dwelleft upon the advantages of the
“ fcience ; fayeft thou fhalt teach men to con-
“ template the beauty of virtue, the hatefulnefs of
© % vyice, and, by thefe means, make them virtuous ;
¢ and that thou infpireft us with an abhorrence of
“ vice, by obliging us to feel its external defor-
“ mity. And what fhall be the confequence?
¢ Shall it not be that for the appearance, and
“ not the reality, of goodnefs, man fhall wifh to
“ be good? That, vain as he already is, atting
“ from
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¢ from the defire of praife, and wifhing only to
¢ appear what he ought determinately to be, he
“ will yet become more vain, and will court the
¢ praife of men, not by words and deeds, alone,
¢ but by aflumed looks and counterfeited forms ?
¢ Oughteft thou not rather to weaken this al-
“ ready too powerful motive for human actions,
“ and to ftrengthen a better; to turn the eyes
“ inward, to teach a&ual improvement, and fi-
“lent innocence, inftead of inducing him to
“ reafon on the outward, fair, expreflions of
“ goodnefs, or the hateful ones of wickednefs ?”

This is a heavy accufation, and with great
appearance of truth. Yet how eafy is defence
to me; and how pleafant, when my opponent
accufes me from motives of philanthropy, and
not of fplenetic difpute!

The charge is twofold. Cenforioufnefs and
vanity. I teach men to flander each other, and
to become hypocrites.

I will anfwer thefe charges feparately; nor let
it be fuppofed I have not often, myfelf, refleted
on what they contain, really obje&ionable, and
felt it in all its force.

The firft relates to the poffible abufe of this
fcience.

No good thing can be liable to abufe, till it

G2 firft
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firft becomes a good thing; nor is there any
actual good which is not the innocent caufe of
abufe. Shall we, therefore, with that good thould
not exift ?

All pitiable complaints concerning the pof-
fible, probable, or, if you will, inevitable, in-
jurious effeéts, can only be allowed a certain
weight.  Whoever is juft will not fix his at-
tention, folely, on the weak fide of the queftion.
He will examine both fides; and, when good
preponderates, he is fatisfied, and endeavours,
by all means in his power, to evade, or diminifh,
the evil. ' .

Who better can infpire us with this heroic
fortitude in favour of good, although attended
by evil; who better can cure us of pufillani-
mous anxieties, and dread of evil while in the
purfuit of good, than the great Author and
Founder of the nobleft good? Who, notwith-
ftanding his affeCtionate love of mankind, his
hatred of difcord, and love of peace, fo openly
proclaimed, “ I am not come to fend peace on
¢ the earth but a fword.”

He was grieved at every ill effe@ of his
miflion, but was calm concerning every thing
“that was in itfelf good, and preponderately good

in its confequences. I, alfo, grieve for the ill
effects
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effe&s of this book ; but I, alfo, will be calm,
convinced of the great good which fhall be the
refult. I clearly perceive, nor endeavour to
conceal from myfelf, every difadvantage which
fhall, in all probability, occur, at leaft, for a time,
and among thofe who content themfelves with
a flight tafte of knowledge, whether human or
divine. I continually keep every defe&, of the
{cience in view, that I may exert all my powers
to render it as harmlefs, and as profitable, as pof-
fible ; nor can this profpe& of probable abufes,
attendant on every good, on every divine work,
induce me to defift ; being, as I am, at each ftep,
more firmly convinced that I am labouring to
effet an excellent purpofe, and that every man,
who reads me with attention, and has not the
corrupteft of hearts, will rather be improved
than injured.

Thus far, generally, and now for a more par-
ticular anfwer to the firft objeQion.

G3  LITEACH
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I TEACH no black art; no noftrum, the fe-
cret of which I might have concealed, which is
a thoufand times injurious for once that it is
profitable, the difcbvery of which is, therefore,
fo difficult.

I do but teach a {cience, the moft general, the
moft palpable, with -which all men are ac-
quainted, and ftate my feelings, obfervations,
and their confequences.

We ought never to forget that the very pur-
port of outward expreflion is to teach what
pafles in the mind, and that to deprive man of
this fource of knowledge were to reduce him to
utter ignorance ; that every man is born with a
certain portion of phyfiognomonical fenfation,
as certainly as that every man, who is not de-
formed, is born with two eyes ; that all men, in
their intercourfe with each other, form phyfiog-
nomonical decifions, according as their judg-
ment is more or lefs clear ; that it is well known,
though phyfiognomy were never to be reduced
to {cience, moft men, in proportion as they have
mingled with the world, derive fome profit from
their knowledge of mankind, even at the firft"

glance ;
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glance; and that the fame effe@s were pro-
duced long before this queftion was in agitation.
Whether, therefore, to teach men to decide with
more perfpicuity and certainty, inftead of con-
fufedly ; to judge clearly with refined fenfations,
inftead of rudely, and erroneoufly, with fenfa-
tions more grofs ; and, inftead of fuffering them
to wander in the dark, and venture abortive
and injurious judgments, to learn them, by
phyfiognomonical experiments, by the rules of
prudence and caution, and the fublime voice of
philanthropy, to miftruft, to be diffident, and
flow to pronounce, where they imagine they
difcover evil ; whether this, I fay, can be injuri-
ous, I leave the world to determine,

I here openly, and loudly, proclaim that who-
ever difregards all my warnings, difregards the
proofs and examples I give, by which he may
preferve himfelf from error; whoever is deaf to '
- the voice of philanthropy, and, like a madman
with a naked fword, rufhes headlong to affaffi- -
nate his brother’s good name, the evil muft be
upon his head. When his wickednefs fhall ap-
pear, and he fhall be punifhed for his unpardon-
able offences, againft his brother, my foul fhall
not be polluted by his fin,

I belicve I may venture to affirm very few

G 4 perfons
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perfons will, in confequence of this work, begin
to judge ill of others, who had not before been
guilty of the pratice.

t——t——— R s ———

“ This Jew lhas not the fmalleft refpe& for
¢ the legiflature, or his fuperiours ; he fcourges
“ the people, who have done him no injury,
“ with whips; he goes to banquetings, where-
¢ ever he is invited, and makes merry; he is a
“ very mmifchief maker; and lately he faid to
“ his companions, I am not come to fend peace,
“ but a fword.” What a judgment is here,
from a partial view of the actions of Chrift!
But view his phyfiognomy, not as he has been
depicted by Raphael, the greateft of painters,
but by Holbein, only, and if you have the
fmalleft phyfiognomonical fenfation, oh! with
what certainty of convittion, will you pro-
nounce a judgment immediately the reverfe!
You will find that thefe very accufations, ftrong
as they feem in feletion, are accordant to his
great charalter, and worthy the Saviour of the
world.

Let us but well confider how much phyfiog-
- nomy difcovers to the fkilful eye, with what
loud-tongued certainty it fpeaks, how perfet a

picture
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picture it gives of him who ftands open to its
infpeGion, and we, moft affuredly, fhall not.
have more, but lefs to fear, from its decifions,
when the fcience fhall have the good fortune to
become more general, and fhall have taught fu-
periour accuracy to the feelings of men.

YOI

THE fecond obje&ion to phyfiognomy is
that “ it renders men vain, and teaches them to
“ aflume a plaufible appearance.”—When thou
didft urge this, how great was the impreflion thy
words made upon my heart! and how afflicted
am I to be obliged to anfwer thee, that this thy
objetion is applicable only to an ideal, and in-
nocent, and not an a&ual, and wicked world.

The men thou wouldft reform are not chil-
dren, who are good, and know not that they are
fo; but men, who muft, from experience, learn
to diftinguifh between good and evil ; men, who,
to become perfe@, muft neceflarily be taught
their own noxious, and confequently their
own beneficent, qualities. Let, therefore, the
defire of obtaining approbation from the good
a& in concert with the impulfe to goodnefs.
Let this be the ladder ; or, if you pleafe, the
crutch to fupport tottering virtue. Suffer men

to
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to feel that God has ever branded vice with de-
formity, and adorned virtue with inimitable
beauty. Allow man to rejoice when he per-
ceives that his countenance improves, in propor-



Oor THE EASE, &c. or
XII,
OF THE EASE OF STUDYING PHYSIOGNOMY.

TO learn the loweft, the leaft difficult, of {ci-
ences, at firft appears an arduous undertaking,
when taught by words or books, and not re-
duced to a&ual practice. 'What numerous dan-
gers and difficulties might be ftarted againft all
the daily enterprizes of men, were it not unde-
niable that they are performed with .facility!
How might not the poffibility of making a
watch, and flill more a watch worn in a ring,
-or of failing over the vaft ocean, and of number-
lefs other arts and inventions, be difputed, did
~we not behold them conftantly pracifed! How
many arguments might be urged againft the
practice of phyfic! And, though fome of them
may be unanfwerable, how many are the reverfe!
‘We muft not too haftily decide on the pof-
fible eafe, or difficulty, of any fubje@, which
-we have not yet examined. The fimpleft may
abound with difficulties, to him who has not
made frequent exyeriments, and, by frequent
experiments, the moft difficult may become eafy.
‘This, I fhall be anfwered, is the commoneft of
: common,
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common place. Yet, on this depends the proof
of the facility of the ftudy of phyfiognomy, and
of the intolerant folly of thofe who would ra-
ther conteft the poflibility of a fcience than pro-
fit by its reality.
¢ Perhaps you have not examined it your-
“ felf, therefore can fay nothing on the fubje&.”
———1I have examined, and can certainly fay
fomething. [ own, I fcarcely can afcribe to
myfelf one of the numerous qualities which I
hold neceflary to the phyfiognomift. I am
thort fighted, have little time, patience, or fkill,
in drawing ; have but a fmall knowledge of the
world ; am of a profeffion, which, notwithftand-
ing all the opportunities it may give me of ob-
taining a knowledge of mankind, yet renders
it impoffible for me to make phyfiognomy my
only ftudy; I want anatomical knowledge, co~
pioufnefs and accuracy of language, which only
can be obtained by continually reading the beft
writers, epic and dramatic, of all nations and
ages. How great are thefe difadvantages! Yet
is there fcarcely a day in which I do not add to,
or confirm my former phyfiognomonical re-
marks.
Whoever poflefles the flighteft capacity for,
and has once acquired the habit of, obfervation
and
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and comparifon, fhould he even be more defi-
cient in requifites than I am, and fhould he fee
himfelf daily, and inceflantly, furrounded by
hofts of difficulties, will yet certainly be able to
make a progrefs.

We have men conftantly before us. In the
very {malleft towns there is a continual influx
and reflux of perfons, of various and oppofite
chara&ers. Among thefe, many are known to us
without confulting phyfiognomy ; and that they
are patient, or choleric, credulous, or fufpicious,
wife, or foolith, of moderate, or weak capacity,
we are convinced paft contradi@®ion. Their
countenances are as widely various as their cha-
racters, and thefe varieties of countenance may
each be as accurately drawn as their varieties of
charalter may be defcribed.

We have daily intercourfe with men, their
intereft and ours are conne@ted. Be their dif-
fimulation what it may, paffion will, frequently,
for a moment, fnatch off the mafk, and give us
a glance, or at leaft, a fide view, of their true
form. ' '

Shall nature beftow on man the eye and ear,
and yet have made her language fo difficult, or
fo entirely unintelligible? And not the eye and
ear, alone; but feeling, nerves, internal fenfa-

tions,
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tions, and yet have rendered the language of
the fuperficies fo confufed, fo obfcure? She who
has adapted found to the ear, and the ear to
found ; fhe who has created light for the eye,
and the eye for light ; fhe who has taught man,
fo foon, to fpeak, and to underftand fpeech ;
fhall fhe have imparted innumerable traits and
- marks' of fecret inclinations, powers, and paf-
fions, accompanied by perception, fenfation, and
an impulfe to interpret them to his advantage ;
and, after beftowing fuch ftrong incitements,
fhall fhe have denied him the poffibility of
quenching this his thirft of knowledge ; the who
has given him penetration to difcover {ciences
ftill more profound, though of much inferiour
utility ; who has taught him to trace out the
paths, and meafure the curves, of comets; who
has put a telefcope into his hand, that he may
view the fatellites of planets, and has endowed
~ him with the capability of calculating their
eclipfes, through revolving ages; fhall fo kind a
mother have denied her children, her truth feek-
~ing pupils, her noble philanthropic offspring, -
who are {o willing to admire, and rejoice in, the
- majefty of the Moft High, viewing man his
mafter-piece, the power of reading the ever pre-
fent, ever open, book of the human counte-

nance ;



STUDYING PHYSIOGNOMY. 0§

nance ; of reading man, the moft beautiful of all
her works, the compendium of all things, the
mirror of the Deity ?

Canft thou, man of a found underftanding,
believe this can be fo? Canft thou credit fuch
accufations againft the moft affe®ionate of mo-
thers? Shall fo much knowledge with which
thou mayeft difpenfe be beftowed upon thee;
and fhalt thou have been denied that which is of
moft importance ?

Awake, view man in all his infinite forms.
Look, for thou mayeft eternally learn; fhake
off thy loth, and behold. Meditate on its im-~
portance. Take refolution to thyfelf, and the
moft difficult thall become eafy.

Awake to the conviction of the neceflity of
the knowledge of man, and be perfuaded that
this knowledge may be acquired ; fo fhall recur-
ring examples, and increafing induftry, fmooth
the path of knowledge.

The grand fecret of fimplifying fcience con-
fifts in analyzing, in beginning with what is
ealy, and proceeding progreflively. By this
method miracles will at ‘length be wrought.
‘The mountain of knowledge muft be climbed
ftep by ftep.

‘Which of the fciences, furrounded as they all

are
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are with difficulties, has not been highly im-
proved by recurring obfervation, reflexion, and
induftry? |

When I come to fpeak of the method in
which phyfiognomy ought, probably, to be
ftudied, the intelligent reader will be able to de-
cide whether improvement in this fcience be fo
difficult, and impoffible, as fo many, from fuch
- eppofite reafons, have pretended.

XIII. OF
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X111,
OF THE DIFFICULTIES OF PHYSIOGNOMY.

T uis fragment ought to be one of the longeft
in the whole work, although it will be one of.
the fhorteft. Not the moft copious volume
would be fufficient to propound, and aobviate,
all the numberlefs obje&tions with which phy-
fiognomy is furrounded.

All the obje@ions brought agai'nﬁ it, and
certainly all are not brought which might be,
fome of which are true, and many falfe, concur,
at leaft, in proving the general convi&tion of the
difficulties which-attend this enquiry into the
effe&ts of nature.

I do not believe that all the adverfaries of
phyfiognomy can conjure up fo many diffi-
culties as will foon prefent themfelves to the
philofophical phyfiognomift himfelf. A thou-
fand times have I been difmayed at their num-
ber and variety, and almoft perfuaded to defift
from all farther enquiry. T was, however, con-
tinually encouraged and confirmed, in my pur-
fuits, by thofe certain, undeniable, proofs I had
colle&ted, and by thoufands of examples, which

Vor. L. H 1o
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no fingle fa@& could deftroy. Thefe gave me
fortitude, and determined me to vanquifh a part
of my difficulties, and calmly to leave thofe
which I found unconquerable, until fome future
opportunity might afford me the means of recon-
ciling fo many apparent contradi&ions.

There is a peculiar circumftance attending the
ftarting of difficulties. There are fome who
poflefs the particular gift of difcovering and in-
venting difficulties, without number or limits,
on the moft common and eafy fubjeéts. I could
cite many fuch perfons who poflefs this gift in
a very extraordinary degree. Their charaCter
is very remarkable, and determinate. In other
refpets they are excellent people. They may
be the falt, but cannot be the food, of fociety.
I admire their talents, yet fhould not with for
their friendthip, were it poflible they fhould de-
fire mine. I fhall be pardoned this fhort di-
greffion. I now return to the difficulties of phy-
fiognomy ; and, innumerable as they are, I fhall
be brief, becaufe it not being my intention to
cite them all, in this place, the moft important
will occafionally be noticed, and anfwered, in
the courfe of the work. Scarcely a fragment
will be written in which the author and reader
will not have occafion to remark difficulties.

- Many
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Many of thefe difficulties will be noticed in-the
fifteenth fragment, which treats on the charac-
ter of the phyfiognomift. I have an additional
motive to be brief, which is that moft of thefe
difficulties are included in

The indefcribable minutenefs of innimerable
traits of charaGer—or the impoffibility of feiz-
ing, exprefling, and analyzing certain fenfations,
and obfervations. '

Nothing can be more certain than that the
fmalleft fhades, which are fcarcely difcernible
to an inexperienced eye, frequently denote to-
tal oppofition of charatter. Almoft every fuc-
ceeding page will afford opportunity of making
this remark. How wonderfully may the exa
preflion of countenance and chara&er be altered
by a fmall inflexion or diminifhing, lengthening
or fharpening, even though but of a hair’s
breadth! Whoever withes for immediate con-
viGion of this truth need but be at the trouble
to take five or fix fhades of the fame counte+
nance, with all poflible accuracy, and afterward
as carefully reduce and compare them to each
other. .

How difficult, - how impoffible, muft this va«
riety of the fame countenance, even in the moft
accurate of the arts of imitation, render pre-

Ha2 cifion!
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of exalting themfelves to the great general fenfe
of the word of God, and who have applied the
text to fome few particular cafes, though it be
the key to nature and revelation, though it be
jtfelf the revelation of revelation, the very foul
of knowledge, and the fecret of fecrets. “ It is
“ the fpirit that maketh alive, the flefh profiteth
“ nothing.”

Since likewife (which whe will or can deny?)
fince all flefh is valued according to the fpirit
within ; fince it is the fpirit alone of which the
phyfiognomift is in fearch, endeavouring to dif-
cover, pourtray, and defcribe ; how difficult muft
it be for him to delineate, by words, or images,
the beft, moft volatile, and fpiritual part, to
thofe who have neither eyes nor ears! Words
and images are but a ftill groffer kind of fleth
and {pirit.
~ What I have here faid can only be inftru&ive
and intelligible to a few readers, but thofe few .
will find much in this paffage whereon to me-
ditate.
~ Let us proceed. :

How marny thoufand accidents, pgreat and
~ {mall, phyfical and moral ; how many feeret in-
cidents, alterations, paflions; how often will
' drefs, poﬁnon, light and fhade, and innumerable
difcordant
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difcordant circumftances, {how the countenance
fo difadvantageoufly, or, to fpeak more properly,
betray the phyfiognomift into a falfe judgment,
on the true qualities of the countenance and
chara@er! How eafily may thefe occafion him
to overlook the effential traits of charaler, and
form his judgment on what is wholly accidental !

“ The wifet man, when languid, will look
“ like a fool,” fays Zimmermann ; and he may
be right, if his obfervation extends no farther
than the aGual ftate of the mufcular parts of the
countenance.

To cite one very common inftance, out of a
hundred, how furprifingly may the fmall pox,
during life, disfigure the countenance! How
may it deftroy, confufe or render the moft de~
cifive traits imperceptible ! '

I fhall not here enumerate the difficulties
which the moft accurate obferver has to encoun-
ter in difimulation ; I perhaps may notice thefe
in a feparate fragment.

There is one circumftance, however, which I
mutft not omit to mention. ’

The beft, the greateft, the moft philofophical
phyfiognomift is ftill but man; Ido not here al-
lude to thofe general errors from which he cane
not be exempt ; but that he is a prejudiced man,

H 4 g and
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and that it is neceflary he fhould be as unpre-
judiced as God himfelf.

How feldom can he avoid viewing all objetts
through the medium of his own inclinations or
averfions, and judging accordingly! Obfcure
recolleGtions of pleafure or difpleafure, which
this or that countenance have by various inci-
dents imprefled upon his mind, impreffions left
on his memory, by fome obje& of love or hatred
—How eafily, nay, neceffarily, muft thefe influ-
ence his judgment ! Hence, how many difficul-
ties muft arife to phyfiognomy, fo long as phy-
fiognomy fhall continue-to be the ftudy of men
and not of angels !

We will therefore grant the oppofer of phy-
fiognomy all he can afk, although we do not
Tlive without hope that many of the difficulties
thall be refolved, which, at firft, appeared to the
reader, and the author, inexplicable, -~

Yet how fhould I conclude this fragment
without unburthening my heart of an oppreflive
weight, fomething of which, perhaps, I have be-
fore given the reader to underftand.

