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OF THE UNIiON BETWEEN THE KNOWLEDGE
OF THE HEART AND PHILANTHROPY.

May thefe two purpofes be attained by the
fame means?—Does not a knowledge of the,
heart deftroy, or weaken, philanthropy ?—Does
not our good opinion of any man diminith when
he is perfe@ly known? And, if fo, how may -
philanthropy be increafed by this knowledge?

What is here alleged is—truth—But it is par-
tial truth.—And how fruitful a fource of error
is partial truth !

It is a certain truth that the majority of men,
are lofers by being accurately known.—But it is
no lefs true that the majority of men gain as
much on one fide as they lofe on the other by
being thus accurately known. -t

I do not here fpeak of thofe who can only
gain by being accurately known ; '

I fpeak of thofe who would lofe much were
the knowledge of the heart to become more
accurate, and more general, ' '

Vor. IL B " Who



2 UNION BETWEEN THE KNOWLEDGE

Who is fo wife as never to a& foolifhly?
Where is the virtue wholly unpolluted by vice ;
with thoughts, at all moments, fimple, direc,
and pure? I dare undertake to maintain that all
men, with fome very rare exceptions, lofe by
being known. *

But I will alfo prove, by the moft 1rrefragable
arguments, that all men gain by being known:
confequently—that a knowledge of the heart is
not detrimental to the love of mankind.

“ But does it promote the love of mankind ¥’
Yes. ‘ o .
A knowledge of the heart teaches us alike
what man is not and cannot be; why he is not,
cannot be ; and what he is, or can be.

Aftonifhment, that abundant fountain of cen-
forioufnefs, diminithes in proportion as this
knowledge increafes.

. When you would enquire why any man
thinks and a@s thus, could you but fuppofe
yourfelf in his ftation, that is, could you affume
his form, body, countenance, fenfes, conftitu-
tion, and feelings; how intelligible, how na-
tural, then, would all his a&ions appear! And
would not cenforioufnefs, fo altive, at prefent,
immediately difappear when an accurate know-
ledge of man fhould be obtained ? Would- not
compaflion

4




OF THE HBART AND PHILANTHROPY. 3

compaflion fucceed to condemnation, and fra-
ternal lenity to hatred ?

But not in this aloné (I here but flightly
glance at my fubje@) would man be benefited
by the promotion of phyfiognomonical know-
ledge: he gains another advantage. |

Phyfiognomy difcovers actual and poffible -
perfe&tions, which, without its aid, muft ever
have remained hidden. The more man is ftu-
died the more power and pofitive goodnefs will
he be difcovered to poflefs. As the experienced _:'
eye of the painter perceives a thoufand fmall
fhades and colours which are unremarked by
common fpe@ators, fo the phyfiognomift views
a multitude of a&ual or poffible perfections

which efcape the general eye of the defpifer, the

flanderer, or even the more benevolent judge
of mankind. )

I fpeak from experience: The good which I+
as a phyfiognomift, have obferved in people
round me, has more than compenfated that
mafs of evil which, though I appeared blind,
I could not avoid feeing. The more I have
ftudied man the more have I been convinced of
the general influence of his faculties, the more
have remarked that the origin of all evil is
good, that thofe very powers which made him

B2 evil,

\



4 UNION BETWEREN THE KNOWLEDGE

evil, thofe abilities, forces, irritability, elafticity,
were all, in themfelves, aGtual, pofitive, good.
The abfence of thefe, it is true, would have oc-
cafioned the abfence of an infinity of evil; but
{o would they, likewife, of an infinity of good.
The eflence of good has given birth to much
evil; but it contains in itfelf the poffibility of a -
ftill infinite increafe of good. '
The leaft failing of an individual incites a
general outcry, and his charaer is at once
~ darkened, trampled on, and deftroyed.—The
phyfiognomift views the man whom the whole
world condemns, and praifes,—What ? Vice ?—
No—Does he excufe the vicious ?—No—He
. whifpers, or loudly affirms, “ Treat this man after
“ fuch a manner, and you will be aftonifhed at
¢ what he is able, what he may be made willing,
“ to perform. He is not fo wicked as he appeats ;
“ his countenance is better than his a&ions.
¢ His acltions, it is true, are legible in his coun-
¢ tenance ; but not more legible than his great
¢ powers, his fenfibility, the pliability of that
“ heart which has had an improper bent. Give
“ but thefe powers, which have rendered him
¢ vicious, another direGtion, and other objeéts,
“and he will perform miracles of virtue.”—
Yes, the phyfiognomift will pardon where the
“moft