That is, that * many weak and unphilofo-
“ phical minds, who never during life have
“ made, nor ever will make a deep obfervation,

¢ may
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“ may be induced, from reading my writings,
“ to imagine themfelves phyfiognomifts.”

« He that hath ears to hear let him hear.”

As foon might ye become phyfiognomifts by
reading my book, read and pore however induf-
trioufly you pleafe, as you would become great
painters, by copying the drawings of Preyfler,
* or reading the works of Hagedorn, or Frefnoy ;
great phyficians, by ftudying Boerhaave; or
. great ftatefmen by learning Grotius, Puffenderf,
and Montefquicu, by rote,

XIV, OF
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XIV.

OF THE RARITY OF THE SPIRIT OF PHYSI0G-
NOMONICAL OBSERVATION.

In the eighth fragment, we have noticed how
general, yet obfcure and indeterminate, phyfiog-
nomonical fenfation is: in this we fhall fpeak
of the rarity of the true fpirit of phyfiognomo-
nical obfervation. As few are the perfons who
can think phyfiognomonically, as thofe who can
feel phyfiognomonically are numerous.

Nothing can appear more eafy than to ob-
ferve, yet nothing is more uncommen. By ob-
ferve I mean to confider a fubje in all its va-
rious parts : firft to confider each part feparately,
and, afterwards, to examine its analogy with
contiguous or other poffible objeéts; to con-
ceive and retain the various properties which
delineate, define, and conftitute the eflence of the
thing under confideration ; to have clear ideas
of thefe properties, individually and colle@ively,
as contributing to form a whole, fo as not to
confound them with other properties, or things,
however great the refemblance. 7

We neced only attend to the different judg-

" ' ) ‘ments
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ments of a number of men, concerning the fame
portrait, to be convinced of thc‘ general want of
a fpirit. of accurate obfervation: nor has any
thing fo effeGtually, fo unexpe&tedly convinced
me, of the extreme rarity of the true fpirit of
obfervation, even among men of genius, in
famed, and fame-worthy, obfervers, in far
greater phyfiognomifts than I can ever hope to
become, nothing, I fay, has fo perfetly con-
vinced me of the rarity of this {pirit, as the con-
founding of widely different portraits and cha-
raers, which, notwithftanding their difference,
have been miftaken for the fame. To make er-
roneous remarks is a very common thing ; and,
probably, has often befel myfelf. This all tends
to prove how uncommon an accurate fpirit of
obfervation is, and how often it forfakes even
thofe who have been moft affiduous in obferving.
I fhudder when I remember the fuppofed
likeneffes which are found between certain por-
traits and fhades, and the living originals. How
many men fuppofe each caricature a true por-
trait, or, probably, fometimes, take it for an
ideal !* In fuch judgments I perceive a moft per-

* By Caricature, the Author appears to mean notliihg more than
an imperfe& drawing, and by Jdeal, fometimes perfet beauty, fome-
times a fancy piece. Thefe words occur fo frequently that they
myft inevitably be often retained in the tranflation. T,

fe&
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fe& analogy to the judgments of the moft com-
mon obfervers on chara&er. Each flander, in
which there is but a fhade of truth, is as ufually
fuppofed to be the full and exaé truth as are fo
many thoufand wretched portraits fuppofed to
be real and exa& likenefles.

Hence originate many pitiable phyfiogno-
monical decifions; hence are deduced fo many
apparently well founded abje&ions againft phy-
fiognomy, objeions that, in reality, are falfe.

We call that likenefs which is unlike, becaufe
we are not accuftomed to obfervation fufficiently
acute.

I cannot fufficiently caution phyiiognomifts
againft hafte and erroneous comparifons and
fuppofitions ; or to wait till they are well con-
vinced that they have not imagined two differ-
ent countenances to refemble each other, or men
‘which are unlike to be the fame.

I fhall, therefore, take every opportunity in
this work, to render the reader attentive to the
fmalleft, fcarcely difcernible, variations of cer-
tain countenances and traits, which, on a firf}
view, might appear to be alike.

ADDI-
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ADDITIONS.

L
ANSON. :
ALIKE as thefe heads may appear, to an in-
experienced eye, how different are they to an
obferver! A countenance fo noble as that of
Anfon can never be entirely rendered mean, or
wholly unrefembling.—Who that had once be-
held Anfon, alive or well painted, would, at
- viewing thefe caricatures, exclaim Anfon'!'—
Yet, on the contrary, how few would pro-
nounce—Not Anfon !'—How few will be able
accurately to perceive and define the ve}y effen-
tial differences between thefe faces! The ob-
ferver will fee where the unobfervant are blind,
and while the latter are dumb, will pronounce the
forehead of 2 is more thoughtful and profound
than that of 1—1 forms no fuch deep confiftent
.plans as 2—The eyebrows of 1 are more firm
and clofely knit, than thofe of 2—So likewife is
the eye of 1; but that of 2 is more open and
ferene. The nofe of 2 is fomething more com-
pa&, and, therefore, more judicious, than 1.
The mouth of one is awry, and fomewhat
fmall. The chin of 2 is likewife more manly,

and noble than of 1.

II. THESE
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THESE four caricature profiles, of broken
Grecian bufts, -will, to many hafty obfervers,
though they fhould not be wholly deftitute of
phyfiognomonical fenfation, feem nearly alike
in fignification. Yet are they eflentially differ-
ent. 'The nofe excepted, the firft has nothing
in common with the reft. The manly clofing,
and firmnefs, of the mouth, as little permits the
phyfiognomonical obferver to clafs this counte-
nance with the others, as would the ferious af-
pe&, the arching, and motion, of the forehead,
and its defcent to the nofe. Let any one, fur-
ther, confider this defcent of the forehead to the
nofe; afterward, the nofe itfelf, and the eye, in
2, 3, and 4. Let him compare them, and the
fcientific phyfiognomift will develope chara&ters
almoft oppofite. In the nofe of 3, he will per-
ceive more tafte and underftanding than in the
reft. 'The whole under part of the countenance,
the general traits of voluptuoufnefs excepted, is,
in each of them, diffcrent. 4 is the moft fen-
fual and effeminate of the whole, although it is
deprived of much of its grace by the ill drawn

mouth.

IIL IV.

TWO drawings of the fame profile. The .
difference
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difference between them is to the obferver re-
markable, K. b. will appear to him, from the
forehead, nofe, and eyebrows, all of which are
clofe, firm and fharp, as betokening acute pene-
tration, and deep thought. K. a. will be found -
more cheerful. In both he will perceive the
traits of mind and genius.
- V. VL

Here, likewife, are two fhades of the fame
countenance, which, however, bear a greater
refemblance than different fhades ufually do.
Many would declare them very like each other.
Yet how many varieties may not be difcovered
by the accurate obferver! The mouth, in V.
by the eafy unconftrained manner in which it
is clofed, befpeaks a calm, placxd fettled, effemi-
nate mind. In VI on the contrary, if not a
chara&er direily the reverfe, eflentially differ-
ent, by the negligent dropping of the under lip.

-How few will be able to difcover, before they
are told, in the fcarcely vifible tharpening of the
bone above the eye, of VI. the extreme penetra-
tion it denotes !

| VIL VIIL.

HOWEVER fimilar thefe two fhades of the
fame perfon may appear ; to the phyfiognomift,
that is, to a rare and accurate obferver, they are

not
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not fo. In the forehead, the bones above the
eye, and the defcent to the nofe, in VIIL there is
fomething more of underftanding than in the
fame parts of VII. although the difference is
fcarcely that of a hair’s breadth. How few
will find in the bending and point of the nofe
of VIIL a quicker perception of fenfual beauty ;
and fuperiour underftanding in VIL.! Yet this
does not efcape the phyfiognomift, to whom,
likewife, the mouth, in VIIL betokens firm’
powers. The defcent of the under lip, at the
corner, of VIL is, by a hair’s breadth, more
pure and noble, than VIIL ’

, IX.

Thefe fix profiles, alfo, have, to the unprac-
tifed, much refemblance, yet fome of them have
differences too vaft to be imagined, on a firft
view. The hafty obferver will find fome diffi-
milar, and the accurate all.

1 Is benevolent. The forehead and nofe be-
$oken underftanding, but irrefolution.

2, The caricature of an almoft fublime coun-
tenance. The leaft experienced connoiffeur
will find much to approve. By an error infi-
nitely {fmall infinitely much is loft. Had the
upper part of the forehead been a little moré
compaét, more vigoroufly drawn, the acute ob-

ferver



PHYSIOGNOMONICAL SENSATION. 113

ferver could not then have perceived tokens of
imbecillity, which are now to him fo vifible,
though fo difficult to explain.

3, All will difcover, in this, goodnefs tinged
with weaknefs. But that the marks of weak-
nefs are chiefly to be fought in the arching
of the forehead, and the outline of the chin, is
only perceptible to the intuition of experience *.

4, The nofe fpeaks tafte and knowledge, the
eye penetration. None but the phyfiognomift
will remark dulnefs, and thoughtlefs hafte, in
the forehead and mouth.

5 Is, to general fenfation, the profile of a
benevolent, but weak and ordinary man. The
feat of weaknefs will be feen, by the phyfiogno-
mift, in the forehead, eye, and mouth.

6, Inanimate thoughtleflnefs will be univer-
fally perceived in this countenance. The expe-
rienced only will difcover the peculiar infipi-
dity of the mouth.

X‘ .

IMBECILLITY is the charater common to
thefe fix heads. Yet how various are the modi-
fications, definable only by the phyfiognomift !’
And how little is explained by the general term
imbecillity concerning heads fo different !

* Der Geiibte intuitif.

Vor. 1. I 1 Has
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1 Has a noble nofe, with an almoft common
forehead. Were the back part of the eye lefs
proje&ing it would be much wifer.

2 Is more benevolent and noble, more intel-
ligent in the under part, and more weak in the
upper.

3, Inanity with a mixture of contempt.

4, The nofe excepted, empty, and more per-
" verfe than all the other five.

- 5, The under half not vulgar, but the full
forehead denotes imbecillity. In the mouth,
only, are tafte and underftanding united.

6, A nofe like this, which fpeaks a perfon of
difcernment, does not correfpond with fo foolith
a countenance.

XL ’

FOUR additional profiles, in the Grecian ftyle,
a few remarks on which may thow the enquir-
ing reader how minute are traits which have
great fignification; and how difficult it is, to the
inexperienced eye, not to confound things in
themfelves very diffimilar.

The two upper have a great refemblance to
each other; as likewife, have the two lower.
Phyfiognomonical fenfation would generally pro-
nounce them to be four fifters. All will find

the two upper more noble than the two lower.
The
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The forehead of 2 will be found to poflefs a
fmall fuperiour degree of delicacy over that of 13
the forehead of 3 much inferior to 2, and the
forehead of 4 ftill inferior to 3. The phyfi-
ognomift will read more’ of affe@ion in 4 than
in 3, and fomething lefs of delicacy ; and more
of voluptuoufnefs, in 3 than in 4.

The converfe of the propofition we have hi-
therto maintained will, in certain countenances,
be true. The obferver will perceive fimilarity
in a hundred countenances which, to the inex-
perienced, appear entirely diffimilar.

12 XV. THE
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XV,
THE PHYSIOGNOMIST.

A LL men have talents for all things, yet we
may fafely maintain very few have the deter-
minate and effential talents,

. All men have talents for drawing. They can
all learn to write, well or ill. Yet not an ex-
cellent draughtfman will be produced in ten
thoufand. The. fame may be affirmed of elo-
quence, poetry, and phyfiognomy.

All men, who have eyes and ears, have ta-
lents to become phyfiognomifts. Yet, not one
in ten thoufand can bécome an excellent phy-
fiognomift.

It may therefore be of ufe to fketch the cha-
racter of the true phyfiognomift, that thofe who
are deficient in the requifite talents may be de-
terred from the ftudy of phyfiognomy. The
pretended phyfiognomift, with a foolith head
and a wicked heart, is certainly one of the
moft contemptible and mifchievous creatures
that crawls on God’s earth.

No one whofe perfon is not well formed can
become a good phyfiognomift. The handfomeft
- painters
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painters were the greateft painters. Reubens,
Vandyke, and Raphael, poflefling three grada-
tions of beauty, poffeflfed three gradations of
the genius of painting. The phyfiognomifts of
greateft fymmetry are the beft : .as the moft virtu-
ous beft can determine on virtue, and the juft on
juftice, fo can the moft handfome countenances
on the goodnefs, beauty and noble traits of the
human countenance; and confequently on its de-
fe&s and ignoble properties. The fcarcity of hu-
man beauty is a certain reafon why phyfiognomy
is fo much decried, and finds fo many opponents.
No one, therefore,- ought to enter the fan&tu-
ary of phyfiognomy who has a debafed mind,
an ill formed forehead, a blinking eye, or a dif-
torted mouth. “ The light of the body is the
“ eye; if, therefore, thine eye be fingle, thy
“¢ whole body fhall be full of light ; but if thine
“ eye be evil thy whole body fhall be full of
¢ darknefs: if, therefore, that light that is in
« thee be darknefs, how great is that darknefs!”
Any one who would become a phyfiogno-
mift cannot meditate too much on this text. -

- Oh! fingle eye, that beholdeft all things as
they are, feeft nothing falfely, with glance
oblique, nothing overlookeft—Oh! moft perfe&
image of reafon and wildlom—Why do I-fay

I3 image



318 THE PHYSIOGNOMIST,

image? Thou that art reafon and wifdom them-
felves ; without thy refplendent light would alf
that appertains to phyfiognomy become dark !

‘Whoever does not, at the firft afpe& of any
man, feel a certain emotion of affeGion, or dif-
like, attraGtion or repulfion, never can become
a phyfiognomift. :

Whoever ftudies art more than nature, and
prefers what the painters call manner to truth
of drawing; whoever does not feel himfelf
‘moved almoft to tears, at beholding the antient
ideal beauty, and the prefent depravity of men
and imitative art ; whoever views antique gems,
and does not difcover enlarged intelligence in
Cicero; enterprifing refolution in Cafar; pro-
found thought in Solon ; invincible fortitude in
Brutus; in Plato godlike wifdom; or, in mo-
dern medals, the height of human fagacity in
Montefquieu ; in Haller the energetic contem-
plative look, .and moft refined tafte; the deep
reafoner in Locke ; and the witty fatirift in Vol-
taire, even at the firft glance, never can become
a phyfiognomift.

Whoever does not dwell with fixed rapture on
the afpe&t of benevolence in ation, fuppofing
itfelf unobferved; whoever remains unmoved -
by the voice of innocence ; the guilelefs look of

inviolated
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inviolated chaftity ; the mother contemplating
her beauteous fleeping infant ; the warm preflure
of the hand of a friend, or his eye fwimming
in tears ; whoever can lightly tear himfelf from
fcenes like thefe, and turn them to ridicule, might
much eafier commit the crime of parricide than’
become a phyfiognomift. ‘

What then is required of the phyfiognomift ?
What fhould his inclinations, talents, qualities,
and capabilities be ?

His firft of requifites, as has, in part, already
been remarked, fhould be a body well propor-
tioned, and finely organized : accuracy of f{enfa-
tion, capable of receiving the moft minute out-
ward impreflions, and eafily tranfmitting them
faithfully to memory ; or, as I ought rather to
fay, imprefling them upon the imagination, and
the fibres of the brain. His eye, in particu- (

lar, muft be excellent, clear, acute, rapid, and
firm, ,

Precifion in obfervation is the very foul of
phyfiognomy. The phyfiognomift muft poflefs
a moft delicate, fwift, certain, moft extenfive
fpirit of obfervation. To obferve is to be atten-
tive, fo as to fix the mind on a particular ob-
je&, which it feleés, or may feleé, for confider-
ation, from a number of furrounding objecs.

I4 To
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To be attentive is to confider fome one parti-
cular obje&, exclufively of all others, and to
analyze, confequently, to diftinguifh, its pecu-
liarities. To obferve, to be attentive, to diftin-
guith what is fimilar, what diffimilar, to difco-
ver proportion, and difproportion, is the office
of the underftanding.

Without an accurate, fuperiour, and extended
underftanding, the phyfiognomift will neither be
able rightly to obferve nor to compare and clafs
his obfervations ; much lefs to draw the necef-
fary conclufions. Phyfiognomy is the higheft
exercife of the underftanding, the logic of cor-
poreal varieties.

The true phyfiognomift unites to the cleareft
and profoundeft underftanding the moft lively,
ftrong, comprehenfive imagination, and a fine
and rapid wit. Imagination is neccflary to im-
prefs the traits with exa@nefs, fo that they may
be renewed at pleafure ; and to range the pic-
tures in the mind as perfeitly as if they ftill
were vifible, and with all poffible order.

Wit * is indifpenfable to the phyfiognomift,
that he may eafily perceive the refemblances

* Wit is here ufed in a lefs difcriminn/ting, and therefore a much
more general, fenfe than is ufually appropriated to it in the Eng-
}ith laoguage. T,

that
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that exift between obje@ts. 'Thus, for example,
he fees a head or forehead poflefled of certain
chara@eriftic marks. Thefe marks prefent them-
felves to his imagination, and wit difcovers to
what they are fimilar. Hence greater precifion,
certainty, and expreflion, are imparted to his
images. He muft have the capacity of uniting
the approximation of each trait, that he re-
marks ; and, by the aid of wit, to define the de-
grees of this approximation. Without wit,
highly improved by experience, it will be im-
poflible for him to impart his obfervations with
perfpicuity. Wit alone creates the phyfiogno-
monical language; a language, at prefent, fo
unfpeakably poor. No one who is not inex- |
‘hauftibly copious in language can become a |
-phyfiognomift ; and the higheft poffible copi- '
oufnefs is poor, comparatively with the wants .
of phyfiognomy. All that language can ex-
prefs the phyfiognomift muft be able to exprefs.
He muft be the creator of a new language,
which muft be equally precife and alluring, na-
tural and intelligible,

All the produ&ions of art, tafte, and mind ;
all vocabularies of all nations, all the kingdoms
of nature, muft obey his command, muft fupply
his neceflities,

The
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The art of drawing is indifpenfable, if he
would be precife in his definitions, and accurate
.in his decifions. Drawing is the firft, moft na-~
tural, and moft-unequivocal language of phy-
fiognomy ; the beft aid of the imagination, the
only means of preferving and communicating
numberlefs peculiarities, thades, and expreflions,
‘which are not by words, or any other mode,-to
be defcribed. The phyfiognomift who cannot
‘draw, haftily, accurately, and chara&eriftically,

" .will be unable to make, much lefs to retain, or
communicate, innumerable obfervations.
‘| Anatomy is indifpenfable to him; as alfo is
t‘hyﬁology, or the {cience of the human body, in
ealth ; not only that he may be able to remark.
lany difproportion, as well in the folid as the
smufcular parts, but that he may likewife be ca-
‘pable of naming thefe parts in his phyfiognomo-
nical language. He muft further be accurately
acquainted with the temperaments of the human
body. Not only its different colours and ap-
pearances, occafioned by the mixture of the
blood, but alfo the conftituent parts of the
blood itfelf, and their different proportions. Still
more efpecially muft be underftood the external

fymptoms of the conftitution, relative to the
nervous
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nervous fyftem, for on this more depends than
even on the knowledge of the blood.

How profound an adept ought he to be in
the knowledge of the human heart, and the
manners of the world! How thoroughly ought
he to infpe&, to.feel himfelf! That moft ef-
fential yet moft difficult of all knowledge, to the
phyfiognomift, ought to be pofleflfed by him in
all poffible perfe@tion. In proportion only as
he knows himfelf will he be enabled to know
others.

Not only is this felf knowledge, this ftudying
" of man, by the ftudy of his own heart, with the
genealogy and confanguinity of inclinations and
paffions, their various fymptoms and changes,

neceflary to-the phyfiognomift, for the forego-

ing caufes, but alfo for an additional reafon.
¢ The peculiar fhades” (I here cite the words
of one of the critics on my firft eflay) “ the pe-
¢ culiar fhades of feeling, which moft affe& the
“ obferver of any obje&, frequently have rela-
¢ tion to his own mind, and will be fooneft re-
* marked by him in proportion as they fympa-
“ thize with his own powers. They will affe&
“ him moft, according to the manner in which
¢ he is accuftomed to furvey the phyfical and
% moral world. Many therefore of his obferva-
“ tions
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‘ tions are applicable only to the obferver him-
“ {elf ; and, however ftrongly they may be con-
* ceived by him, he cannot eafily impart them to
“ others. Yet thefe minute obfervations influence
“ his judgment. For this reafon, the phyfiogno-
“ mift muft, if he knows himfelf, which he in juif-
“ tice ought to do before he attempts to know
¢ others, once more compare his remarks with
“ his own peculiar mode of thinking, and fepa-
¢ rate thofe which are general from thofe which
¢ are individual, and appertain to himfelf.” I
fthall make no commentary on this important
precept. I have given a fimilar one in the frag-
ment on the difficulties of ftudying phyfiog-
nomy, and in other places.

I thall here only repeat that an accurate and
profound knowledge of his own heart is one of
the moft effential qualities in the characer of
the phyfiognomift. .

Reader, if thou haft not often blufhed at thy-
felf, even though thou fhouldeft be the beft of
men, for the beft of men is but man; if thou
haft not often ftood with downcaft eyes, in pre-
fence of thyfelf and others; if thou haft not dared
to confefs to thyfelf, and to confide to thy friend,
that thou art confcious the feeds of every vice
are latent in thy heart ; if, in the gloomy calm

of
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of folitude, having no witnefs but God and thy
own confcience, thou haft not a thoufand times
fighed and forrowed for thyfelf; if thou wanteft -
the power to obferve the progrefs of the paffions,
from their very commencement; to examine
what the impulfe was which determined thee to
good or ill, and to avow the motive to God and
thy friend, to whom thou mayeft thus confefs
thyfelf, and who alfo may difclofe the recefles of
his foul to thee; a friend who fhall ftand before
thee the reprefentative of man and God, and in
whofe eftimation thou alfo fhalt be invefted with
the fame facred chara&er; a friend in ‘whom
thou mayeft fee thy very foul, and who fhall
reciprocally behold himfelf in thee; if, in a
word, thou art not a man of worth, thou never
canft learn to obferve, or know men well ; thou'
never candt be, never. wilt be, worthy of being ‘ ‘
a good phyfiognomift If thou wifheft not |
that the talent of obfervation fhould be a tor-
ment to thyfelf and an evil to thy brother,
how good, how pure, how affeCtionate, how
expanded, ought thy heart to be! How mayeft
thou ever difcover the marks of benevolence
and mild forgivenefs, if thou thyfelf art de-
ftitute of fuch gifts? How, if philanthropy
does not make thine eye a@ive, how mayeft
thou
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thou difcern the impreflions of virtue and the
marks of the fublimeft fenfations? How often
wilt thou overlook them in a countenance dif-
figured by accident! Surrounded thyfelf by
mean paffions, how often will fuch falfe,ob-
fervers bring falfe intelligence! Put far from
thee felf-intereft, pride, and envy, otherwife
“ thine eye will be evil, and thy whole body
« full of darkaels.” Thou wilt read vices on
that foreliead whereon virtue is written, and
wilt accufe others of thofe errors and failings of *
+ which thy own heart accufes thee. Whoever
’ bears any refemblance to thine enemy, will by
' thee be accufed of all thofe failings and vices
- with which thy enemy is loaded by thy own
partiality and felf-love. Thine eye will over-
look the beauteous traits, and magnify the dif-
cordant. Thou wilt behold nothing but carica-
ture and difproportion.

I haften to a conclufion.

That the phyfiognomift fhould know the
world, that he thould have intercourfe with all
manner of men, in all various ranks and condi-
tions, that he fhould have travelled, thould pof-
fefs extenfive knowledge, a thorough acquaint-
ance with artifts, mankind, vice and virtue, the
wife and the foolifh, and particularly with chil-

' dren,
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dren, together with a love of literature, and a tafte
for painting and the other imitative arts; I fay,
can it need demontftration that all thofe and much
more are to him indifpenfable !—To fum up the
whole ; to a well formed, well organized body,
the perfe& phyfiognomift muft unite an acute
fpirit of obfervation, a lively fancy, an excellent .
wit, and, with numerous propenfities to the arts
and {ciences, a ftrong, benevolent, enthufiaftic,
innocent heart ; a heart confident in itfelf, and
free from the paffions inimical to man. No one,
certainly, can read the traits of magnanimity,
and the high qualities of the mind, who is not
himfelf capable of magnanimity, honourable
thoughts, and fublime a&ions.

XVI. OF
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XVL

OF THE APPARENTLY FALSE DECISIONS
OF PHYSIOGNOMY.

ONE of the ftrongeft objections to the cer-
tainty of phyfiognomy is, that the beft phyfiog-
nomifts often judge very erroneoufly.

It may be proper to make fome remarks on
this objection.

Be it granted the phyfiognomift often errs;
that is to fay his difcernment errs, not the coun-
tenance—But to conclude there is no fuch fci-
ence as phyfiognomy, becaufe phyfiognomifts
err, is the fame thing as to conclude there is no
reafon, becaufe there is much falfe reafoning.

To fuppofe that, becaufe the phyfiognomift
has made fome falfe decifions, he has no phyh-
ognomonical difcernment, is equal to fuppofing
that a man, who has committed fome miftakes
of memory, has no memory; or, at beft, that
his memory is very weak.—We muft be lefs
hafty. We muft firft enquire in what propor-
tion his memory is faithful, how often it has

failed, how often been accurate. The mifer

~ may perform ten a&s of charity : muft we there-
fore affirm he is charitable? Should we not ra-
ther
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ther enquire how much he might have given,
and how often it has been his duty to give i—
The virtuous man may have-ten times been
guilty, but, before he is condemned, it ought to
be afked, in how many hundred inftances he has
a&ed uprightly. He who games muft oftener
lofe than he who refrains from gaming. - He
who f{lides or fkaits upon the ice is in danger of
many a fall, and of being laughed at by the
lefs adventurous fpectator. Whoever frequently
gives alms is liable, occafionally, to diftribute
his bounties to the unworthy. He, indeed,
who never gives cannot commit the fame mif-
take, and may, truly, vaunt of his prudence
fince he nevr furnithes opportunities for deceit.
In like manner he who never judges never can
judge falfely. The phyfiognomift judges of-
tener than the man who ridicules phyfiognomy,
confequently, muft oftener err than he who
never rifks a phyfiognomonical decifion.

Which of the favourable judgments of the
benevolent phyfiognomift may not be decried
as falfe? Is he not himfelf a mere man, how-
ever circum{pe&, upright, honourable and ex-
alted he may be ; a man who has in himfelf the
root of all evil, the germe of every vice; or, in
other words, a man whofe moft worthy propen-

Vor. L, K © fities,
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fities, qualities, and inclinations, may occafion-
ally be overftrained, wrefted, and warped ?
You behold a meek man, who, after repeated
and continued provocations to wrath, perfifts in
~ filence; who, probably, never is overtaken by
anger, when he himfelf alone is injured. The
phyfiognomift can read his heart, fortified to
bear and forbear, and immediately exclaims, be-
hold the moft amiable, the moft unconquerable,
gentlenefs '—You are filent—You laugh—You
leave the place, and fay, “ Fye on fuch a phy-
“ fiognomift! How full of wrath have I feen
¢ this man !”—When was it that you faw him
in wrath ?—Was it not when fome one had mif-
treated his friend ?—* Yes, and he behaved like
“ a frantic man in defence of this friend, which
“ is proof fufficient that the fcience of phyfiog-
“ nomy is a dream, and the phyfiognomift a
« dreamer.”—But who is in an error, the phyfi-
ognomift or his cenfurer *—The wifeft man may
fometimes utter folly—This the phyfiognomift
knows, but, regarding it not, reveres and pro-
nounces him a wife man.—You ridicule the de-
cifion, for you have heard this wife man fay
a foolith thing.—Once more, who is in an er-
ror ?—The phyfiognomift does not judge from
a fingle incident, and often not from feveral
combining incidents.—Nor does he, as a phy-
fiognomift,
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fiognomift, judge only by actions. He ob-
ferves the propenfities, the charadter, the effen-
tial qualities, and powers, which, ofter, are ap~
parently contradited by individual a&ions.
Again—He who feems ftupid or vicious may-
yet probably poflefs indications of 4 good un~
derftanding, and properifities to every virtue.
Should the’ Beneficent eye of the phyfiognomift,
who is in fearch of good, perceive thefe quali-
ties, and announce them; fhould he net pro-
nounce a decided judgment agzinft the man, he
immediately becomes a fubject of laughter. Yet
how often may difpofitions to the moft heroic
virtue be there buried! How often may the fire
of genius lay deeply {mothered beneath the ems
bers ' —Wherefore do you fo anxioufly, fo atten-
tively, rake among thefe athes ?—Becaufe. here
is warmth—Notwithftanding that at the firft,
fecond, third, fourth raking, duft only will fly in
the eyes of the phyfiognomift and fpeétator.
The latter retires laughing, relates the attempt,
and makes others laugh alfe. The former
may perhaps patiently wait and warm him-
felf by the flame he has excited. Innumer-

able are the inftarices where the moft excellent =

qualities are overgrown and ftifled by the weeds
of error. Futurity fhall difcover why, and the .
difcovery fhall not be in vain. The common

K 2 “unpratifed
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unprallifed eye beholds only a defolate wilder-
nefs. Education, circumftances, neceffities, ftifle
every effort toward perfetion. The phyfiog-
nomift infpedts, becomes attentive, and waits.
"He fees and obferves a thoufand contending
- contradi&tory qualities ; he hears a multitude of
voices exclaiming, What a man! But he hears
too the voice of the Deity exclaim, What a man !
He prays, while thofe revile who cannot compre-
hend, or, if they can, will not, that in the coun-
tenance, under the form they view, lie concealed

beauty, power, wifdom, and a divine nature.
Still further—The phyfiognomiit, or obferver
of man, who is a man—a Chriftian—that is to
fay a wife and good man, will a thoufand times
at contrary to his own phyfiognomonical fen-
fation—I do not exprefs myfelf accurately—He
appears to a& contrary to his internal judgment
of the man. He fpeaks not all he thinks—This
is an additional reafon why the phyfiognomift fo
> often appears to err ; and why the true obferver,
obfervation, and truth, are in him, {fo often mif-
taken, and ridiculed. He reads the villain in
the countenance of the beggar at his door, yet
does not turn away, but fpeaks friendly to him,
fearches his heart, and difcovers ;—Oh God,
what does he difcover! An immeafurable
abyfs, a chaos of vice!—But does he difcover
nothing
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nothing more, nothing good ?—Be it granted he
finds nothing good, yet he there contemplates
clay which muft not fay to the potter, * why
“ haft thou madse me thus?’ He fees, prays,
turns away his face, and hides a tear which
fpeaks, with eloquence inexpreflible, not to man,
but to God alone. He firetches out his friendly-
hand, not only in pity to a haplefs wife, whom:
he has rendered unfortunate, not only for the
fake of his helplefs innocent children, but in
compaffion to himfelf, for the fake of God, who
has made all things, even the wicked themfelves,
for his own glory. He gives, perhaps, to kin-
dle a fpark which he yet perceives, and this is
what is called (in fcripture) giving his heart.—
Whether the unworthy man mifufes the gift, or
mifufes it not, the judgment of the donor will
alike be arraigned. Whoever hears of the gift
will fay, How has this good man again fuffered.
himfelf to be deceived !

Man is not to be the judge of man—And who
feels this truth more coercively than the phyfi-
ognomift? The mightieft of men, the Ruler of
man, came not to judge the world, but to fave..
Not that he did not fee the vices of the vicious, .
nor that he concealed them from himfelf, or
others, when philanthropy required they thould
be remarked and deteted.—Yet he judged mot,

' K 3 punifhed
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punifhed not.—He forgave—* Go thy way, fin
% no more.”—Judas he received as one of his
difciples, prote@ted him, embraced him—Him,
in whom he beheld his future betrayer.

Good men are moft apt to difcover good.—
Thine eye cannot be chriftian if thou giveft me
not thy heart. Wifdom without goodnefs is
folly, I will judge juftly and a& benevolently.

Once more—A profligate man, an abandoned
woman, who have ten times been to blagme when
they have affirmed they were not, on the ele-
venth are condemned when they are nat to
blame. They apply to the phyfiognomift. He
inquires, and finds that, this time, they are in-
nocent. Difcretion loudly tells him he will be
cenfured fhould he fuffer it to be known that he
believes them innocent; but his heart more
loudly commands him to {peak, to bear witnefs
for the prefent innocence of fuch rejected per-
fons. A word efcapes him and a multitude of
reviling voices at once are heard—¢ Such a
“ judgment ought not to have becen made by a
¢ phyfiognomift !”—Yet who has decided erro-
peoufly?

The ahove are a few hints and reafons to the
difcerning to induce them to judge as cautioufly
eqncerning the phyfiognomitt as they would with
him to judge concerning themfelveé, or others.

XVII. OF
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fand fhould make this aflertion, what would it
prove againft one man of underftanding, and
found reafon, who fhould anfwer, ¢ But I have
“ obferved ; and you, alfo, may obferve, if you
“ pleafe.” No well founded objetion can be
made againft the exiftence of a thing vifible to
fenfe. Argument cannot difprove fa&. No two
oppofing pofitive fa&ts can be adduced, all objec~
tions to a falt, therefore, muft be negative. ‘
Let this be applied to phyfiognomy. Pofitive
proofs of the true and acknowledged fignifica-
tion of the face and its features, againft the
clearnefs and certainty of which nothing can
be alleged, render innumerable objetions, al-
though they cannot probably be anfwered, per-
fectly infignificant. Let us therefore endeavour
to inform ourfelves of thofe pofitive arguments
which phyfiognomy affords. Let us firft make
ourfelves ftedfaft in what is certainly true, and
we fhall foon be enabled to anfwer many objec-
tions, or to reje&t them as unworthy any anfwer.
It appears to me that in the fame proportion
as a man remarks and adhcres to the pofitive
will be the ftrength and perfeverance of his
mind. He whofe talents do not furpafs medi-
ocrity is accuftomed to overlook the pofitive,
and to maintain the negative with invincible
obftinacy.
Thou

.
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. Thou fhouldeft firft confider what thou art,
what is thy knowledge, and what are thy qua-
lities and powers; before thou inquireft what
thou art not, knoweft not, and what the quali-
ties and powers are that thou haft not. 'This is
a rule which every man who withes to be wife,
virtuous and happy ought, not only to prefcribe
to himfelf, but, if I may ufe {fo bold a figure, to
incorporate with, and make a part of, his very
foul. The truly wife always firft dire@s his
inquiries concerning what is; the man of weak
intelle&, the pedant, firft fearches for that which
is wanting. The true philofopher looks firft
for the pofitive proofs-of the propofition. I fay
firt—I am very defirous that my meaning
fhould not be mifunderftood, and, therefore,
repeat, firf. 'The fuperficial mind firft ex-
amines the negative objections.—This has been
the method purfued by infidels, the opponents -
of Chriftianity. Were it granted that Chrifti-
anity were falfe, ftill this method would neither
be logical, true, nor conclufive. Therefore fuch
modes of reafoning muft be fet afide, as neither.
logical nor conclufive, before we can proceed to
anfwer obje&ions.

To return once more to phyfiognomy, the
queftion will be reduced to this.—* Whether
“ there are any proofs fufficiently pofitive and

' “ decifive,
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¢ decifive, in favout of phyfiognomy, to induce
“ us to difregard the moft plaufible obje@ions.”
—Of this I am as much convinced as T am of
my own exiftence; and every unprejudiced
reader will be the fame, who fhall read this work
through, if he only poflefs fo much difcernment
and knowledge as not to deny that eyes are
given us to fee ; although there are innumerable
eyes in the world that look and do not fee.

It may happen that learned men, of a certain
defcription, will endeavour to perplex me by
argument. They, for example, may cite the
female butterfly of Reaumur, and the large,
" winged ant, in order to prove how much we
may be miftaken, with refpe@ to final caufes,
in the produ@s of nature—They may affert,
“ wings, undoubtedly, appear to be given for
“ the purpofe of flight, yet thefe infe&s never
“ fly ; therefore wings are not given for that
« purpofe.—And by a parity of reafoning, fince
¢ there are wife men who, probably, do not fee,
“ eyes are not given for the purpofe of fight.”—
To fuch obje@ions I fhall mzke no reply, for
never, in my whole life, have I been able to
anfwer = fophifm. I appeal only to common
fenfe. I view a certain number of men, who all
have the gift of fight, when they open their
eyes, and there is light, and who do not fee

when
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when their eyes are fhut. . As this certain num-
ber are not fele&, but taken promifcuoully,
- among millions of exifting men, it is the higheft
poflible degree of probability that all men, whofe
formation is {imilar, that have lived, do live, or
fhall live, being alike provided with thofe organs
we call eyes, muft fee. This, at leaft, has been
the mode of arguing and concluding, among all
nations, and in all ages. In the fame degree as
this mode of reafoning is convincing, when ap-
plied to other fubje@s, fo is it when applied to
phyfiognomy, and is equally applicable; and, if
untrue in phyfiognomy, it is equally untrue in
every other inftance. ‘

I am therefore of opinion that the defender
of phyfiognomy may reft the truth of the fci-
ence on this propofition, * That it is univerfally
“ confefled that, among ten, twenty, or thirty
“ men, indifcriminately feleGed, there as cer-
¢ tainly exifts a phyfiognomonical expreflion, or
“ demonftrable correfpondence of internal power
¢ and fenfation, with external form and figure,
¢ as that, among the like number of men, in the
“ like manner felected, they have eyes and can
“ fee.” Having proved this, he has as fuffi-
ciently proved the univerfality and truth of phy-
fiognomy as the univerfality of fight by the aid
of eyes, having thewn that ten, twenty, or thirty

men,
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men, by the aid of eyes, are all capable of feeing.
From a part I draw a conclufion to the whole ;
- whether thofe I have feen or thofe I have not.

But it will be anfwered, though this may be
proved of certain features, does it, therefore, fol-
low that it may be proved of all ?—I am per-
fuaded it may: if I am wrong thew me my -
error.

Having remarked that men who have eyes
and ears fee and hear, and being convinced that
" eyes were given him for the purpofe of fight,
and ears for that of hearing; being unable
longer to doubt that eyes and ears have their
deftined office, I think I draw no improper con-
clufion, when I fuppofe that every other fenfe,
and member, of this fame human body, which
fo wonderfully form a whole, has each a par-
ticular purpofe ; although it thould happen that
I am unable to difcover what the particular
purpofes of fo many fenfes, members, and inte-
guments may be. Thus do I reafon, alfo, con-
cerning the fignification of the countenance of
* man, the formation of his body, and the difpo-
fition of his members.

If it can be proved that any two or three fea-
tures have a certain determinate fignification, as
determinate as that the eye is the expreffion of
the countenance, is it not accurate to conclude,

according -
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according to the mode of reafoning above cited,
univerfallyacknowledged to be juft,that thofe fea-
tures are alfo fignificant, with the fignification of
which I am unacquainted.—I think myfelf able
to prove, to every perfon of the commoneft un-
derftanding, that all men, without exception, at
leaft under certain circumftances, and in fome
particular feature, may, indeed, have more than
one feature, of a certain determinate fignifica«
tion ; as furely as I can render it comprehen-
fible, to the fimpleft perfon, that certain’deter- -
minate members of the human body are to an-
{wer certain determinate purpofes. '
Twenty or thirty men, taken promifcuouily,
when they laugh, or weep, will, in the expref-
fion of their joy or grief, poffefs fomething in
common with, or fimilar to, each other. Cers
tain features will bear a greater refemblance to
each other among them than they otherwife do,
when not in the like fympathetic ftate of mind.
To me it appears evident that, fince excef-
~ five joy and grief are univerfally acknowledged
to havé their peculiar expreflions, and that the
expreflion of each is as different as the different
paffions of joy and grief, it muft, therefore, be
“allowed that the ftate of reft, the medium be-
tween'joy and grief, fhall likewife have its pe-
culiar expreflion ; or, in other words, that the
~ mufcles
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mufcles which furround the eyes and lips, will
indubitaby be found to be in a different ftate.

If this be granted concerning the flate of the
mind in joy, grief, or tranquillity ; why fhould
not the fame be true concerning pride, humility,
patience, magnanimity, and other affeGions?