' OF THE HEART AND PHILANTHROPY. §

moft benevolent philanthropift muft condemn.
For myi'elf, fince I have become a phyfiogno«
mift, [ have gained knowledge, fo much more ac-
" curate, of fo many excellent men, and have had
fuch frequent occafion to rejoice my heart in the
difcoveries I made concerning fuch men, that
this, as I may fay, has reconciled me to the
whole human race. What I here mention as”
having happened to myfelf, each phyfiognomitt,
being himfelf a man, muft have, undoubtedly,
felt. i -

Again, as pity is awakened, cherifhed, and
heightened, at the fight of natural evil, fo is the
nobleft and wifeft compaffion roufed by an acute
perception and fenfibility of human degeneracy :
And from whom is fuch compaffion more to be
expe&ed than from a true phyfiognomift ? I re-
peat, the nobleft compaflion—For it employs it-
felf on the immediate, the precife,. the prefent,
man; and his fecret, his profound mifery,
which is not without him, but within—The
wifeft—For, while it knows the evil is internal, it
thinks not of palliatives, but of internal efficient
means, of laying the ax to the root, of means
with the proper application and certainty of
which he is acquainted.

True fouls of benevolence, you often fhall

B 3 weep



6 UNION BETWEEN THE KNOWLEDGE, &c.

, weep tears of blood, to find men are fo bad;
but, often, alfo, fhall you weep tears of joy, ta
find them bhetter than the all-powerful, all-poi~
fonous, tongue of flander would have made
you believe.

II. OF



OF THE UNIVERSAL EXCELLENCE, &c. ¥

IL

OF THE UNIVERSAL EXCELLENCE OF THE >
FORM OF MAN.

THE title of this fragment is expreffive of the
contents, or rather of the very foul, of the whole.
work ; therefore, what I may here fay, in a fepa-~
. rate feCtion, may be accounted as nothing ; yet
how vaft a fubje& of meditation may it afford to
man! ‘

Each creature is indifpenfable in the immen-
fity of the creations of God; but each creature
does not know it is thus indifpenfable. Man,
alone, of all earth’s creatures, rejoices in his in«
difpenfability. .

No man can render any other man difpenfable,
The place of no man can be fupplied by another.,

This belief of the indifpenfability, and indivi-
duality, of all men, and in our own metaphy-
fical indifpenfability and individuality, is, again,
one of the unacknowledged, the noble fruits of
phyfiognomy ; a fruit pregnant with feed moft .
preciaus, whence fhall fpring lenity and love.
Oh! may pofterity behold them flourith ; may
future ages repofe under their thade ! The worft,

: B 4 the



8 OF THE UNIVERSAL EXCELLENCE

the moft deformed, the moft corrupt of men, is
ftill indifpenfable in this world of God, and is
more or lefs capable of knowing his own indi-
viduality, and unfuppliable indifpenfability. The
wickedeft, the moft deformed of men,.is ftill
more noble than the moft beauteous, moft per-
fet animal.—Contemplate, oh man! what thy
nature is, not what it might be, not what is
wanting : Humanity, amid all its diftortions,
will ever remain wondrous humanity !