According to certain laws the ftone flies up-
ward, when thrown with fufficient force; by
other laws, equally certain, it afterward falls
to the earth; and will it not remain un-
" moved according to laws equally fixed if fuf-
fered to be at reft? Joy according to certaim
laws is exprefled in one manner, grief in an-
other, and tranquillity in a third. Wherefore
then fhall not anger, gentlenefs, pride, humility, .
and other paflions be fubje& to certain laws;
that is, to certain fixed laws?

All things in nature are or are not fubje®-
ed to certain laws. There is a caufe for all
things or there is not. = All things are caufe and
effet, or are not. Ought we not hence to de-
rive one of the firft axioms of philofophy ? And,
if this be granted, how immediately is phyfiog-
nomy relieved from all objetions, even from
thofe which we know not how to anfwer; that
is, as foon as it fhall be granted there are<ertain
chara&eriftic features, in all men, as charaterif-
‘tic as the eyes are to the couatenance !
’ But,
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But, it will be faid, how different are the ex-
preflions of joy and grief, of the thoughtful and
the thoughtlefs ! And how may thefe expreffions
be reduced to rule? .

How different from each other are the eyes
of men, and of all creatures ; the eye of an eagle
from the eye of a mole, an elephant, and a fly!
and yet we believe of all who have no evident
figns of infirmity, or death, that they fee.

The feet and ears are as various as are the
eyes; yet we univerfally conclude of them all
they were given us for the purpofes of hearing
and walking.

Thefe varieties by no means prevent our be-
lieving that the eyes, ears, and feet, are the ex-
preflions, the organs of {eeing, hearing, and walk-
ing ; and why fhould we not draw the fame con-
clufions concerning all features and lineaments -
of the human body ? The expreffions of fimilar
difpofitions of mind cannot have greater variety
than have the eyes, ears and feet, of all beings
that fee, hear, and walk; yet may we as eafily
obferve and determine what they have in com-
mon as we can obferve and determine what the
eyes, ears, and feet, which are fo various, among
all beings that fee, hear, and walk, have alfo in
common. This well confidered, how many objec-
tions will be anfwered, or become infignificant !

XVIIL. VA-
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XVIIL.

VARIOUS OBJECTIONS TO PHYSIOGNOMY
ANSWERED.

OBJECTION I

«JTi faid, we find perfons who, from youth

“ to old age, without ficknefs, without debauch-

“ ery, have continually a pale, death-like afpect ;

“ who, neverthelefs, enjoy an uninterrupted and

¢ confirmed ftate of health.” '
ANSWER.

THESE are uncommon cafes. A thoufand
men will fhew their ftate of health by the com-
plexion and roundnefs of the countenance, to
one in whom thefe appearances will differ from
the truth.—I fufpe@ that thefe uncommon cafes
are the effe@s of impreffions, made on the mo-
ther, during her ftate of pregnancy.—Such cafes
may be confidered as exceptions, the accidental
- caufes of which may, perhaps, not be difficult
to difcover.

To me it feems we have as little juft caufe
hence to draw conclufions againft the fcience of
phyliognomy, as we have againft the propor-

~ tion



PHYSIOGNOMY ANSWERED, 145

tion of the human body becaufe there are dwarfs,
giants, and monftrous births.
OBJECTION IL

A FRIEND writes me word, “ He is ac-
“ quainted with a man of prodigious ftrength,
“ who, the hands excepted, has every appear-
* ance of weaknefs, and would be fuppofed weak
“ by all to whom he fhould be unknown.”

ANSWER.

I COULD wifh to fee this man. I much
doubt whether his ftrength be only exprefled in
his hands, or, if it were, ftill it is exprefled, in
the hands; and, were no exterior figns of
ftrength to be found, ftill he muft be confidered
as an exception, an example unexampled. But,
as I have faid, I much doubt the fa&. I have
never yet feen a ftrong man whofe ftrength was
not difcoverable in various parts.

OBJECTION IIL

“ WE perceive the figns of bravery and he-
“ roifm in the countenances of men who are,
“ notwithftanding, the firft to run away.”

ANSWER.

THE lefs the man is the greater he withes to
appear.

But what were thefe figns of heroifm? Did
they refemble thofe found in the Farnefian Her-
cules >—OF this I doubt: let them be drawn,

Vou. L. L let
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let them be produced; the phyfiognomift will
probably fay, at the fecond, if not at the firft,
glance, Quanta fpecies! Sicknefs, accident, me-
lancholy, likewife, deprive the braveft men of
courage. This contradition, however, ought
to be apparent to the phyfiognomift.
OBJECTION IV,

“ WE find perfons whofe exterior appear-
. “ ance denotes extreme pride, and who, in their
“ altions never betray the leaft fymptom of
« pride.” '

ANSWER.

A MAN may be proud and affe&t humility.

Education and habit may give an appearance
of pride, although the heart be humble ; but this
humility of heart will thine through an appear-
ance of pride, as fun beams through tranfparent
clouds. It is true that this apparently proud
man would have more humility had he lefs of
the appearance of pride.

OBJECTION V.

“ WE fee mechanics who, with incredible
“ ingenuity, produce the moft curious works of
“ art, and bring them to the greateft perfeGion ;
“ yet who, in their hands and bodies, refemble
¢ the rudeft peafants, and wood-cutters; while
“ the hands of fine ladies are totally incapable
“ of fuch minute and curious performances.”

ANSWERe
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ANSWER.

I SHOULD defire thefe rude and delicate
frames to be brought together and compared.
—Moft naturalifts defcribe the elephant as grofs
and ftupid in appearance; and, according to
this apparent ftupidity, or rather according to
that ftupidity which they afcribe to him, wonder
at his addrefs. Let the elephant and the tender
lamb be placed fide by fide, and the fuperiority
of addrefs will be vifible from the formation and
flexibility of the body, without farther trial,

Ingenuity and addrefs do not fo much de-
pend upon the mafs as upon the nature, mo-
bility, internal fenfation, nerves, conftru&ion,
and fupplenefs of the body, and its parts.

Delicacy is not power, power is not minute-
nefs. Apelles would have drawn better with
charcoal than many miniature painters with the
fineft pencil. The tools of a mechanic may be
rude, and his mind the very reverfe. Genius
will work better with a clum{y hand than ftupi-
dity with a hand the moft pliable.—I will indeed
allow your objection to be well founded if no-
thing of the charaler of an artift is difcoverable
in his countenance ; but, before you come to a
decifion, it is neceflary you fhould be acquainted
with the various marks that denote mechanical
genius, in the face. Have you confidered the

L2 luftre,
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lufire, the acutenefs, the penetration, of his
eyes ; his rapid, his decifive, his firm afpe&; the
proje&ing bones of his brow, his arched fore-
head, the fupplenefs, the delicacy, or the maffi-
nefs of his limbs? Have you well confidered
thefe particulars? “ I could not fee it in him,”’
is eafily faid. More confideration is requifite
to difcover the charalter of the man.
OBJECTION VL

“ THERE are perfons of peculiar penetra~

¢ tion who have very unmeaning countenances.”
ANSWER.

THE affertion requires proof.

For my own part, after many hundred mif-
takes, I have continually found the fault was in
my want of proper obfervation.—At firft, for
example, I looked for the tokens of any parti-
cular quality too much in one place; I fought
and found it not, although I knew the perfon
pofleffed extraordinary powers. I have been
long before I could difcover the feat of charatter.
I was deceived, fometimes by feeking too par-
tially, at others, too generally. To this I was
particularly liable in examining thofe who had
only diftinguifhed them{elves in fome particular
purfuit; and, in other refpeds, appeared to be
perfons of very common atilities, men whofe
powers were all concentrated to a point, to the ex-

| ‘ : amination
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amination of one fubje¢t ; or men whofe powers
were very indeterminate : I exprefs myfelf im-
properly, powers which had never been excited,
brought into a&ion. Many years ago, I was
acquainted with a great mathematician, the afto~
nithment of Europe ; who, at the firft fight, and
even long after, appeared to have a very com-
mon countenance. 1 drew a good likenefs of °
him, which obliged me to pay a more minute
attention, and found a particular trait which
was very marking and decifive. A fimilar trait
to this I, many years afterward, difcovered in
another perfon, who, though widely different,
wag alfo a man of great talents; and who, this
trait excepted, had an unmeaning countenance,
which feemed to prove the {cience of phyfiog-
nomy all erroneous. Never fince this time
have I difcovered that particular trait in any
man who did not poflefs fome peculiar merit,
however fimple his appearance might be.

This proves how true and falfe, at once, the
obje&tion may be which ftates, * Such a perfon
“ appears to be a weak man, yet has great powers
¢ of mind.” \

I have been written to concerning D’Alem-
bert, whofe countenance, contrary to all phyfi-
ognomonical fcience, was one of the moft com-

mon., To this I can make no anfwer, unlefs I
L3 had
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had feen D’Alembert, This much is certain,
that his profile, by Cochin, which yet muft be
very inferior to the original, not to mention
other lefs obvious traits, has a forehead, and in
part a nofe, which were never feen in the coun-
tenance of any perfon of moderate, not to fay
mean, abilities.
OBJECTION VIIL

“.WE find very filly people with very expref-

“ five countenances.”
ANSWER.

WHO does not daily make this remark? My
only anfwer, which I have repeatedly given,
and which I think perfe@ly fatisfattory, is, that
the endowments of nature may be excellent;
and yet, by want of ufe, or abufe, may be de-
ftroyed. Power is there, but it is power mifap-
plied: The fire wafted in the purfuit of plea-
fure can no longer be apﬁlied to the difcovery
and difplay of truth—It is fire without light,
fire that ineffetually burns.

I have the happinefs to be acquainted with
fome of the greatet men in Germany and
Switzerland ; and I can, upon my honour, affert
that, of all the men of genius with whom I am
acquainted, there is not one who does not ex-
prefs the degree of invention and powers of
mind he poflfefles in the features of his coun-
tenance, and particularly in the form of his head.

I thall
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I fhall only fele& the following names, from
an innumerable multitude. Charles XII. Louis
XIV. Turenne, Sully, Polignac, Montefquicu,
Voltaire, Diderot.—Newton, Clarke, Mauper-
tuis, Pope, Locke, Swift, Lefling, Bodmer, Sult-
zer, Haller. I believe the charatter of great-
nefs in thefe heads is vifible in every well drawn
outline. I could produce numerous fpecimens,
among which an experienced eye would fcarcely
ever be miftaken.

Will not the annexed head, though not one of
the moft determinate, imprefs every fpe@ator with
ideas of deep thought, and a fpirit of enquiry ?
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XIX.

ON DISSIMULATION, TALSEHOOD AND
’ SINCERITY.

ONE of the moft ufual, and ftrong, objeétions
againft phyfiognomy is the univeriality, and ex-
cefs, of diffimulation, among mankind. If we
are able to anfwer this objeCtion, fatisfattorily,
we fhall have gained a very material point.

Men, it is faid, make all poffible efforts to ap-
pear wifer, better, and honefter than, in reality,
they are. They affe&t the behaviour, the voice,
the appearance of the moft rigorous virtue. This
is a part of their art; they ftudy to deceive,
till they are able to remove every doubt, de-
ftroy every fufpicion that is entertained of their
worth. Men of the moft acute penetration, the
greateit underftanding, and even thofe who have
applied themfelves to the ftudy of phyfiognomy,
daily are, and fhall continue to be, deceived
by their arts.—How, therefore, may phyfiog-
nomy ever be reduced to a true and certain fci-
ence?

I believe I have ftated this obje&ion in,its
full force. I will anfwer,

And,
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And, firft, I am ready to grz{nt it is poffible to
carry the art of diffimulation to an aftonithing
degree of excefs; and by this art the moft dif-
cerning man may be amazingly deceived.

But, although I moft freely grant all this, I
ftill hold this obje@ion, againft the certainty of
phyfiognomy, to be infinitely lefs important than
fome generally believe, and would induce others
to believe it to be; and this, principally, for the
two following reafons.

I. There are many features, or parts of the
body, which are not fufceptible of difimula-
tion; and, indeed, fuch features as are indubi-
table marks of internal charatter.

II. Becaufe diflimulation itfelf has its certain
and fenfible tokens, though they may not be
- definable by lines or words.

I repeat there are 'many features or parts of
the body which are not fufceptible of diffimula-
tion ; and, indeed, fuch features as are indubj-
table marks of internal charater.

What man, for example, however fubtle,
would be able to alter the conformation of his
bones, according to his pleafure? Can any man
give himfelf, inftead of a flat, a bald and arched
forehead ; or a fharp indented forehead, when
nature has given him one arched and round ?

“Who can change the colour and poﬁtlon of

his
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his eye-brows ? Can any man beftow on himfelf
thick, buthy, eye-brows, when they are either
thin, or wholly deficient of hair?

Can any fafthion the flat and fhort, into the
well-proportioned and beautiful nofe 2

Who can make his thick lips thin, or his thin
lips thick ?

Who can change a round into a pointed, or a
pointed into a round chin?

Who can alter the colour of his eyes, or give
them, at his pleafure, more or lefs luftre ?

Where is the art, where the diflimulation,
that can make the blue eye brown, the green one
black, or if it be flat give it rotundity ?

The fame may be faid of the ears, their form,
pofition, diftance from the nofe, height, and
- depth: alfo, of the fkull, which forms a large
portion of the outline of the head; and of the
complexion, the fkin, the mufcles, and the pulfe.
Thefe are each decifive marks of the temper and
chara&er of man, as we fhall fhew in its place,
or which, however, we eafily may fhew, and
as the leaft accurate obferver muft daily per-
ceive.

How is it poflible for diffimulation to exift in
thefe, or many other of the external, parts of the
human body ?

Let the choleric, or the melancholy, man la-

bour
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bour how he may to appear phlegmatic, or {an-
guine, he will never be able to alter his blood,
complexion, nerves, and mulicles, or their dif-
ferent {fymptoms and marks.

An irafcible man, however mild, however
calm or placid, a mein he may aflume, cannot
alter the colour and louring of his eye, the
nature and curling of his hair, or the fituation
of his teeth. '

The weak man, however induftrious, will be
unable to alter the profile of his countenance,
the lips excepted, and thefe but little. He never
can make it refemble the profile of the great and
wife man. He may wrinkle his forehead, or
make it fmooth, but the bones will continue the
fame. The fool is equally incapable of conceal-
ing the tokens of folly, as the truly wife man,
the man of real genius, is of depriving himfelf
of the marks of his clear, his piercing, his fupe=
rior mind; for could he do fo he would no
longer be a fool.

It will be ftill objected, -that enough remains
of the exterior parts of man, which are capable
of diflimulation in a very high degree. Granted;
but we cannot grant that it is impoffible to de-
te&t fuch diflimulation.

No; for, in the fecond place, I believe that

there
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there is no kind of diflimulation but has its cer-
tain and fenfible tokens, though they may not
be definable by lines or words.

The fault is not in the obje& but in the ob-~
ferver, that thefe tokens remain unremarked.

I acknowledge that, to difcern thefe tokens,
an acute and pradtifed eye is neceflary ; as, to
define -them, is, likewife, an excellent phyfi-
ognomonical genius. I will, further, willingly
grant they cannot always be exprefled by words
or lines, and drawing, yet they are difcernible.
Have effort, conftraint, abfence, and diflipation,
thofe companions of deceit, no determinate, at
lcaft perceptible, marks ?

“ Un homme diffimulé veut il mafquer fes
“ fentimens? Il fe paffe dans fon interieur un
“ combat entre le vrai, qu’il veut cacher, et le
“ faux qu’il voudroit prefenter. Ce combat
- jette la confufion dans le mouvement de ref-

“ forts. Le cceur, dont la fon&ion eft d’exciter
“ les efprits, les poufle ou ils doivent naturelle-
“ ment aller, La volonté s’y oppofe, elle les
“ bride, les tient priffonniers, elle s’efforce d’en
¢ detourner le cours et les effets, pour donner
“le change. Mais il s’en echappe beaucoup, et
- % les fuyards vont porter des nouvelles certaines

“ de ce qui fe pafle dans le fecret du confeil.
“ Ainfi
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“ Ainfi plus on veut cacher le vrai, plus le
“ trouble augmente, et mieux on fe decouvre *.”
I am of Dom Pernetty’s opinion.

While I was writing this, a difagreeable inci-
dent happened, which is applicable to the fub-
je&. Iknow not whether it be for or againft
me. Two young perfons, about four and
twenty, more than once, came before me, and
moft folemnly declared two tales, diretly op-
pofite, were each of them true. The one af-
firmed “ Thou art the father of my child.” The
other, “ I never had any knowledge of thee.”
They both muft be convinced that one of thefe
affertions was true, the other falfe. The one
muft have uttered a known truth, the other a
known lie; and thus the vileft flanderer, and
the moft injured and innocent perfon, both ftood
in my prefence—* Confequently one of them

: muft

* If a deceitful man withes to conceal his thoughts, he is fub-
jeGted to an internal ftruggle between the true, which would be
hidden, and the falfe which endeavours to appear. This ftruggle
puts the {pirits into commotion, which are impelled by the heart,
according to its funtion, to their natural ftate. The will oppofes
this impulfe, reftrains them, keeps them prifoners, and endeavours
to turn the tide, and its effets, purpofely to deceive. Many, how- -
ever, will efcape, and the fugitives bring certain intelligence of what
is {ecretly paffing in the council of the mind. Thus the greater the
endeavour is to conceal truth, the more are the thoughts troubled,
. and difcovered,
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muft be able to diflemble, moft furprifingly,
and the vileft falfehood may aflume the garb
of the moft injured innocence.”—Yes, it is a
melancholy truth.—Yet, on confideration, not fo
—for this is the privilege of the freedom of hu-
man nature, the perfeion and honour of which
alike confifts in its infinite capability -of perfec-
tion and imperfe@ion ; for imperfeGtion to the
aQual fre¢ and moral perfe&tion of man is its
greateft worth. Therefore it is melanchaly, not
that vile falfehood can, but that it does, aflume
the appearance of fuffering innocence.

“ Well, but it has this power, and what has
“ the phyfiognomift to anfwer "

He anfwers thus.

Two perfons are befcre me, one of whom
puts no conftraint upon himfelf, to appear other
than he is, while the fecond is under the greateft
conftraint, and muft, alfo, take the greateft care
that this conftraint fhall not appear. The guilty
is probably more daring than the innocent, but
certainly the voice of innocence has greater
energy, perfuafive and convincing powers; the
look of innocence is furely more ferene and
bright than that of the guilty liar. '

I beheld this look, with mingled pity and
anger, for innocence, and againft guilt ; this in-

defcribable
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defcribable look that, fo expreflively, faid, “ And
“ dareft thou deny it !”"—I beheld, on the con-~
trary, a clouded and infolent look, I heard the
rude, the loud, veice of prefumption, but which,
yet, like the look, was unconvincing, hollow,
that with forced tones anfwered, * Yes, I dare.”
I viewed the manner of ftanding, the motion of
the hands, particularly the undecided ftep, and,
at the moment when I awfully defcribed the fo-
lemnity of an oath, at that moment, I faw in
the motion of the lips, the downcaft look, the
manner of ftanding of the one party; and the
open, aftonithed, firm, penetrating, warm, calm,
look, that filently exclaimed, Lord Jefus, and
wilt thou fwear!

Wilt thou believe me, Oh, reader?—I faw, I
heard, I felt, guilt and innocence.—Villainy
with a deprefled, accurfed,—I know not what.

The author of the memorial in behalf of the
widow Gamm, truly fays,

Cette chaleur, {i 'on pouvoit ainfi parler, eft
le pouls de I'innocence. L’innocence a des ac-
cents inimitables, et matheur ay juge qui ne fqait
point les entendre *,

Quoi

® This warmth may be called the pulfe of innocence. The ac-
cents of innocence are inimitable ; and woe be to the judge to whom
they are unintelligible,
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Quoi des fourcils! (fays another Frenchman,
I believe Montagne) Quoi des epaules! 11 n’eft
mouvement qui ne parle, et un langage intelli-
gible, fans difcipline, et un langage public *.

I muft not quit this important point without
faying fomething further. .

As a general remark, it may be affirmed
honefty (or fincerity) is the fimpleft, yet the
moft inexplicable of things; a word of the moft
extenfive fenfe, and the moft confined.

The perfe@tly virtuous may be called a God,
and the totally vicious a Demon ; but man is
neither God nor Demon ; he is man: no man
is perfecly virtuous, nor wholly vicious.

Speaking of falfehood and fincerity, we muft
not confider thefe qualities in their pureft and
abftra& ftate, but muft call him fincere who is
not confcious of any falfe and felfith views,
which he endeavours to conceal; and him falfe
who atually endeavours to appear better than
he is, in order to procure himfelf fome advan-
tage to others detriment. This premifed, I have
ftill what follows to add concerning deceit and

fincerity, as they relate to phyfiognomy.
Few

* What eyebrows! what fhoulders! There is not a motion but
what fpeaks an intelligible language, without inftruction, a univer
fal language.
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Few men have been more deceived by hy-
pocrites than myfelf; and if any perfon has
juft caufe to ftate diffimulation as an objection
againft phyfiognomy, that caufe have I. Yet
the more I have been impofed upon, by an af-
fumed mien of honefty, the more pertinaci-
oufly do I maintain the certainty of the fcierice
Nothing can be more natural than that the
weakeft underftanding muft at length become
cautious by fuffering, and wife by experience.

My ftation obliged me to exert my whole
powers in difcovering the tokens of fincerity
and falfehood ; or, in other words, to analyze
‘thofe obfcure fenfations, thofe true untaught
principles, which are felt at the firft glance of
a fufpicious perfon, and firmly to retain thofe
principles, contrary to the inclinations of a good
heart, and a found underftanding, by which they
would willingly have been rejeted. My at-
tempts to efface fuch impreflions from my mind
have always been to my own injury. :

The hypocrite is never lefs capable of diffi~
mulation than at the firft moment, while he re-
mains perfe@ly himfelf, and before his powers
of deception are excited. I maintain that no-
thing is, at the fame time, more difficult, or more
eafy, .than the dete@ion of hypocrify : nothing

Vor. L M more
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more difficult, fo long as the hypocrite imagines
he is obferved; nothing more eafy when he
fuppofes the contrary. Nothing, on the con-
trary, can be more eafy to note and difcover
than honefty, fince it is continually in its na-
tural ftate, and is never under any conftraint to
maintain an appearance of the thing that it is
not.

It muft neverthelefs be carefully remembered
that timidity and bathfulnefs may raife, even in
an honeft countenance, the blufh of infincerity.
Timidity, and not diffimulation, may often make
the perfon who relates an event, or intrufts
another with a fecret, unable to look him in the
face. Yet the downcaft look of the fpeaker con-
tinually makes a bad impreflion. We very rarely
can refrain from fufpe&ing infincerity; ftill is
it weaknefs, timidity, imperfeGtion: timidity
which may eafily become infincerity ; for who
are more difpofed to be infincere than the ti-
mid ? How quickly do they concede and accom-
modate themfelves to the manners of all with
whom they converfe! How ftrong, how con-
tinual, to them, is the tempting {pirit of conci-
liation ! What was the falfehood, the perfidy, of
Peter, but timidity? The moft inferior of men
have ftrength, power, and inftin&, fufficient to

plan
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plan and praife deceit, and enfnare others, un-
der an appearance of fidelity and friendthip.
Yet numberlefs men, not the rude and infen-
fible, but the noble, the feeling, the finely or-
ganized, and, indeed, thofe the moft, are in
continual  danger of -a&ing with infincerity.
They find themfelves expofed, as it were, to a
torrent of deceit, and may eafily acquire the
habit of not oppofing the multitudes with whom
they converfe. They are often betrayed into
flattery, contrary to the diGates of the heart,
and often are driven to join the ridicule that
is levelled at the virtuous, nay poflibly at a
friend.—Yet, no.—Ridicule a friend '—Who-
ever is capable of this poflefles neither a feeling,
a true, nor a noble mind. Ridicule and friend-
fhip are as diftant as Lucifer and a cherub. Yet,
alas! how eafily may an honeft, but weak and
timid, mind be drawn to ridicule what is in it-
felf honourable, facred, and godlike !'—How
eaflily too may thofe who have not the power of

denial make promifes to two different perfons,
one of which they have only the power to keep,
or affent to two contraditory propofitions!
Oh timidity! Oh unworthy fear! You have
made more diffemblers and hypocrites than,
even, ever were formed by felfithnefs and vice.

M 2 I muft
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XX.
ON FREEDOM AND NECESSITY.

My opinion, on this profound and important
queftion, is that man is as free as the bird in the
cage ; he has a determinate fpace for action and
fenfation, beyond which he cannot pafs. As
each man has a particular circumference of
body, fo has he likewife a certain {phere of ac-
tion. One of the unpardonable fins of Helve-
tius, againft reafon and experience, is that he has
afligned to education the fole power of forming,
or deforming, the mind. I doubt if any philo-
fopher of the prefent century has impofed any
do&rine upon the world fo infulting to com-
mon fenfe. Can it be denied that certain minds,
certain frames, are by nature capable, or inca-
!l pable, of certain fenfations, talents, and ations 2
To force a man to think and feel like me is
equal to forcing him to have my exa& forehead
and nofe ; or to impart unto the eagle the flow-
nefs of the fnail, and to the fnail the fwiftnefs
of the eagle: yet this is the philofophy of our

modern wits.
Each individual can but what he can, is but
what
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what he is, He may arrive at, but cannot ex-
ceed, a certain degree of perfeGtion, which
fcourging, even to death itfelf, cannot make
him furpafs. Each man muft give his own
ftandard. We muft determine what his powers
are, and not imagine what the powers of an-
other might effet in a fimilar f{ituation.

When, oh ! men and brethren, children of the
common father, when will you begin to judge
each other juftly? When will you ceafe to re-
quire, to force, from the man of fenfibility the
abftraction of the cold and phlegmatic ; or from
the cold and phlegmatic the enthufiafm of the
man of fenfibility? When ceafe to require nec-
tarines from an apple tree, or figs from the vine ?
Man is man, nor can wifhes make him angel ;
and each man is an individual felf, with as little
ability to become another felf as to become an
angel. So far as my own fphere extends, I am
free ; within that circle can a&. 1, to whom one
talent only has been intrufted, cannot a& like
him who has two. My talent, however, may
be well or ill employed. A certain quantity
of power is beftowed on me, which I may
ufe, and, by ufe, increafe, by want of ufe, dimi-
nith, and, by mifufe, totally lofe. But I never
can perform, with this quantity of power, what

M 4 might




168 ON FREEDOM AND NECESSITY.

might be performed with a double portion,
equally well applied. Induftry may make near
approaches to.ingenuity, and ingenuity to ge-
nius, wanting exercife, or opportunity of un-
folding itfelf; or, rather, may feem to make
thefe approaches: but never can indufiry fup-
ply total abfence of genius or ingenuity. Each
muft remain what he is, nor can he exiend or
enlarge himfelf beyond a certain fize: each man
is a fovereign prince; but, whether finall or
great, only in his own principality. This he
may cultivate fo as to produce fruits equal to
one twice as large, that fhall be loft half uncul-
tivated. But, though he cannot extend his
principality, yet, having cultivated it well, the
lord of his neighbour’s may add that as a gift.
Such being freedom and neceflity, it ought to
render each man humble, yet ardent, modeft,
yet ative—Hitherto and no farther—Truth,
phyfiognomy, and the voice of God, proclaim
aloud to man, Be what thou art, and become what
thou canfi.

The character and countenance of every man
may fuffer aftonithing changes; yet, only to a
certain extent. Each has room fufficient: the
leaft has a large and good field, which he may
cultivate, according to the foil ; but he can only

: fow
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fow fuch feed as he has, nor can he cultivate
any other field than that on which he is fta-
tioned. In the manfion of God, there are, to
his glory, veflels of wood, of filver, and of gold.
All are ferviceable, all profitable, all capable of
divine ufes, all the inftruments of God : but the
wood continues wood, the filver filver, the gold
gold. Though the golden fhould remain un-
ufed, ftill they are gold. Thc wooden may be
made more ferviceable than the golden, but they
continue wood. No addition, no conftraint, no
effort of the mind, can give to man another
nature. Let each be what he is, {fo will he be
fufficiently good, for man himfelf, and God.—
The violin cannot have the found of the flute,
nor the trumpet of the drum. But the violin,
differently ftrung, differently fingered, and dif-
ferently bowed, may produce an infinite variety
of founds, though not the found of the flute,
Equally incapable is the drum to produce the
found of the trumpet, although the drum be ca-
pable of infinite variety. .
I cannot write well with a bad pen, but with
a good one, I can write both well and ill. Being
foolith I cannot {peak wifely, but I may fpeak
foolifhly although wife. He who nothing pof-/
feffes, nothing can give; but, having, he may
give,
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give, or he may refrain. Though, with a thou-
fand florins, I cannot buy all I wifh, yet am I
at liberty to choofe, among numberlefs things,
any whofe value does not exceed that fum. In
like manner, am I free, and not free. The fum of
my powers, the degree of my a&ivity, or inac-
tivity, depend on my internal and external
organization, on incidents, incitements, men,
books, good or ill fortune, and the ufe I may
make of the quantity of power I poffefs. It
“is not of him that willeth, or of him that
“ runneth, but of God that fheweth mercy.
“ Nor may the veflel fay to the potter, why haft
“ thou made me thus? But the righteous lord
¢ reapeth not where he hath not fowed, nor
¢ gathereth where he hath not ftrewed. Yet
“ with juftice he demandeth five other talents,
“ from him who received five, two from him
“ who received two, and one from him who re-
¢ ceived one. | ‘

ADDI-
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ADDITIONS.

IT would be an abfurd and ridiculous pre-
tenfion to define only the outlines of the an-
nexed heads, with all their fignifications. Yet,
fomething, after repeated obfervation, may, with
certainty, be faid, and referred to further proof.

L ;

a. A great and a&tive mind, with high reten-
tive faculties. The fketch and form of the eye
leads us to fuppofe any obje& quickly feized by,
and firmly fixed in, the memory.

b. Will not fo eafily adopt an opinion as the
former—is only fufceptible of feeling in the mo-
ments of devotion.—Nothing infidious, or de-
ceitful, can be difcovered in this countenance.

: II.

a. A countenance, which, to eternity, never
would bufy itfelf with abftractions, calculations,
and claffifications: wholly addi&ed to fenfual
delights ; capable of all the arts, and errors; of
love; of the higheft fenfations; and of the
loweft and moft licentious. Probability is that
' it



172 ON FREEDOM AND NECESSITY.

it fhould contain itfelf in the medium between
thefe two extremes.

b. A countenance pleafed with fidelity—A
lover of order; but difficult to renounce an opi-
nion once imbibed.

IIL

a. Will probably remain in a ftate of medi-
ocrity : its prudence might become modeft timi-
dity ; but never can it attain the a&ive fphcre
of the hero.

b..Rich in ingenuity—quick of perception ;
but not deep in refearch—fufceptible of moral
and fenfitive ideas in which it delights.—Scarcely
capable of punctual a@ivity, and love of ac-
curacy.

IV.

a. A countenance of rapid a&tion and powers,
cver bufied in philofophy and poetry, and, not-
withftanding the coldnefs of the mouth, feldom
capable of calm confideration.

b. Chara&eriftic of economy. Totally inca-
pable of poetical fenfibility.—Purfues its plans
with cool firmnefs, without once bufying itfelf
with objeéts beyond its {phere.

V. THE
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V.

THE countenance of a painter—enthufiaftic
—-capable of working with quicknefs, foftnefs,
and intelligence ; but not of the minute labour
of accuracy. )

VL
NEVER will man with fuch a profile become
eminent in any art or {cience.—He will unite
the love of order and indufiry, truth and good-
nefs, and, in a ftate of mediocrity, will become a
moft ufeful, and intelligent, man.

VIIL
THE countenance of a hero—a&ive—alike
removed from hafty rathnefs and cold delay.—
Born to govern.—May be cruel, but, fcarcely,
can remain unnoticed. |

- VIIL :
NEITHER hero, mathematician, nor ftatef-
man : a rhymer, perhaps, or a wrangling lawyer.

s IX.
THIS profile denotes open honefty, or belies
its conformation.—May attain an eminent de-

gree
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gree of good tafte, but never can be great, when
bodily ftrength and conftitutional courage are
requifite,

' X.

A GREAT countenance.—Will eftablifh, and
extend, his power in thofe regions into which
he once has penetrated.—Heroifm in every fea-
ture, from the forehead to the beard.—A mouth
of amazing cool fortitude—ready to opprefs
others, difficult to be opprefled himfelf.

XXI. ON
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ON THE HARMONY BETWEEN, &c. 17§

XXI.

ON THE HARMONY OF MORAL AND
CORPOREAL BEAUTY.

IT has been afked, is there any. vifible, demon-
ftrable, harmony, and coincidence, between mo-
ral and corporeal bea:uty, and between moral and
corporeal deformity? Or, if there be any real
diffonance, and difagreement, between moral
beauty, and corporeal deformity, and between
moral deformity and corporeal beauty ? -

Millions of nature’s works will exclaim—:
“ How may this be denied !”

Yet is it neceflary this fhould be demon-
ftrated. May the reader hear, and patiently con-
fider, what I have to fay! The time, I hope,
will come, nay, I might almoft promife the time
fhall come ; a better time, when every child fhall
laugh that I was obliged to demonftrate this.
Laugh, perhaps, at the age ; or, which is more
noble, weep, to remember there ever were men
who required fuch demonftration.

Let thofe who are willing liften to the voice
- of truth. I can but ftammer fome of the docu-
ments the has taught me.

Truth,
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Truth, whether or not received as fuch, ftill
is truth. It is not my declaration that makes
that true which is true; but, it being true, I
will fpeak.

It being granted that man is the work of fu-
preme wifdom, is it not infinitely more con-
formable to wifdom that a harmony between
phyfical and moral beauty rather fhould than
fhould not exift ; and that the Author of all mo-
ral perfe&tion fhould teftify his high good plea-
fure by the conformity between the mental and
bodily faculties? Let us only fuppofe the re-
verfe—Who could believe in infinite wifdom
and goodnefs and fupport the thought that, not
by accident, or only under certain circumftances,
but that it was a general law of nature, that where
" the higheft moral perfeGion was, there all phy-
fical imperfection fhould be; that a man the moft
virtuous fhould be the moft deformed ; and that
he who was the moft exalted, moft noble, moft
magnanimous, and greateft benefactor to, thould
be the moft deformed of, his fpecies; that God
fhould deny all beauty to virtue, left it might be
thereby recommended; that what was moft
loved by the Deity, and was in itfelf moft lovely,
fhould be ftamped with the feal of divine difap-
probation ?—Oh brother, friend of virtue, fellow

adorer
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adorer of fupreme wifdom, which is pure good-
nefs, who could fupport this, I had -almoft faid,
blafphemous fuppofition?

Let us imagine a like diffonance between the
capacity for receiving knowledge and the con-
formation of the body. Can it be thought
- agreeable to eternal wifdom to imprefs the
marks of ftupidity on that body in which un-
derftanding refides, and is difplayed? This,
furely, never can be fuppofed. Yet how infi-
nitely lefs depends upon this than upon the for-
mer kind of harmony! How infinitely more
incumbent was it on the author of nature to dif-
play and perfect the moral, rather than the in-
telleGtual, part of man'! | ;

Again, who will fuppofe it confonant to di-
vine wifdom to give the form and appearance of
the moft ftrong to the weakeft body, and of the
moft weak to the ftrongeft ? (I fpeak not of ac-
cidents and exceptions, but of the general courfe
and conftitution of nature.) Yet would fuch dif-
fimulation, fuch unworthy juggling, be wi{dom
and worth, compared with that condu& which
fhould place an evident difagreement, through-
out all nature, between phyfical and moral
beauty.

I am, notwuhf’candmg, willing to own that

Vor. L. N . fuch
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fuch metaphyfical reafoning, however conclufive
it may appear, to certain perfons, is not always
incontrovertible. Fas, the actual ftate of things
in nature, muft decide ; confequently obferva-
tion and experiment are requifite.

Firft, I maintain, what the moft inaccurate ob-
ferver of the human countenance can no longer
deny, that each ftate of the human mind, and of
internal fenfation, has its peculiar expreflion in
the face. Diffimilar paffions have not fimilar
expreflions, neither have fimilar paflions diffimi-
lar expreflions. .

I maintain, what alfo no moralift will deny,
that certain ftates of mind, certain fenfations,
and inclinations, are ardent, beautiful, noble,
fublime, and that they infpire all feeling hearts
with pleafure, love and joy ; that others, on the
contrary, are totally oppofite, or repugnant ; dif~
gufting, hateful, and terrifying.

I maintain, what is manifeft to every eye,
however inexperienced, that there is beauty, or
deformity, in the features of the face. (At pre-
fent, I fhall confine myfelf to this.) In vain are
the fingular objetions that have been made
againft the a&ual beauty of the body and its ever
true and confiftent principles.—Place a hand-
fome and an ugly man befide cach other, and

no
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no perfon will be found to exclaim of the firft,
How ugly! or of the laft, How handfome! Let
the handfome man disfigure his countenance by
grimace; and people of all nations, beholding
him, would pronounce him ugly, difgufting;
and, recovering his form, would declare he had
a handfome, intelligent, a beautiful countenance.

‘The refult of this will be,

The paffions of the mind produce their ace
cordant effects on the countenance.

There are fuch things as moral beauty and
deformity ; difpofitions, qualities, which attra&
good and ill will.

There are fuch things as corporeal beauty and
deformity, in the features of the human coun-
tenance.

We have now to confider whether the ex-
preflions of moral beauty are corporeally beau-

tiful, and the expreflions of ¢prporeal deformity .~ -

corporeally deformed ; or, reverfing the propo-
fition, is the expreflion of moral beauty deform-
ity, and of moral deformity beauty ?*—Or are the
expreflions of moral qualities neither beautiful
nor deformed? Or, are they, without fufficient
caufe, fometimes beautiful, fometimes deformed?
Let us, for example, take the inftantaneous
expreflions of the mind, when it is impaf-
N 2 ’ fioned.
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fioned. Let the countenances of the good and
the wicked, the fincere and the deceitful man be
taken, and fhewn to a child, a peafant, a con-
noiffeur, or to any indifferent perfon. Let a
drawing be made at the moment when a noble,
and a mean a&ion are performing. Then let it
be afked which of the countenances are beau-
tiful ; which moft beautiful; which moft de-
formed ; and it will be feen that, child, peafant,
and connoifleur, will agree in pronouncing the
fame countenance moft beautiful, and the fame
moft deformed.

I next inquire, of what paflions, what ftates
of mind, are thofe moft deformed and moft
beautiful countenances the expreflions? From
this inquiry it will be found that the moft de-
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durable trait on the foft and flexible parts of
the face. -The ftronger the change, and the
oftener it is repeated, the ftronger, deeper, and
more indelible is the trait. We fhall hereafter
fhew that the like impreflion is made in early
youth, even on the bony parts.

An agreeable change, by conftant repetitions
makes an impreflion on, and adds a fcature of
durable beauty to, the countenance.

A difagreeable change, by conftant repetition,
makes an impreflion on, and adds a feature of
durable deformity to, the countenance.

A number of fuch like beautiful changes,
when combined, if not counterafed, impart
beauty to the face ; and many deformed changes
impart deformity.

We have before obferved that morally beau-
tiful ftates of the mind impart beautiful impref-
fions.

Therefore the fame changes, inceffantly re-
peated, ftamp durable expreflions of beauty on
the countenance,

Morally deformed ftates of mind have de-
formed expreflions ; confequently, if inceflantly
repeated, they ftamp durable features of defor-
mity.

They are, in proportion, ftronger, and deeper,

N 3 the
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the oftener, and the ftronger, the expreflions
peculiar to the fuppofed ftate of mind take
place.

There is no ftate of mind which is exprefled
by a fingle part of the countenance, exclufively.
Should there be paffions which are exprefled
more forcibly by this, than by that, feature of
the face; which effe¢t ftrong changes in one
part, and are fcarcely perceptible in another;
ftill we fhall find, from attentive obfervation,
that, in all the paflions of the mind, there is no
yielding feature of the countenance which re-
mains unchanged. Whatever is true of the ef-
fects of one expreflion upon any feature, or part
of the countenance, is true of all. In deformed
ftates of mind they all change to greater de-
formity, and, in beautiful ftates, to fuperiour
beauty. The whole countenance, when impaf-
fioned, is a harmonized, combined, expreflion
of the prefent ftate of the mind.