Inceffantly might I repeat do@rines like this!
—Art thou better, more beauteous, nobler, than
many others of thy fellow creatures —If fo, re-
joice, and afcribe it not to thyfelf but to him
‘who, from the fame clay, formed one vefiel for
‘honour, another for dithonour; to-him who,
withopt thy advice, without thy prayer, without
any defert of thine, caufed thee to be what thou
art,

Yea, to Him !—* For what haft thou, oh
“ man, that thou didft net receive? Now if
“ thou didft receive why deft thou glory as if
“ thou hadft not received ”’—* Can the eye
“ fay to the hand, I have no need of thee?’—
¢ He that opprefleth the poor reproacheth his
“ maker”—* God hath made of one blood all
“ nations of men.”—

Who
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Who. more deeply, more internally, feels all
thefe divine truths than the phyfiognomift }—
The true phyfiognomift, who is not merely a
man of literature, a reader, a reviewer, an au-
thor, but—a man—

Yes, I own, the moft humane phyﬁognoxmﬁ
he who fo eagerly fearches whatever is good,
beautiful, and noble in nature, who delights in
the Ideal, who duly exercifes, nourithes, refines
his tafte, with humanity more improved, more
perfe&, more holy; even he is in frequent dan-
ger, at leaft, is frequently tempted to turn from
the common herd of depraved men; from the
deformed, the foolith, the apes, the hypocrites,
the vulgar of mankind; in danger of forgetting
-that thefe mis-fhapen forms, thefe apes, thefe hy-
. pocrites, alfo, are men ; and that, notwithftand-.
ing all his imagined, or his real excellence, all
his noble feelings, the purity of his views (and
who has caufe to boaft of thefe?), all the firmnefs,
the foundnefs, of his reafon, the feelings of his
heart, the powers with which he is endowed,
although he may appear to have approached the
fublime ideal of Grecian art, ftill he is, very pro-
bably, from his own moral defeéts, in the eyes
of fuperior beings, in the eyes of his much more
righteous brother, as dlﬁorted as the moft ridi-

culous,
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culous, moft depraved, moral, or phyfical mon
fter appears to be in his eyes. -

Liable as we are to forget this, remmdmg is
neceflary, both to the ‘writer and the reader of
this work.—Forget not that even the wifeft of
men are men. FKorget not how much pefitive
good may be found, even in the worft ; and that
they are as neceffary, as good, in their place, as
thou art. Are they not equally indifpenfable,
equally unfuppliable? They poffefs pot, either
in mind or body, the {malleft thing exadtly as
thou doft. Each is wholly, and in‘every part,
as individual as thou art;. :

Confider each as if he were ﬁngle;lp the uni-
verfe : then wilt thou.d‘_ifcovexj‘ppngis and exs
cellencies in him which abﬁra&edly of compa-

Compare him, afterward, Wxth chers ; his
fimilarity, his diffimilarity, to fo many of his
fellow creatures. How muft this -incite thy
amazement! How wilt thou value theindividu-
ality, the indifpenfability of his being ! How wilt
thou wonder at the harmony of his parts, each
contributing to form one whole; at their-rela-
tion, the relation of his million fold individual-
ity, to fuch multitudes of other individuals! Yes!

We wonder and adore the fo fimple, yet. fo infis
mtely
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nitely varied, expreffion of almighty power in-
conceivable, fo efpecially, and fo glorioufly, re<
vealed in the nature of man.

No ‘man ceafes to be'a man, how low foever
he may fink beneath the dignity of human na-
ture. Not being beaft he flill is capable of
amendment, of approaching perfe@ion. The
worft of faces ftill is a human face. Humanity
ever continues the honour and ornament of man.

It is as impoffible for a brute animal to become
man, although he may in many a&ions ap-
proach, or almoft furpafs him, as for man to be-
come a brute, although many men indulge them-
felves in a&ions which we cannot view in brutes
without abhorrence.

But the very capacity ‘of voluntarily debaﬁng
himfelf in appearance, even below brutality, is
the honour and privilege of man. This very
capacity of imitating all things by an a& of his
will, and the power of his underftanding. This
very capacity man only has, beafts have not.—
The countenances of beafts are not fufceptible
of any remarkable deterioration, ‘nor are they
capable of any remarkable amelioration, or beau-
tifying. The worft of the countenances of men
may be ftill more debafed, but they may, alfo, to
a certain degree, be improved, and ennobled.

The



12 OF THE UNIVERSAL EXCELLENCE

The degree of perfe@ion, or degradation, of
which man is capable, cannot be defcribed.