Confequently, frequent repetitions of the
fame ftate of mind, imprefs, upon every part
.of the countenance, durable traits of deformity,
or beauty.

" Often repeated ftates of the mind give habi-
lity. Habits are derived from propenfities, and
generate paffions.

The
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The foregoing propofitions, combined, will
give the following theorem :

The beauty and deformity of the countenance
is in a juft, and determinate, proportion to the
moral beauty and deformity of the man.

The morally beft, the moft beautiful.

- ‘The morally worft, the moft deformed.

The torrent of obje@ion now breaks all
bounds ; I hear its roar; it rufhes on, rapid and
fearful in its courfe, againft my fuppofed poot
hut, in the building of which I had taken fuch
delight.—Treat me not, good people,. with .fo
much contempt ; have patience: mine is not a
hut raifed on a quickfand, but a firm palace,
founded on a rock, at the foot of which the
torrent, dreadful as it is, fhall furioufly foam in
- vain. The confidence of my fpeech will, I hope,
be pardoned. Confidence is not pride; prove
my error, and I will become more humble. An
objector loudly exclaims, ¢ This do&rine is in
 contradiGtion to daily experience. How nu-

“ merous are the deformed virtuous, and the
N 4 “ beautiful
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¢ beautiful vicious !”—Beautiful vicious ! Vice
with a fair face! Beauty of complexion, or beauty
of feature; which is meant?—But I will not
anticipate. Hear my anfwer.

I. In the firft place this obje@ion is inappli-
cable. I only affirm virtue beautifies, vice de-
forms. I do not maintain that virtue is the fole
caufe of human beauty, or vice of deformity ;
fuch do&rine would be abfurd. Who can pre-
tend there are not other, more immediate caufes
of the beauty or deformity of the countenance ?
Who would dare, who would with, to deny that,
not only the faculties of the mind, but the ori-
ginal conformation in the mother’s womb, and
alfo education, which depends not on ourfelves,
rank, ficknefs, accident, occupation, and climate,
are fo many immediate caufes of beauty and de-
formity among men? My propofition is per-
fectly analogous to the axiom, that virtue pro-
motes worldly welfare, and that vice deftroys
it. Can it be any real obje@ion to this truth
though there are many thoufands of the virtuous
wretched, and of the wicked profperous? Is any
thing more meant, than that, though there are,
indeed, many other inevitable, and co-operating,
caufes of happinefs and unhappinefs, as well as

virtue
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virtue and vice, yet morality is among others
one of the moft a&tive and effential? The fame
reafoning will apply to the propofition concern-
ing phyfiognomy. Virtue beautifies, vice de-
forms; but thefe are not the fole caufes of beauty
and deformity.

II. With refpe@ to experience, if we examine
accurately, we fhall find that much is to be de-
du@ed from this part of the objection. I am
inclined to believe that experience will be found
favourable to our do@rine. Is it not frequently
faid, “ I allow fhe is a handfome woman, but
“ fhe does not pleafe me; or, even, fhe is dif~
¢ agreeable to me?” On the contrary, we fay,
“He is an ordinary man; notwithftanding
“ which, I liked his countenance, at the firft
“ fight: I felt myfelf prejudiced in his favour.”
On enquiry, it will be found that the beauty
we could not love, and the deformity with
which we were pleafed, incited our antipathy
and fympathy by the beautiful or amiable qua-
lities of the mind which had been imprefled
upon the countenance.

Since the pleafing traits of an ugly face, and
the difpleafing of a beautiful, have been fo pro-
minent as to a& more powerfully upon us than

the
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the others all combined, is not this a proof that
thefe lines of beauty are more excellent, more
expreflive, more noble, than thofe which are
more corporeal 2
Let it not be faid that fuch fympathies and
antipathies are raifed by frequent converfation,
and after the beauties or deformities of the mind
are difcovered. How often are they incited at
the firft view! Neither let it be affirmed that
this happens in confequence of conclufions
drawn concerning the difpofition of the perfon;
it having previoufly been experienced that, in
fimilar inftances, thofe who had like features,
notwithftanding their uglinefs, were good; and
others, with certain difagreeable traits, notwith-
ftanding their beauty, were bad, people. This is
frequently the cafe, it is true; but this dees not
invalidate our propofition. They are equally
confiftent. Children will convince us how little
forcible this objetion is, who, previous to ex-
perience, will look ftedfaftly, and with pleafure,
on a countenance which is the reverfe of cor-
poreally beautiful, but which is impreflfed with
the traits of a beautiful mind ; and will, when
the contrary is the eafe, fo often begin violently
to cry.
IIL In
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III. In the third. place, it is neceflary pro-
perly to define the words.

Were my propofition ftated thus, without all
qualification—* That virtue is beautiful, and
“ vice corporeally deformed,”—Nearly as many
obje&ions would be raifed as there are various
opinions concerning the words virtue and vice,
moral good and evil. The courtier, who pro-
nounces every man virtuous who is not fla-
grantly vicious; the weak bigot, who declares
all is evil that is not good according to his mo-
del ; the officer, who efteems the man of ho-
nour, and the foldier obedient to difcipline, to
be the moft virtuous ; the vulgar, who account
all virtuous that are not guilty of the grofleft
fins ; the peafant, who remains virtuous as long
as no warrant brings him before the juftice of
the peace ; the narrow moralift, who holds no-
thing to be good that is not acquired by rigid
abftinence, with whom virtue is abfolute ftoi-
cifm ; each, and all of thefe, according to their
feveral conceptions, will rife up and witnefs
againft a propofition {o indeterminate, fo replete
with paradox. The obje@or, however, ought
to have remarked that I here underftand the
words virtue and vice in their moft extenfive
fignification ; or that I am, properly, fpeaking

only



188 ON THE HARMONY BETWEEN

only in general, of moral beauty and deformity.
I clafs with the former all that is noble, good,
benevolent; or tending to effe& good purpofes,
which can have place in the mind ; and, in the
latter, all that is ignoble, evil, mean, and ini-
mical.

It may happen that one poffeffed of many
excellent qualities, and who long has pra&ifed
virtye, at length may yield to the force of pai-
fion, and, in {o great a degree, that all the world,
~ according to the general fenfe of the word, may
juftly pronounce him vicious. Will it there-
fore be faid, ¢ Behold your vicious beauty!
“ Where is your harmony between virtue and
“ beauty "

Has it not been already premifed that fuch a
perfon had excellent difpofitions, and much good,
and that he had long encouraged and eftablithed
the goodnefs of his character ?

He therefore had, and ftill has, goodnefs
worthy of emulation ; and the more habitual it
is to him, the deeper root the firft virtuous im-
preffions took, the more confpicuous and firm
are the traits of beauty imprinted upon his coun-
tenance. The roots and ftem flill are vifible,
though fome alien branch may have been in-
grafted. ‘The foil and its qualities are apparent,

notwith~
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notwithftanding that tares have been fown
among the wheat. Is it not, therefore, eafy to
conceive that the countenance may continue
fair, although the man has yielded to vice? This
but confirms the truth of our propofition.

Indeed, an eye but little experienced will
difcover that fuch a countenance was ftill more
beautiful, previous to the dominion of this paf-
fion; and that it is, at prefent, in part, deformed.
How much lefs pleafing, alas! how much more
harfh, and difagreeable, than formerly, though
it may not have arrived at that ftate which
Gellert defcribes !

His morn of youth how wondrous fair !
How beauteous was his bloom !

But ah! he ftray’d from virtue’s paths,
And pangs his life confume.

His wafted form, his livid eye,
His haggard afpe& pale,

Of many a hidden, hideous vice,
Recount a fearful tale.

I have known handfome, and good, young
men, who, in a few years, by debauchery and
excefs, have been totally altered. They were
ftill generally termed handfome, and fo, indeed,
they were ; but, good God! how different was

their prefent from their former beauty !
Men,
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Men, on the contrary, may be found with
ignoble difpofitions, and paffions, the empire
of which has been confirmed by education.
They may, for years, have been fubje& to thefe
paffions, till they have become truly ugly. Such
perfons may, at length, combat their vices, with
their whole force, and, fometimes, obtain no
fmall viGory. They, from the beft of motives,
may eradicate the traits of the moft prominent ;
and, in the ftriCteft fenfe of the word, may be
called truly virtuous.  There is a moral judge,
whofe decifion is infinitely fuperiour to ours;,
that will behold, in fuch perfons, greater virtues
than in any who are by nature inclined to good-
nefs. Thefe, however, will be brought as ex-
amples of the deformed virtuous. So be it;
fuch deformities, neverthelefs, are only faithful
expreflions of the vices which long were predo-
minant, and the multjtude of which do but en-
hance the worth of prefent virtue. How much
greater was the deformity of the features before
the power of this virtue was felt, and how much
more beautiful have they fince become! So-
crates, who is brought as an example by all
phyfiognomifts, and their opponents, may here
moft properly be cited; but to him a feparate
fragment muft be dedicated.

Let
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" Let it be further confidered—There are a
multitude of minute, mean, difgufting, thoughts,
manners, incivilities, whims, excefies, degrading
attachments, obfcenities, follies, obliquities of
the heart, which, fingly, or colle&ively, men are
far from denominating vice; yet a number of
fuch, combined, may greatly debafe and deform
the man. While he remains honeft in his deal-
ings, without any notorious vice, and adds to
this fomething of the ceconomy of the citizen,
he will be called a goed fellow, an excellent
&llow, againft whom no man has any thing to
allege ; and, certainly, there are great numbers
of fuch good, ugly, fellows.—I hope I have been
fufficiently explicit on this fubje&.

IV. In the fourth place, it is necefary to take
a more diftant view of the harmony between
moral and corporeal beauty, by which, not
only many obje&tions will vanifh, but, the fub-
jet ot which we treat will, alfo, become more
interefting.

We muft not only confider the immediate ef-
fe@ts of morality and immorality, on the beauty
of the human countenance, but their immediate -
confequences, as they relate to the general cor-
poreal beauty or deformity of the human race.
I walk in the multitude, I contemplate the vul- -

N gar;
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gar; I go through villages, fmall towns, and
great, and every where, among all ranks, I be-
hold deformity; I view the lamentable, the
dreadful, ravages of deftrution.

I conftantly find that the vulgar, colle@ively,
whether of nation, town, or village, are the moft
diftorted. :

I am afflicted at the fight of uglinefs, fo uni-
verfal; and my wounded foul, my offended
eyes, wander till they find fome man, but mo-
derately handfome, on whom they are fixed;
although he by no means is the perfeCtion of
human beauty. That beauteous image of hap-
pinefs haunts me which man might poflefs, but
from which man, alas! is fo remote.

How often do I meditate on this, the moft
beauteous of all races, the nobleft in its face,
and afk, why is it thus funken in deformity, in
the abyfs of aborhinations !

The more I refle&, the more I find that men
individually, as well as the whole race,/ contri-
bute to produce this degradation; and, .confe-
quently, that man has the power of becoming
more beautiful, more perfect: the more too am
I convinced that virtue and vice, with all their
fhades, and in their moft remote confequences,
are beauty and deformity. This is doubly proved.

And

L]
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And firft, a relaxation of morality increafes
in a thoufand inftances, great and fmall, a de-
gradation, an ignoble debafement, while moral
powers, energy, adivity, and the ardour of imi-
tation produce the contrary, and generate every
difpofition to the beautiful and the good and,
confequently, to their expreflions.

Degradation is gradual, and manifefts itfelf in
innumerable diftortions, proportionate to the
predominant vices, if not counteracted by fome
more jult and ardent incitement to perfec-
tion.

Whercver, on the contrary, virtue and phi-
lanthropy reign, without adverting to the im-
mediate pleafing effe@s, how beautiful how pro-
minent is the picture they imprint, how attrac-
tive are the added traits! The real philanthro-
pift is a&tive, mild, gentle; not timid, indolent,
ftupid, abje&, capricious ; not—In fhort, I might
enumerate a hundred negative, .and pofitive,
qualities, which beautify the human counte-
nance, the earlier this philanthropy, this fu-
preme of virtues, this foul of every virtue, is
awakened in the mind, even though but feebly
awakened, by which it may produce its various
beautiful effets.

Vor. L. (0 ‘What
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What ftill is more conclufive, refpe&ing this
-queftion, and removes moft objetions, is that—
Virtue and vice, morality and immorality, in
~ their moft extenfive fignification, have numer-
ous immediate confequences in rendering the
forms of children ugly, or beautiful. How
juftly, hence, may we anfwer fuch queftions as
—¢ Wherefore has this child, which, from in-

“ fancy, has been educated with fo much care,
“and is itfelf fo tra@able and virtuous, this

¢ child fo much better than its father who died
¢ while it was an infant, ftill {6 much of the
« difgufting and the hateful in its countenance 2’
—The queftion ought to be, why has it retained
fo much, why inherited fo much from its pa-
rent? ‘

I know no error more grofs or palpable than
the following, which has been mentioned by
fuch great men. “ Every thing in man de-
¢ pends on education, inftruction, and example ;
“ and nothing on organization, and the original
¢ formation of the body; for thefe latter are
% alike in all.” _ ‘

Helvetius has, in his great enthufiafm for the
improvement of the human race, that is to fay
of education, carried this do&rine fo far, con-

trary
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trary to the moft evident experience, that, while
I read, I fcarcely could believe my eyes. .

I fhall have various opportunities, in the fol-
lowing fragments, to fpeak of propofitions that
relate to this fubject.

At prefent thus much only.

It will be as difficult to find any two children
that perfectly refemble each other, as it would
be to find any two men.

Let a child be taken from a mother, who is
not void of fenfibility ; let her but. attentively
obferve it, for two minutes after its birth, and
let it be placed among a hundred other children
of the fame town, or diftri¢t ; no matter though
the inhabitants bear the moft general refem-
blance to each other; fhe ftill would, certainly,
foon felet it from among the hundred.

It is likewife a fat univerfally acknowledged,
that new born children, as well as thofe of riper
growth, greatly refemble their father or mother,
or fometimes both, as well in the formatlon of
the body as in particular features.

It is a fa&, equally well known, that we ob-
ferve, in the temper, efpecially of the youngeft
children, a ftriking fimilarity to the temper of the
father, or of the mother, or {ometimes both. -

| ‘ 02 How



196 ON THE HARMONY BETWEEN

How often do we find in the fon the charac-
ter, conftitution, and moft of the moral qualities
of the father! In how many a daughter does the
chara&er of the mother revive! Or the charac-
ter of the mother in the fon, and of the father
in the daughter!

As a proof that charalter is not the refult of
education, we need but remark, that brothers
and fifters, who have received the fame educa-
tion, are very unlike in charadter. Helvetius
himfelf, who allows fo little to the primary qua-
lities and difpofitions of children, by the very
rules and arts he teaches, to cherith or counter-
a& the temper, as it unfolds itfelf, grants, in
reality, that moral propenfities are abfolutely dif-
ferent in every individual child.

And how much foever fuch original proper-
ties of conftitution and temper, fuch moral pro-
penfities, may be modified by education; how
poffible foever it may be to render the worft va-
luable ; yet is it indubitable that fome difpofi-
tions, although they all, in a certain fenfe, are
good, are generally confefled by men to be ori-
ginally good in gradation ; that fome among
them, under equal circumftances, are more pli-
able, docile, and capable of improvement;- and
B C that
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that others are more oblftinate, and lefs manage-
able. The guilt or innocence of the child is
not here called in queftion. -No rational man
will maintain that a child, even with the worft
difpofitigns, has, therefore, any moral turpi-
tude. :

'We have proved, as was incumbent on us,

That features and forms are inherited ;

That moral propenfities are inherited.

The above propofitions having been proved,
who will any longer doubt that a harmony ex~-
ifts between the inherited features and forms
and the inherited moral propenfities ?

This. being afcertained, and fince the defor-
mities of the mind, and confequently of -the
body, and of the body, confequently of the
mind, may be inherited, we have obtained the
moft conclufive reafon why fo many men, born
handfome, degenerate, whofe deformity is yet
by no' means of an extreme degree; and, in
like ' manner, why fo many others, barn ugly,
improve by becoming virtuous; and who, yet,
are by no means {fo handfome as fome who are
far lefs good.

We cannot but remark how eternally promi-
nent is the harmony between moral and «corpo-

O3 + real
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real beauty, and how it is eftablithed by the
foregoing proofs.

Let us fuppofe men of the moft beautiful and
nobleft form, and that they, and their children,
become morally degenerate; abandon them-
felves to their paffions, and, progreflively, be-
come more and more vicious. How will thefe
men, or their countenances at leaft, be, from
generation to generation, deformed! What
bloated, deprefled, turgid, ftupid, disfigured,
and haggard features! What variety of more
or lefs grofs, vulgar, caricatures, will rife in fyc-
ceflion, from father to fon! Deformity will in-
creafe. How many of the children, at firft, the
perfe& images of their degenerate parents, will,
by education, become, themfelves, ftill more de-
generate, will difplay lefs tokens of goodnefs,
and more early fymptoms of vice !—How deep
in degeneracy, how diftant, is man, from that
perfe&t beauty with which, by thy fatherly
mercy, oh God ! he was at firft endowed ! How
is thy image deformed by fin, and changed even
to fiend-kike uglinefs; uglinefs which afflicted
benevolence fcarcely dares contemplate ! Licen-
tioufnefs, fenfuality, gluttony, avarice, debauch~
ery, malignity, paflions, vices, what deformities

do
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do you prefent to my fight! How have you
disfigured my brother !

" Let us add to this an mfeparable truth, which
is that, not only the flexible and the folid parts
of the countenance, but, alfo, the whole fyftem,
bones, and mufcles, figure, complexion, voice,
gait, and fmell, every member correfponding
with the countenance may be vitiated and de-
formed, or rendered more beautiful. Let us
remark this, and preferve, by drawing, what we
remark ; or rather let us have recourfe to living
examples. Let us compare the inhabitants of
a houfe of corre@ion, where we find the ftupid,
the indolent, and the drunken, with fome other
fociety, in a more improved ftate. However
imperfe& it may be, yet will the difference be
vifible. Let them be compared to a fociety of
enthufiafts, or a club of mechanics, and how
lively will the teftimony be in favour of” our
propofition! Nay more, it will awaken feelings
for ourfelves, and others, which, howéver af-
flicting they may be, fill, will be falutary ; and
this is the very end I wifh to obtain.

But man is not made only to fall, he is again
capable of rifing to an eminence higher than that
from which he fell. Take the children of the

| o4 moft
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moft ordinary perfons, let them be the exa&
image of their parents; let them be removed,
and educated in fome public, well regulated,
feminary; their progrefs from deformity to-
ward beauty will be vifible. Arrived at the
ftate of puberty, let them be placed in circum-
ftances that fhall not render the pradtice of virtue
difficult, and under which they fhall have no
temptations to vice; let them intermarry; let
an a&ive impulfe to improvement be fuppofed ;
let only a certain portion of care and induftry,
though not of the higheft kind, be employed in
the education of their defcendants, and let thefe
defcendants continue to intermarry: what a
handfome race of men will the fifth or fixth ge-
neration produce, if no extraordinary accidents
intervene ! Handfome, not only in the features of
the countenance, but, in the folid parts of the
head, in the whole' man, accompanied by con-
tentment, and other virtues. Induftry, temper-
ance, cleanlinefs, are produced ; and, with thefe,
if fome care be taken in education, regular muf-
cles, alfo, a good complexion, a well formed
body, fupplenefs, activity; while the deformi-
ties which are the confequence of infirmities,
and a feeble conftitution, will be prevented;

fince
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fince thefe good properties, thefe virtues, are al-
ways attended by health, and a free growth of
the limbs.—In fhort there is no part of corpo-~
real beauty, no feature of man, which virtue
and vice, in the moft extenfive fenfe, may not
influence. ' ‘ :
What benevolent heart but muft rejoice at the
recolle@tion ! How great is the power which God
has given to beauty over the heart of man! What
are thy feelings, oh man of benevolent fenfibility,
when thou beholdeft the fublime works of anti-
quity, when thou vieweft the divine creations
of men, and angels, by Raphael, Guido, Mengs,
- Weft, Fufeli? Speak, what are thy emotions,
how ardent thy defires for the improving, the
beautifying, the ennobling of our fallen nature?
Promoters, lovers, and inventors of the fineft
arts, and the fublimeft fciences; ye wealthy,
who merit gratitude for the rewards you beftow
on the works of genius, and ye, fons of genius,
by whom thefe works are produced, attend to
this truth.—You are in fearch of perfe@ion.
For this you deferve our thanks. Would you
r¢nder man the moft perfe@, the moft beautiful
of obje@s, deformed ?—Oh no !—Prevent him
not, therefore, from being good. Be not indif-
ferent



202  ON THE HARMONY BETWEEN

ferent whether he be good or evil ; but employ
thofe divine powers with which you are en-
dowed to render him good, fo fhall you render
him beautiful.

The harmony of virtue and beauty, of vice
and deformity, is an extenfive, a vaft, a noble
field for the exercife of your art. Think not
you can make man more beautiful without
making him better. The moment you would
improve his body and negle& his mind, the
moment you would form his tafte at the ex-
pence of his virtue, you contribute to render
him vicious. Your efforts will then be in vain.
He will become deformed, and his fon, and his
fon’s fon, fhall continue to degenerate. Your
labours then how erroneous !

‘When, oh artifts! will you ceafe to feek re-
putation by toys and tricks, or to what purpofe ?
It is as though he who would build a palace
* thould employ his carver, or his gilder, as an
architect.

Do you hope to form the tafte by licentious
imagery ? You hope in vain; it is as though
you would teach your fons continence by read-
ing them obfcene leCtures, the tendency of which

_is but to inflame the paflions.
of
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Of this enough.

I thalt conclude with a text of fublime confo-
lation to myfelf and all others who have good
reafon to be diffatisfied with many parts of the
form and phyfiognomy of themfelves, which,
perhaps, are incapable of improvement, and
who yet firive after the perfecting of the in-

ward man.

\

“ It is fown in dithonour, it is raifed in
glory.”

-

ADDI~
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ADDITIONS.

NUMEROUS traits of beauty and deformity
are too minute to be traced by the pencil or the
engraver ; and, whenever they can be made vi-
fible upon paper, they muft, then, be ftrong, in~
dubitable, and convincing.

L

NATURE forms no fuch countenance; at
leaft, no fuch mouth.—Vice only can thus dif-
figure.—Rooted unbounded avarice. Thus
does brutal infenfibility deform God’s own
image.—Enormous depravity has deftroyed all
the beauty, all the refemblance.—Can any be-
nevolent, wife, or virtuous, man, look, or walk,
thus ?—Where is the man, however inobferv-
ant, daring enough to maintain the affirmative ?

IL

A DEGREE ftill more debafed—A counte-
nance by vice rendered fiend-like, abhorrent to
nature, in which falacioufnefs is funken almoft
below brutality.—Every fpark of fenfibility, hus
manity, nature, is extinguifhed.—Diftortion, de-
formity in excefs—and, though fenfuality thould
not appear with this particular kind of uglinefs,
- v . yet,
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yet, may it not incur uglinefs ftill more dread-
ful ?—Whoever has frequently viewed the hu-
man countenance in houfes of corre&tion and
jails will often fcarcely believe his eyes, will
- thudder at the ftigmas with which vice brands
her flaves. ‘ -

IIL
HERE are traits of drunkennefs combined
with thoughtlefs ftupidity. ‘Who can look
without difguft >—Would thefe wretches have
been what they are had they not, by vice,
erafed nature’s marks ?—Can perverfion be more
apparent than in the middle profile?

IV. :
THE laft ftage of brutal corruption, apparent
moft in the under part of the male profile, and
in the forehead, and nofe, of the female (the
ears not included). Can any fuppofition be
more abfurd than that fuch a countenance thould
be the abode of a wife, a virtuous, or an exalted
mind 2
- We turn with horror from nature thus de-
bafed, and rejoice that millions of people afford
not any countenance o abominable.

V. WHAT
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V.

WHAT heart can {ympathize with any one
of thefe countenances? Who will expe& from
any one of them perpetual virtue, pure love,
noble benevolence, or the high efforts of genius ?

1, Immovable icy coldnefs, without a fpark
of fenfibility.

2, Rudenefs, phlegm ; falfe, feeble, dull, ri-
dicule.

3, The contempt of a vulgar girl.

4, Senfual defire, without individual love.

§, Ogling of a low, crafty, fenfualift.
~ 6, Chagrin of contempt returned.

7, Perfe& levity.

8, Moral relaxation.

9, Malignity, ignorance, brutal luft.

10, 11, Anger—Contempt—The rage of an
offended villain, without great ftrength, or
courage.

VL .

HOW much of the noble, the prudent, the
forbearing, the experience and worth of age, is
_vifible in the pofture and.countenance of 1—
And of the unfeeling, the rude,*the contemptu-
ous in 2 '—Yet is the mouth too good for this

pofture, and this afpect. A
VII. THE
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VIL
THE fpirit of proje&ing—want of wifdom
—brutal boafting wrinkle the countenance of
1.—2 Is the image of blood-thirfty cruelty ; un-
feeling, without a trait of humanity.

VIIL
- VIRTUE, noble fimplicity, goodnefs, open
confidence, are not difcoverable here. Un-
bounded avarice, unfeeling wickednefs, knavery
unequalled, in the eye and mouth, eradicate
every pleafing impreflion.—It i3 poffible this
countenance might not have looked much bet-

ter previeus to its degradation, but vice only
could produce the full effe® we behold.

IX. .
THE vifage of a fatyr, diftorted thus by fen-
fuality.—Carelefs infenfibility.—An excefs of
ftupid brutality.

X.

THUS does a continual repetition of extreme

~ contempt diftort the mouth; thus infix itfelf

with traits not to be effaced; thus deform a

countenance which, not ftigmatized by this vice,
would probably have been amiable.

XI. LET
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XI.

LET us afcend a few fteps, and relieve our-
felves with expreflions of nobler paffions. Who
will not furvey thefe four heads with internal
fympathetic pleafure? And wherefore? Becaufe
moral beauty, in aion, is imprefled upon each
of thefe countenances. Thus'only can the noble
mind languith, weep, love, thus only can be agi-
tated, as.in 1, 2, 3, 4.

XIIL.

A COUNTENANCE not remarkable for the
beauty, but the harmony of its features—Pleaf-
ing, becaufe calm, difpaflionate, benevolent,
noble, wife.—Let this countenance be com-
pared with No. L IL III. &c. and then, reader,
be you friend or opponent, fay whether you
can doubt that vice diftorts, deforms; or that
-virtue beftows that which charms, delights, and
beautifies, if not the form, at leaft the features
of the countenance. For, where is the virtue,
which, as virtue, does not charm, and where
the vice, ‘which, as vice, does not deform?
Grant me this and I require no more. -

XXII. SOCRATES.
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XXIL

BOCRATES.

"T HE well-known judgment of the phyfiog
nomift Zopyrus, concerning Socrates —

“ That he was ftupid, brutal, fenfual, and ad-
« di¢ted to drunkennefs —”

Has been repeatedly cited in modern times
againft phyfiognomy ; but this fcience has been
as repeatedly fupported by the anfwer of So-
crates, to his difciples, who ridiculed the judg-
ment of the phyfiognomift.

“ By nature I am addicted to all thefe vices,
“and they were only reftrained, and van-
“ quithed, by the continual pra&ice of virtue,”

Permit me to add fomething on this fubje&.

However infignificant, in itfelf, this anecdote
may be, or though, like anecdotes in general, it
fhould be but half true, yet is it pregnant with
phyfiognomonical difcuffion.

Let us fuppofe it to be literal truth; what
will be the confequence ?

It will not militate againft phyfiognomy,
whatever it may do againft the knowledge of
Zopyrus. '

Vor. L P Suppofe
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Suppofe that Zopyrus was miftaken, that he
overlooked all traits of excellence, and dwelt
upon the rude, the mafly. How will this in-
jure the fcience of phyfiognomy ?

That phyfiognomift who, from his zeal for
the {cience, thould affirm, “ I never err,” would
be like the phyfician who, from the ardour of
his zeal for the honour of his art, thould affirm,
“ My patients never die.” "

Whoever, becaufe of one, or one hundred,
errors of the phyfiognomift, fhould reje&t the
fcience of phyfiognomy, would be like the man
who, becaufe there are ignorant phyficians, or
becaufe that the patients of the greateft phyfi-
cians die, thould reje& all phyfical aid.

But to come nearer to the point.

All antiquity, certainly, attefts Socrates had a
very ordinary countenance.

All the bufts of Socrates, however different
from each other, flill have a fimilarity of ugli- °
nefs. To this we may add what was faid by
Alcibiades, who, certainly, was well acquainted
with Socrates, as he alfo was with what was
beautiful, and what deformed; ¢ That he re-
 fembled the figure of Silenus*” I under-

ftand

* It is difficult, fays Winckelmann, for human nature to be
more debafed than in the figure of Silenus.
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ftand the remark of Alcibiades to refer to the
general form of the countenance. We per-
ceive there can be no doubt of the uglinefs of
Socrates.

Yet was Socrates, from all that we know
concerning him, tle wifeft, beft, moft incom-
parable of men. Be this all granted; we fhall
ever carefully avoid denying what is highly
probable in order to eftablith our own propo-
fitions. ‘

“ Confequently, the wifeft and beft of men
* had the countenance of the mioft ftupid and
¢ debauched ; or, rather, had a grofs, rude, for-
¢ bidding, ugly, countenance.” How may this
objection be anfwered ?

I. The deformity of Socrates was, in the opi-
nion of moft who maintain the circumftance, a
thing fo remarkable, fo extraordinary, that it
‘was univerfally confidered as a contradiction,
an anomaly of nature.—Accurately examined,
is this for or againft phyfiognomy?—A dire&t
contrary relation, between the external and in-
ternal, was expe&ted. This want of conformity,
this diffonance, produced general aftonithment.
Let any one determine what was the ori-
gin of their general expeQation and aftonith-
ment. |

P 2 II. Were
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IL. Were this diffonance all that it has been
afferted to be, it will only form an exception to
a general rule, which will be as little conclufive,
againft phyfiognomy, as a child born with twelve
fingers would againft the truth that men have five
fingers on each hand. We muft allow there are
unufual exceptions, miftakes of nature, errors of
the prefs, if I may fo fpeak, which as little de-
ftroy the legibility, and the explicability, of the
human countenance, as ten or twenty errors,
in a large volume, would render the whole un-
intelligible. '

III. This, however, is capable of a very dif-
ferent anfwer; and the beft reply that I can
make is that—* Characters pregnant with ftrong
“ and contending powers generally contain in
¢ the great mafs, the prominent features of the
“ face, fomewhat of fevere, violent, and per-
¢« plexed ; confequently are very different from
¢ what the Grecian artifts, and men of tafte,
“ name beauty. While the fignification, the
¢ expreflion, of fuch prominent features are
“ not ftudied and underftood, fuch counte-
“ nances will offend the eye that fearches only
- % for beauty.” The countenance of Socrates is
manifeftly of this kind.

IV, Studying phyfiognomy, it cannot be too

' much
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much inculcated, nor too often repeated, by a
writer on the fcience, that difpofitions, and their
developement, talents, powers, their application
and ufe, the folid and flexible parts, the promi-
nent and fugitive traits muft be moft accurately
diftinguifhed, if we would form an accurate
judgment on the human countenance. This
appears to have been negletted in the judgment
formed on the countenance of Socrates. Zopy-
rus, Alcibiades, Ariftotle, moft of the phyfiog-
nomifts with whom I am acquainted, all its op-
ponents, nay, its very defenders, have, in this,
been deficient. "

To the unphyfiognomonical eye, the form of
the countenance of Socrates might appear dif-
torted, although the mutable features might
have difplayed celeftial beauty. \

A man of the beft native inclinations may de-
generate, and another with the worft may be-
come good. The nobleft talents may ruft in
indolence, and the moft moderate, by induftry,
be aftonithingly improved. If the firft difpofi-
tions were excellent it will require an acute ob-
ferver to read their negle& in the countenance,
efpecially if unimpaffioned. In like manner, if
they were unfavourable, it will require the moft

P3 experienced

-—
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experienced eye to read their improvement.
Original difpofitions are moft difcoverable in the
form of the folid and prominent parts ; and their
developement, and application, in the flexible
features.—Whoever is accuftomed to attend only
to the flexible traits, and their motion, and has
not, as often happens, devoted himfelf to the
ftudy of the folid parts, and permanent traits,
he, like Zopyrus, in the countenance of So-
crates, will neither difcover what is excellent,
and chara&eriftic of the difpofition, nor the im=
provement of what may have been apparently
bad; confequently his judgment muft be er-
roneous. It is incumbent upon me to make
this evident. Be it fuppofed that the great
propenfities of Socrates were prominent in
his countenance, though it were rude and un-
pleafing, and that thefe permanent features were
not ftudied, but that the grofs, rude, mafly traits
met the acute eye of the Greek, who was in
fearch of beauty, alone. Be it further fuppofed,
as each obferver will remark, that the improve-
ment of all, which may be denominated bad in
the difpofition, is only vifible when the features
are in a&tion. Nothing will then be more pro-
bable than phyfiognomonical error, or more

plaufible
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plaufible than falfe conclufions againft the fci~
ence.

V. I have repeatedly fpoken of good and bad
difpofitions : the elucidation of my fubjet re-
quires I fhould here explain myfelf with greater
accuracy. '

A man born with the happieft propenfities or
difpofitions may become bad ; or with the moft
unfortunate may, after his own manner, become
good. ' A

To fpeak with precifion, no man has good or
bad difpofitions ; no man is born either vicious
or virtuous ; we muft be children before we are
men, and children are neither born with vice or
virtue: they are innocent. Time will improve
fome few to a high degree of virtue, and fink
fome few others to as low a degree of vice. The
multitude will find a medium: they appear to
- want the power of being either virtuous or vi-
cious in any extraordinary degree, All, how-
ever, whom for a moment we have confidered-
innocent, all fin, as all die; none may efcape
fin and death. By fin I mean a propenfity to
fenfual gratifications, which are attended with a
troubled confcience and the degradation of the
native powers. I fhall juft obferve that original

P4 fin,
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fin, that fubje& of ridicule in this our philofophic
age, is, in this fenfe, moft demonftrable to a true
philofopher, a difpaflionate obferver of nature.

It is no lefs true, to fpeak philofophically,
that is according to experience, that there is,
originally, only phyfical irritability in' men,
however great their progrefs may afterward be
in vice or virtue; an impulfe to a&, to exift, to
extend the faculties ; which impulfe, confidered
as the fpring of action, is good ; but which has
in itfelf neither morality nor immorality. If this
~ irritability, this power, be fo formed that it is
generally addi¢ted, being furrounded by certain
objects, or placed under fuch and fuch, almoft
unavoidable, circumftances, to bad thoughts and
bad a&ions, which difturb the peace and happi-
nefs of mankind ; if they are fo formed that, in
the prefent ftate of the world and its inhabitants,
they have fcarcely the power of being employed
to good, they are then called immoral propenfi-
ties ; and moral, when they are, generally {peak-
ing, the reverfe. ’

Experience indubitably teaches us that where
the power and irritability are great, there, alfo,
will numerous paffions take birth which will ge-
nerally induce immoral thoughts and a&ions.

' ¢ Helvetius
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« Helvetius fays the abufe of power (and
t the fame may be faid of all the faculties of
“ man) is as infeparable from power as the ef-
% fe@ from the caufe.”

- Rui peut tout ce gu'il veut, veut plus que ce qu’il
doit *,

Hence the fenfe of the affirmdtion that man
has evil propenfities is clear. It might as well
be affirmed he has the beft propenfities; fince
nothing more is meant than that, with refpe& to
certain obje&s, he is or is not irritable. It is pof-
{ible he may apply his proportion of power to
good, though it is often applied to evil; that
circumftances may happen which fhall produce
irritability where it was wanting, or that he fhall
remain unmoved under the ftrongeft incite-
ments; confequently, that either virtue itfelf is
there, or an appearance of virtue, which will be
called virtue and ftrength of mind.

VI. Let us apply what has been faid to an
engraving of Socrates, with which we here pre-
fent our readers.

According to this head, after Reubens, which

- we fhall firft confider, Socrates had certainly great
propenfities to become eminent. If he refembled
this

# He who can do all he will, will do more than he ought,
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this copy, and I have no doubt but that his ap-
pearance was better, for this may be the twen-
tieth copy, each of which is lefs accurate, the
declaration of Zopyrus, that he was ftupid, was
incontrovertibly erroneous; nor was Socrates
lefs miftaken when he was fo ready to allow that
he was, by nature, weak. It may have been, and
perhaps was, an inevitable effe& of the weight of
thefe features that the perfpicuity of his under-
ftanding was, fometimes, as if enveloped by a
cloud. But had Zopyrus, or any true phyfiog-
nomift, been accuftomed accurately to remark
the permanent parts of the human face, he never
could have faid Socrates was naturally ftupid.
Whoever confiders this forehead as the abode
of ftupidity has never been accuftomed to ob-
ferve the forehead. If Zopyrus, or any other
ancient, has held this arching, this prominence,
or thefe cavities, as tokens of ftupidity, I can
only anfwer they have never been accuftomed
to confider or compare foreheads. How great
foever the effects of a good or bad education,
of fortunate or difaftrous circumftances, and
whatever other influence, of better or worfe,
may become, a forehead like this will ever re-
main the fame, with refpect to its great outlines

of
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of chara&ter, and never can efcape the accurate
phyfiognomift. In thefe high and roomy arches,
undoubtedly, the fpirit dwells which will pene-
trate clouds of difficulties, and vanquifh hofts of
impediments.

The fharpnefs alfo of the eyebones, the eye-
brows, the knitting of the mulcles between the
brows, the breadth of the nofe, the depth of the
eyes, the projection of the pupil, under the eye-
lid, how does each feparately, and all combined,
teftify the great natural propenfities of the un-
derftanding, or rather the powers of the under-
ftanding called forth !'—And how inferior muft
this twentieth or thirtieth copy be, compared to |
the original! What painter, however good, is
accurate in his foreheads? Nay, where is the
thade that defines them juftly? How much lefs
an engraving from the laft of a fucceffion of
copies !

“ This countenange, however, has nothing of
¢ that noble fimplicity, that cool, tranquil, art-
¢ lefs, unafluming, candour fo much admired in
“ the original. Something of deceit and fenfu-
“ ality are clearly perceptible in the eye.”

In the countenance before us, yes; but a
countenance of this pregnancy and power may

exert
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exert an aftonithing degree of force in the com-
mand of its paffions, and by fuch exertion may
become what others are from a kind of imbecil-
ity ; and further I affirm the living countenance
may have traits too evident to be miftaken,
which yet no art of the painter, no ftroke of the
engraver, can exprefs. This fubject was flightly
mentioned in a former fragment: I here repeat,
with a greater degree of precifion,—

The moft difgufting vices are often concealed
under the faireft faces ; fome minute trait, inex-
preflible by the graver, to be feen only occafion-
ally, when the features are in motion, will de-
note the moft enormous vice. Similar decep-
tions are found in a diftorted, or rather in a
ftrong, a pregnant, countenance ; fuch as is that
of Socrates. The moft beauteous, noble, and
altive, chara&eriftics of wifdom and virtue, may
difcover themfelves only by certain indefinable
traits, vifible to a fpeCtator when the features
are in ation.

The greateft likenefes of fuch faces, which are
ftrikingly like becaufe of the ftrength and fharp-
nefs of the prominent features, are, for that very
reafon, generally, libels on the originals. The
prefent portrait of Socrates, although it might

have
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have been called the ftrongeft of likenefles, by
the multitude, might yet have been the greateft
of libels upon the man. To exaggerate the pro-
minent, and to omit the minute, is a libellous
rule alike for the reafoner or the painter. Of this
all fophiftical reafoners, all vile painters, avail
themfelves. In this light I confider moft of the
portraits of Socrates. I think it probable, nay
certain, with refpec to myfelf, that the counte-
nance would, on the firft view, have produced fi-
milar effe@s. The tharp, comprefled, and heavy
parts fhocked, or bedimmed, the eye of the
Greck, accuftomed to confider beauteous forms,
fo that the fpirit of the countenance efcaped his
penetration. The mind is invifible to thofe
who underftand not the body of phyfiognomy, .
that is to fay, the outlines, and form, of the folid
parts. .