For this reafon, the worft countenance has a
. well-founded claim to the notice, efteem, and
hope of all good men.

Again ; in every human countenance, how-
ever debafed, humanity flill is vifible; that is,
the image of the Deity.

I have feen the worft of men, in their worft
of moments, yet could not all their vice, blaf-
phemy, and oppreflion of guilt, extinguifh the
light of good that fhone in their countenances ; -
the fpirit of humanity, the ineffaceable traits of
internal, eternal, perfeQibility.—The finner we
would exterminate, the man we muft embrace.

Oh phyfiognomy! What a pledge art thou of
the everlafting clemency of God toward man! -

Therefore, enquirer into nature, enquire what
a&ually is.—Therefore, man, be man, in all thy
refearches ; form not to thyfelf ideal beings, for
thy ftandard of comparifon,

Wherever power is there is fubje& of admi-
ration ; and human, or, if {fo you would ra-
ther, divine power, is in all men. Man is 8
part of the family of men: thou art man, and
every other man is a branch of the fame tree, 2
- member of the fame body,—is, what thou art,
and



OF THE FORM OF MAN. 13

and more deferving regard than were he the fame
identical being, had exaily the fame goodnefs,
the fame degree of worth -thou haft; for he
would then no longer be the fingle, indifpen-
fable, unfuppliable, individual THOU ART.—
Oh man'! Rejoice with whatever rejoices in its
exiftence, and contean no being whom God
doth not contemn. |

III. ON
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L

ON THE STUDY OF PHYSIOGNOMY,
ADDRESSED TO

COUNT THUN or VIENNA.

You permit me, honoured Count, to com-
municate my thoughts to you, on the ftudy of
phyfiognomy. It appears to me that all trea-
tifes of this kind have neither precifion, perfpi-
cuity, nor force fufficient when they are only
general, and are not addrefled to fome one, of
whom it is previoufly known that he is able to
prove, and will be at the labour of proving,
each propofition ; that he will firengthen proof
by experiment, and that he will remark each
negle@, obfcurity, and ambiguity. All I have
before written on phyfiognomy is not of fo
much importance as what I now intend to
write, on the ftudy of that {cience, and the
method to be employed in phyfiognomeonical
obfervation. Should the precepts I give be fuc-
cefsful, fo will, alfo, my whole work. Yet do I
feel an infinite difficulty in explaining myfelf, fo
clearly, accurately, and intelligibly, as is requi-
fite for the promotion of the ftudy of true phy-

- fiognomy.
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fiognomy. I know that when I fhall have, with
all poffible attention, written fome fheets, and
imagine I have faid all I can fay, there will fill
many imperfe&ions remain ; and that, in defpite
of my utmoft care to be accurate, ftill, to many,
I fhall appear inaccurate. This fcience cannot
perfeitly be taught by book, and no reafonable
perfon will expe& perfe@tion in thefe fragments.
What I am able to do fhall be done. I pretend
not to give rules, to you, fir, who are yourfelf
an accurate obferver, but to fubmit rules to yoyr
examination, I fubmit them to you, becaufe;
you poflefs phyfiognomonical fenfation, the art
of drawing, and have fufficient genius to facili-
tate the fludy of phyfiognomy by the various
aids of which you are poffefled.

Nothing can more effe®ually promote the
ftudy of phyfiognomy than an anfwer to the
queftion, How ought phyfiognomy to be ftu-
died ? Miftakes in phyfiognomy are, probably,
the worft of miftakes; fince they contribute to
the unhappinefs of two perfons, the obferver and
the obferved. How numerous, frequently, are
the ill effe@s of a fingle falf:\ae'ciﬁon ! Still more
. fo of a falfe rule, which is not founded on fre-
quent experiment ; and worfe than either is falfe
information, on which falfe rules are founded.

I there-
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I therefore delayed, as long as poffible, writing
on the manner in which the phyfiognomift
ought to farm himfelf. Separate remarks ought
not to be publithed without the moft fcrupulous
attention to their truth ; much lefs inftru@ions
how remarks are to be made. Reafoning, per-
haps, cannot find a more capacious field of ex-
ercife than in the purfuit of this ftudy. We
fcarcely can be fufficiently on our guard againft
error, in proceeding and in judging, fince error
comes with fuch eafe and rapidity, and is fo fatal
in its confequences. Of this the phyfiognomift
never can be too often warned. Never can he
be too often admonithed to vary and multiply
his obfervations. Never can the man of weak
intelle&ts be too often cautioned to avoid the
ftudy of phyfiognomy. The felf-nominated
phyfiognomift, without feeling, without wif-
dom, reafon, or knowledge, without patience to
obferve and to compare, without the love of
truth or of man, the witling, the cenfurer, the
rafth critick, the fhallow flanderer, oh how mif-
chievous, how dangerous is he in human fociety!
—1I repeat, the phyfiognomift without truth and
" reafon; I do not recal my words, but utter
them with added force. Phyfiognomonical fen-
fation is of all things the moft indifpenfable. It

13
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is the firft, moft effential, of requifites; the
eye of nature, without which all rules and in-
firu@ions are as ufelefs to man as. fpe@acles are
to the blind. Alas! without wifdom, without
rational experiment, comparifon, irritability, rea-
fon, rules, pra&ice, and the art of drawing, how
will the fineft ‘phyfiognomonical genius, if not
often err himfelf, caufe others to err! His fen-
fations will, at leaft, be perplexed and impof-
fible to communicate. For my own part, before
I would recommend, or, rather, before I would
permit the ftudy of phyfiognomy, I muft be con- -
vinced the ftudent poffefles this phyfiognomo-

nical fenfation, underftanding, wif{dom, penetra- - -

tion, the knowledge, and the praltice, of drawing,
Phyfiognomonical fenfation, in order to feel, and
read, natures and chara&eriftics ; underftanding,
wifdom, and penetration, to impart his obferva-
tions, and exprefs them, by general, abftrad,
figns ; and the art of drawing that he may por-
tray charadter to the eye. Wanting thefe the
ftudy of phyfiognomy cannot be brought to per-
fettiop. It is not without reafon that I greatly
fear left incapable men fhould lightly undertake .
the moft difficult of all ftudies, as far as it is de~
fined and fcientific, to the utter degradation of
phyfiognomy ; but I will bear none of the blame.
Vou. IL C - Twill
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I will rather fatigue by too repeatedly warning,
All men have a certain degree of phyfiognomo-~
nical fenfation ; this I know, and loudly, deter-
minedly, proclaim. But every one has not fuf-
ficient fenfation, fufficient reafon, fufficient ca-
pacity, accurately to define, and impart his ob-
fervations. All are not qualified for the ftudy
of phyfiognomy. '

I fhall not repeat what has already been faid,
in the firft volume, concerning the neceflary
endowments of the phyfiognomift, or the diffi-
culties he has to encounter. I fhall only pro-
ceed to lay before him fome remarks, which,
although, as I have already faid, I am conicious
they are very imperfe&, I am alfo convinced,
by experience, they are well adapted to affift
the phyfiognomift in his ftudies.

To the {cholar, who aftks my advice, I will .
fay, If you feel an impulfe to this ftudy, if dif-
ferent countenances affe& you differently, if one
is powerful and prompt to attrad, amother as
powerful, as prompt to repel; if you are de-
firous of reading the heart; if you feel the re-
fiftlefs anxiety of obtaining precifion and cer-
tainty in whatever you undertake, then ftudy
phyfiognomy.

What -
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What is to be underftood by ftudying phy-
fiognomy? '

It fignifies to exercife the feelings, quicken -
fenfibility, acquire the power of imparting, of
delineating, charaerizing, and depi®ing what
we feel and obferve. ,

It fignifies to fearch, limit, and clafs the vie
fible figns of invifible powers.

It fignifies, by the lineaments and changes of
the human countenance, to difcover their caufes
and effe@s.