VII. The engraving we have in view, the
rational phyfiognomift will fay, is, at leaft, as
remarkable, as extraordinary, as was the charac-
ter of Socrates.—This may well lead us to fuf-
pect that there is ftill a poflibility left-of recon-
ciling it to the fcience of phyfiognomy.

Much we have feen, more we have to fee.—
We boldly affirm there are traits in this counte-

nance
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nance expreflive of extraordinary greatnefs, for-
titude unfhaken ; however degrading fingle fea-
tures may be, the whole bears the ftamp of manly
perfeverance.—To what we have already faid
in its favour, we fhall further add—In the up-
per part of the chin is powerful underftanding ;
and, in the lower, ftrength, and courage, which
denote an almoft total abfence of fear. The
thick, fhort, neck, below, is, by the general
judgment of all nations, the feature of refolu-
tion.—S#ff- necked

If we remember that, in pamtmg fuch coun-
tenances, the large traits are always rendered
fomewhat more large, that the more minute
lines of the countenance in altion are wanting,
and that, though the likenefs is preferved, ftill
the foul is fled from the face, we fhall not be
furprifed to find, in this countenance, fo much
of the great, and of the little; of the mvmng,
and of the forbidding.

Of this we fhould certainly be convinced
could we contemplate living nature. How dif-
ferently would thefe immovable eyes fpeak,
could we behold them animated, infpeing the
foul of the liftener, while the noble Greek was
teaching honour toward God, hope of immor-

tality,
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tality, fimplicity, and purity of heart!—Can
any man of obfervation doubt of this?

This, now fo fatal, mouth, which may be
proved not to have been accurately drawn, as it
alfo may that much which all living mouths
have is here wanting, do you not feel, oh ! phi-
lanthropifts! oh! men of obfervation! that it
muft affume a form infinitely different in a mo-
ment {o piGturefque ?

Let me be permitted a thort digreffion ; fuffer
me to bewail the artift and the painter.

Defigners, ftatuaries, and painters, ufually ca-
ricature nature in thofe parts where fhe has
fomewhat caricatured herfelf. They generally
are ready to feize thofe unfortunate moments,
thofe moments of relaxed indolence, into which
‘the perfons who fit or ftand to them fink, with
fuch facility, and into which it is almoft impof-
fible to prevent finking. Thefe they perpetu-
ate, becaufe imitation is then moft eafy, and
incite exclamation, or perhaps laughter, in the
fpeCtator. A likenefs is given by a portrait
painter as it is by a fatirift ; we know who the
pi¢ture is meant for, though it is unlike. Sa-
tires and bad portraits ever find fuperficial ad-
mirers, but for {fuch the artift thould not labour ;

' his
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his great endeavour fhould be to pourtray the
beauty of truth, and thus fecure the admiration
of thofe who are worthy to admire.

The lucky moment of the countenance of
man, the moment of a&ual exiftence, when the
foul, with all her faculties, rufhes into the face,
like the rifing fun, when the features are tinged
with heavenly ferenity, who feeks, who patiently
awaits this moment? By whom are fuch, by
whom can fuch, moments be depited ?

2

IX. We return to Socrates.

He confefled that indufiry, that the etercxi'c
of his faculties, had amended his charaGer.
This, according to-our principles, ought to be
exprefled in the countenance. But where and
how? It was not vifible in the folid parts, but it
was in the flexible features, and, particularly, in
" their altion and illumination, which no paint-
ing, much lefs engraving, can exprefs. A ftrong
degree of debafement muft, alfo, flill exift in
Socrates, confequently, might ftill be percep-
tible in his countenance. Have not the wifeft
their moments, their hours, of folly; the beft
their intervals of paflion, and vice, if not in a&,

at
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at leaft, in thought? Muft Socrates, alone,
ftand an exception ? .
- On fumming up all thefe confiderations con-
cerning the countenance of Socrates, and this
phyfiognomonical anecdote, will they oppofe,
or {fupport, the {cience of phyfiognomy 2

X. I am willing to grant that heavenly
wifdom, fometimes, condefcends to refide in
wretched, earthly, veflels, defpicable in the eyes
of men, in vindication of its own honour,
which muft not be attributed to mortal man, and
that its true beauty may remain concealed, nay,
be reviled by the multitude, that thefe veffels
" may not afcribe to themfelves that worth and
thofe qualities which are the gift of God.

XI. But never will I allow that acual refor-
mation, pre-eminent wifdom, proved fortitude,
and heroic virtue, can exift, and not be im-
prefled upon the countenance, unlefs it volun-
tarily diftorts itfelf, or is diftorted by accident.

But what is the dead Socrates to us? How
much more might we have learnt from him in
the moment of living exiftence! Let us rather
take an animated being, and, thence, determine
who moft has reafon, the antagonift, or the de-
fender of phyfiognomy. )

Let the opponent bring the wifeft and beft

VoL. L, Q. man
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man he knows, with the moft ftupid or vicious
countenance. The fearch will be tedious ere
fuch a one be found; and, when found, we
will difcufs what may feem contradictory, ac-
cording to our principles, and will own our-
felves confuted, if it be not confefled that the
man proves either not fo good and wife as he
was fuppofed, or that there are manifeft traits
of excellent wifdom and goodnefs which had
pafled unobferved.

, . ADDI-
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ADDITIONS.

THESE heads, all copied after antiques, ap~
pear to be great, or, at leaft, tolerable, likenefles
of Socrates, an additional proof that, in all co-
pies of a remarkable countenance, we may be-
lieve fomething, but ought not to believe too
much. : '

Firft, it may be faid, that all the eight pro-
files, of the two annexed plates, have a ftriking
refemblance to each other; and that it is imme-
diately manifeft they all reprefent the fame per-
fon. We find in all the fame baldnefs, the fame
kind of locks, the fame blunt nofe, the fame ca-
vity under the forehead, and the fame charalter
of the maflive in the whole.

And, to this it may be anfwered, that, how-
ever difficult it may be to compare eight por-
traits, fo fimilar, yet, an experienced eye will
perceive very eflential differences.

The foreheads, in 1, of the firft, and 2, and
4, of the fecond, plate, are more perpendicular
than the others. Among the eight there 4s not
one weak head ; but thefe three are rich in un-
derftanding. The outline of the forehead and
fcull of 2, in plate I. principally betokens under-

Q.2 ftanding.



228 SOCRATES.

ftanding. The mouth of the fame face, and
that of 2, in plate II. have the moft firmnefs;
1 in plate IL. the moft fubtlety. In the outline
of the mouth of 3, plate L is much expreflion
of intelligence ; but lefs genius than in 2, of the
fame plate. 4, of plate L is lefs expreflive.
3, of plate II. combined with an attentive look
Iequires no comment.

q(

._)\

MISCEL-
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MISCELLANEOUS PHYSIOGNOMONICAL
' EXERCISES.

As experiments upon phyfiognomonical fen-
fation, we fhall conclude this volume by adding-
a number of countenances. We fhall give our
opinions in brief, that we may not anticipate the

Judgment of the reader.
Il

ARDOUR and coolnefs combined, proving
that this countenance is energetic, perfevering,
unconquerable. It is the afpe& of a ftrong,
proje&ting, mind. The mouth is ftability it-
felf. .

IL. ~

THE infamous Knipperdolling——Villany
and deceit in the mouth; in the forehead and
eye courage. How much had virtue and man
to expe& from the power and determination of
fuch a countenance! What a&s of wif{dom and
heroifm !—At prefent all is inflexibility, cold-
nefs, and cruelty ; an eye without love, a mouth
without pity. In the mouth () drawn by the
fide of this head, is the reverfe of arrogance and
obftinacy.—It is contempt without ability,

QL3 III. STORT-
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IIL

STORTZENBECHER—The excefs of rude,
inexorable, wanton, cruelty.—The whole is no
longer capable of affe@ion, ffiendfhip, or fidelity.

IV.

HQNOQOUR—Faith—Beneficence.—Though
certainly not handfome both thefe countenances
fpeak open fenfibility. Whoever would here
deny his confidence and efteem, is furely little
deferving of confidence and efteem himfelf,

V.

AN imperfe&t portrait of a mufical perfon—
The forehead and eyebrows lefs profound in
thought than quick of conception.—Little pro-
dyced, much imagined *. The intenfive is par-
ticularly exprefled in the eye, eyebones and eye-
brows.—The mouth is the peculiar feat of the
tender, the foft, the breathing 1, the amorous,
of exquifite mufical tafte.

VL

HOW much foever this countenance may be
injured by an ill-drawn eye, the arching of the
" forehead is ftill more manly than effeminate.—
The nofe I confider as a determinate token of

calm

* Wenig extenfion viel intenfion.
+ Aufschlirfende—8ipping.
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calm fortitude, and difcreet, benevolent, fidelity.
The whole is good and noble.
VII. VIIL

THESE are not Voltaire, they are but cari-
catures—Eflays of an artift whofe intention was
to exprefs the general charadter, not accurately
to define the features; for fo feeble a forehead,
as is generally found in thefe nineteen fketches,
Voltaire, the writer of nations, the ornament of
the age, could not have. The character of the
eye is fimilar in moft of them—ardent, piercing,
but without fublimity, or grace. 2, 3, 7, of
plate VIL are moft expreflive of invention,
power, and genius.—6, and 8, mark the man of
thought.—1, 2, and 3, of plate VIIL. leaft be-
token keen fenfibility. The lips all denote fa-
tire, wit, and refiftlefs ridicule.—The nofe of 8,
in plate VIII. has the moft of truth and mind.

VIIL b.

PRECISION is wanting to the outline of the
eye, power to the eyebrows, the fting, the
{courge, of fatire to the forehead. The under
part of the profile, on the contrary, fpeaks a
flow of wit, acute, exuberant, exalted, ironical,
never deficient in reply.

' IX.
THE eye and lips cautious, circumfpe&, and

Qs wife,
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wife. Much fcience and memory in the fore-

head ; genius rather difcovering than producing.

This mouth muft fpeak excellently, profoundly.
X.

THIS cold vacuity of look—this rigid infen~
fibility of the mouth, probably are given by the
painter.—But the forehead, at leaft in its de-
fcent; and the nofe, the noftril excepted, are
decifive tokens of an acute, capacious, mind.
The under part of the ear accords with the fore-
head and nofe, but not the upper. In the dif-
figured mouth are bitternefs, contempt, vexation.

* XL

A MAN of mind, but unpolifhed, without
refleGion. I may pronounce this charater
rude, peculiar, with the habits of an artift. It
is an acquired countenance ; the rudenefs of na-
ture is very diflimilar to this.

XIL

A BAD likenefs of the author of thefe frag-
ments, yet not to be abfolutely miftaken. The
whole afpect, efpecially the mouth, fpeaks inof-
fenfive tranquillity, and benevolence, bordering
on weaknefs;—More underftanding and lefs fen-
fibility in the nofc than the author fuppofes him-
felf to poffefs.—Some talents for obfervation in
the eyc and eyebrows.

XIIL. A
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XIII.

A RUDE outline of our greateft poet.—The
outline of the forehead, particularly of the eye-
bones, gives the moft perfe&t expreflion of a
clear underftanding, as does the elevation, above
the eye, of elegance and originality.~——This
~ mouth fhews lefs fweetnefs, precifion, and tafte,

than appertain to the original. The whole bears
an impreffion of tranquillity, and purity of
heart !—The upper part of the countenance
-feems moft the feat of reafon, and the under of
imagination—Or, in other words, in the upper
part we diftinguith the man of thought and wif-
dom, more than the poet; and, in the under,
the poet more than the man of thought and
wifdom.

XIV. A.

EXPRESSIVE, vigorous, poetical, genius,
without its {fweetnefs, and polithed elegance.
Lefs dramatic and epic than picturefque and
bold—more pliability in the mouth than in the
forehead and chin.—Tafte in the outline of the
nofe; ftrong paffion in the chin. Strength,.
fidelity, in the whole.—Such outlines reprefent
powerful, penetrating, ardent, eyes, a fine fpeak~
ing glance. A calm analyzing train of ideas,
flowly acquired, will not be fought by the phy-

fiognomift
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fiognomift in the under part of the profile, nor
tardy {luggithnefs in the upper.
L.
XV.

STABILITY, intelligence, good fenfe, in the
forehcad,.eyes, eyebrows, and nofe. The end
of the nofe does not agree with the other parts.
The back part of the eye is too long, and, there-
fore, weaker than the fore part. The mouth
has fomething of wit ; but, in other refpeQs, is
bad, and feeble.

XVI.

WHICH only promifes much in the eye-
brows.—A man who will meet his man.—Ra-
ther firm than acute; more power than tafte;
more of the great than the beautiful. The
mouth is more mild and benevolent than the
nofe, and the whole countenance beﬁde, thould
feem to promife.

XVIIL

THIS profile of the famme perfon difcovers
ftill more paffion, than the ¥ull face of refolu-
tion.and ftrength of mind; the noftril is bad,
fmall, childith ; the nofe will fiuffer no infult ; the
eye, here, has nothing of the :power of the other
features: the wrinkles by whic:h it is furrounded

greatly lower the expréﬁion of the whole.
XVIIL. THE
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'XVIIL

THE portrait of a miniature painter, remark-
able for his high finithed piGures. Delicacy
and elegance, employed in minute things, is
perfpicuous in the whole vifage, particularly in
the nofe. The pofition of the forehead fpeaks
more underftanding than the outline itfelf, The
under part of the mouth i3 weak, and may fig-
nify either benevolence or melancholy. Pre-
cifion cannot be miftaken in the eye,

XIX,

A THOUGHTFUL, enquiring, head, with-
out great fenfibility. Difcretion rather than un-
derftanding. (Difcretion employs itfelf on things,
actions, projeéts and their progrefs ; underftand-
ing in the minute diftin&ion between ideas,
their exa& boundaries, and characteriftics.) The
outline of the forehead, as far as it is vifible,
does not difcover this calm, exa&, diftin&ion,
and determination of ideas. The breadth of the
nofe is alfo fignificant of confideration, and dif-
cretion ; and its prominent outline of adivity
and lively paffion.

XX.

A COUNTENANCE of mature confider-
ation. A man who hears, fpeaks little, but his
words are decifive. Eis charader is firm but not

violent.
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violent—-Faithful rather than fond—A mind
more accurate and comprehenfive than penetrat-
ing and inventive—A countenance, not beauti-
ful, but refpeQable to refpe&able men.—With-
out effeminacy, without impetuofity—Thinks
before he advifes—Will not eafily be turned
afide from his purpofe. The eyébrows, and the
very bad ear, efpecially, are highly contradic-
tory to the precifion and energy of the whole
outline, particularly of the nofe, and mouth.
XXL

XXIL
PROMPT ; quick to undertake, and to com-
plete ; hating procraftination and irrefolution ;
loving induftry, and order; enterprizing; not
eafily deceived ; foon excited to great undertak-
ings ;
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ings ; quick to read ; difficult to be read. Such
is this countenance, or I am much deceived.
| L.
XXIIL

IN this imperfe® copy are mildnefs, preme-
ditation, peace, fcrutinizing thought. To ana-
lyze with eafe, calmly to enjoy, rationally to
difcourfe when no natural impediment inter-
venes, I conceive to be the principal character-
iftics of this countenance, which is far inferior
to the original, L.

: XXIV.

A MAN whofe chara&er is nearly fimilar,
except that he has a more antiquated air: but
not with lefs candour gr intelligence, though
more timidity. The nafe is decifively fignifi-
cant of acute critical enquiry. .

XXV,

TWO profiles of foolifh men, in which the
upper has the diftinguithing marks of weaknefs
in the lower part of the profile, and the under
~in the upper part, and in the angular wrinkles
of the fharp clofed mouth. .

XXVI

1, A PORTRAIT which, by its noble and
beautiful outline, fixes the attention. Much
power of mind, in the form ; but, in its prefent
appearance, that power greatly benumbed. I

think
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think I read unfortunate love, and fee the per-
fon who has felt its power, which ftill is nou-
rithed by the fweet memory of the beloved
obje&.

2 Is the abfolute reverfe of 1. Incapable of
any high degree of improvement, Such a fore-
head and fuch a nofe combined ever denote un-
conquerable debility, and inanity. Were this per-
pendicular forehead thrown but a hair’s breadth
more back, I durft not rifk a judgment fo deci-
five againft the countenance.

XXVIL

1, EVIDENTLY no firength of mind. Com~
monnefs, not ftupidity, in the outline of the
nofe ; want of ftrength in the parts about the
eye. The lower mufcles of the nofe, and the
wrinkles of fuch a mouth, are almoft decifive
marks of feeblenefs.

2, Nothing, in this countenance, befpeaks
firength of mind, yet is it difficult to determiné
“which are the figns of weaknefs. The mouth,and
‘afped, at leaft the nofe, and eyebrow, no one will
confider as thoughtful, enquiring, or powerful.

XXVIIL :

BENEVOLENT ferenity, a playful fancy,
promptitude to obferve the ridiculous.—The
form of the forehead fhould be more funken
where it joins the nofe. 'This deficiency leffens

the
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the expreflion of underftanding. The eye, and
nofe, efpecially, betoken a fine underftanding,
fincerity, candour, and fenfibility.
XXIX.
~ . SULZER.

SOMETHING ill drawn, grofs, and diftorted,
The eager enquirer is ftill vifible in the outline,
and wrinkles, of the forehead ; in the eyebrows
and nofe, efpecially, in the lower part of the
latter ; and, more ftill, in the middle ljne of the
mouth, fo tranquilly clofed, and in the angle
formed by the under part of the nofe and the
upper lip.

XXX.

NOT the man of deep refearch, but quick of
perception ; grafps his obje& with promptnefs
and facility ; every where colle@s elegance and
grace, and returns them to the world with added
charms. Who but fees this in the forehead,
eyebrow, and particularly in the poetical eye?
—The lower part of this countenance is lefs
that of the profound, cautious, enquiring, philo-
fopher, than of the man of tafte.

XXXI.
BALTHASAR BECKER.

A COUNTENANCE void of grace ; formed,
I might fay, to terrify the very devil : bony, yet
lax ; violent, wild, yet without tenfion: fuch

particularly
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particularly are the forehead, eyebrows, eyes,
nofe, mouth, chin, neck, and hair. In better
piGtures, the eye and nofe are decifive of a
powerful, prefumptuous, deftru®ive mind. The
mouth denotes facility of fpeech, calm, and co- .

pious eloquence.
XXXIL

ALTHOUGH the back part of the pupil be
" too pointed, or ill drawn, yet there is much of
mind in the eye; true accurate attention, ana-
lyzing refle®ion. The nofe lefs marks the pro-
jeor than the man of accurate inveftigation.
Eloquence, and fine imagination, in the mouth.
XXXIIIL

A MIXTURE of effeminacy and fortitude.
—Levity and perfeverance—Harmony—Nobi-
lity of mind—-Simplicity—Peace.—The high
fmooth forehead fpeaks the powers of memory.
—It delights in the clear, unperplexed, the fin-
cere—The eye has no pretenfions. This nofe of
the youthful maiden, united with fuch a mouth
and chin, banithes all fufpicion that fuch a
countenance can aé falfely, or ignobly.

XXXIV.

THIS fhade, though imperfe@, may eafily
be known. It muft pafs without comment, or
rather the commentary is before the world, is

in this book. Let that fpeak ; I am filent.
REVISION
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REVISION OF THE AUTHOR,

I HAVE carefully read this volume of phy-
fiognomonical fragments, both in manufcript
and fince it has been printed, and cannot but
give it my perfe& approbation. What I found
neceflary to corre& in the judgments that are
added I have correted, as if they had been my
" own, with the knowledge and confent of the
editor ; fo that I am as refponfible as if each
word were mine. I have nothing more to add,
or alter. May this endeavour generate happi-
nefs and truth.

J- C. LAVATER.
ArriL 7th, 1783.

END OF THR FIRST VOLUME.






/












THE NEW YORK PUBLIC LIBRARY
REFERENCE DEPARTMENT

This book is under no circumstances to be
taken from the Building

B DU U TIE VSRRVt DD T CEIP USSR S SR
' | | i
|
f ]

)
|
i
|
|

|
1
I
i
'
|
|
|

i
|

form 410
‘.

W;"



Digitized by GOOS[G