It fignifies to learn, and to decide with pre~
cifion, what charaer of mind certain forms
and countenances are, or are not, capable of
receiving. :

It fignifies to devife general, aflignable, com-
municable figns of the powers of mind; or, in
- general, the internal faculties of man, and to ap-
ply them with certainty, and facility, to all
cafes.

If this thou art unwilling to learn, then would
I fay, though thou wert my friend, Study not
phyfiognomy. To learn lefs than this deferves
not the appellation of ftudy.

Firft, moft accurately enquire what all human
bodies and countenances have in common, and

wherein they generally differ from all other ani-
: C2 mal,
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. mal, organized bodies. The more certainly and
perfeily thefe differences are underftood, the
more highly will the ftudent think of human
nature, will examine man with a deeper reve-
rence, and difcern his character more diftinctly.
- Next, carefully ftudy the parts, their connec-
tion, combination, and proportion. Read the
Encyclopedie, Durer, or any other author; but
conﬁde not in books, examine, meafure, thy
own proportions : firft alone, afterward in com-
pany with a penetrating, unprejudiced friend ;
then let him, or fome’ other, meafure thee, with-
out interference. ' .

- Attend to two things in meafuring the pro-
portion of the parts, which, in x;'ly opinion,
have not hitherto been accurately diftinguithed,
by any perfon who has confidered proportion ;
and the want of which diftin@ion has occa-
fioned fo many diftortions in drawing, and fo

“~-many erroneous judgments concerning the very
regular works of God, in all their apparent ex-
ceptions ; that is, attend to the difference be-
tween right lined and curve lined proportion,
for this is the very key to phyfiognomy. If
the parts of the countenance, if the limbs are

 proportionate, according to right lined, perpen-
dxcular, admeafurement, the man is then beau-
tiful,
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tiful, well formed, intelligent, ftrong, firm, noble,
in a fuperior degree. All this he alfo may be,
although his parts and members, according to
appearances, vary from this proportion. For
this proportion. may, notwithftanding, be found,
according to curve lines, but it is to be remarked
that reilinear proportion is the moft advan-
tageous and indeftru&ible.

Being once well acquainted with the parts of
the body, their conne&ion, and proportion ; and
fo perfeétly as to difcover, at the firft glance, in
each lineament, whatever is difproportionate,
defe@ive, fuperfluous, whatever is diftorted, or
mifplaced ; and to explain thefe things to others;
having obtained certainty in the eye, and a per-
fpicuity of exquifite difcrimination, which is the
great fenforium of phyfiognomy; then, firft,
may the ftudent venture attentively to obferve
individual chara&er. _

He fhould begin with fuch counte,na.ncés as
are remarkable, in form, and in chara&er ; thould .
examine men whofe features are unambiguous,
pofitive, obvious.

Let him, for example, choofe a man of ex-
traordinary powers of mind, an idiot, a perfon
of exquifite fenfibility, or a cold hard, mfen-

fible, man of iron,
C3 ) ’Let
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Let him ftudy the remarkable charater he
felets, as if he had that alone to ftudy. Firft
generally, afterward in all its parts; defcribe
the whole form, and each particular feature, in
words, as if to a painter, who was to draw a
pi&pre of the perfon. After this delcription,
let the perfon fit, if it be pratticable, to the ftu-
‘dent, as he would to the painter. Begin with
his ftature. Then give the proportions; firft
the apparent, as meafured according to perpen-
dicular and horizontal lines ; proceed afterward
to the forehead, nofe, mouth, chin, and efpe-
_ cially to the figure, colour, pofition, fize, and
depth of the eyes.

Having finithed the defcription, examine it
word by word, line by line, with attention, ‘
. while the perfon is prefent. Carefully enquire .
- if nothing be wanting, nothing fuperflucus; if
all is-truth, all accurately exprefled. Draw the
figure of the perfon, when he is abfent, accord-
ing to this defeription. If the ftudent cannot
produce a general refemblance of chara&er, he
has not well defcribed; nor well obferved ; has
not obferved as a ftudent in phyfiognomy ought
to obferve. ‘That'this kind of exercife may
become more perfe@, a habit muft be acquired
of ftudying any countenance, fo as to feize, and

deeply
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deeply imprefs, its moft prominent features on
the memory, in a féw moments. My method
is firft to examine the form, whether it be
round, oval, fquare, or angular, and under what
general figure it may be moft ‘properly claffed.
Having obferved the full face, I next ex-
amine the profile, perhaps by dividing it into
two parts. I then define its perpendicular length,
according to the three cuftomary divifions, and
remark its perpendicular variations: then the |,

relative pofition of thefe three parts, the fore-

head, the nofe, the chin. This I can the eaﬁex
do if I imagine a right line, paffing from the
extreme point of the upper lip, unmedw.tely un-
der the nofe, to the point of the deepeft part of
the cavity under the forehead, by which this re-
lative pofition, in all countenances, naturally di-
vides itfelf into three principal feGtions: the
_perpendicular, the line projeting at the lower
point, or the line proje&ing at the upper point.
Without having fuch fimple and determinate
rules it will never be poffible for the imagination
to retain the true form of the head, phyfiogno-
* monically accurate. I muft here alfo remark,
to young painters, that, unlefs they precifely
notice thefe two fixed points, it will fcarcely be
poffible for them ever to delineate a counte-

| C3 nance
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nance phyfiognomonically.—Having impreffed
thefe two points in my memory, I more mi-
nutely confider, firft, the forehead ; afterward,
the eyebrows, the fpace between the eyes, the
defcent to the nofe, the nofe itfelf ; ‘then the in-
defcribably ‘charaeriftic fpace between the tip
of the nofe and where it joins the lip, which
can only be of three kinds. It muft form a
right, an obtufe, or an acute, angle. I next re-
mark whether the upper or under-fide of this
angle be the longeft : afterward I examine the
mouth, which, likewife, in the profile, can only
have three principal forms. The upper lip is
either over the under, even to it, or proje&ting
beyond it. In like manner muft the chin be
meafured and claffed. The line defcending to
- it will either be perpendicular, projeiing, or re-
treating ; and the line formed by the under part
of the chin will either be horizontal, afcending,
or defcending. I, alfo, particularly remark the
form of the jaw-bone; how far it is, or is not,
left vifible by the mufcular parts, which often
~ is moft decifively fignificant. I eftimate the
eye, firft, by its diftance from the root of the
nofe, next, according to its fize, colour, the
curve of the upper and lower parts of the eye-
lid ; by which means, in a fhort time, I can, as

' I may
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I may fay, learn the countenance by rote: and

countenances may be ftudied by rote, in the

fame manner as poems, the principal parts of
which we firft examine, then imprefs fuccefl-

{ive paffages on the memory, and, feizing the

book, examine how far we are perfe&, ftill re-

curring to the text whenever we find ourfelves

defective. Thus I ftudythe countenance. With-

out this exercife of the memory, the fpirit of
obfervation will ever remain dull, nor ever at-

tain that high excellence which is mdlfpenfable

in the ftudy of phyfiognomy.

Some chara&eriftic countenance being thus
thoroughly ftudied ; then, for fome few days,
obferve all countenances that happen to be met;
and let all thofe pafs that have not fome remark-
able conformity of features to the one already
ftudied. That fuch conformity may be the
more eafily perceived, let obfervation, -at firft,
be conﬁne«} sto the forehead.—As is the refem-~
blance of the forehead fo will be the refem-
blance of the reft of the features.—The grand
fecret of phyfiognomonical obfervation confifts
in fimplifying, developing, producing, the prin-
cipal, the chara&eriftic features.—If, for exam-~ -
ple, a refembling forehead be found ; and, con-
fcquently, according to our axiom, a refembling

s countenance ;

;
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countenance ; the next effort muft be to define
the varieties, and what is wanting to form a
perfe& refemblance, and fix the charater of the
perfon newly obferved in the memory, efpeci-
ally its moft confpicuous parts. If decifive re-
femblances are found in both, I fay decifive,
this is a certain proof that the extraordinary
part of the phyfiognomonical character is dif-
covered, {o far as that extraordinary part of
charaCter is not contradited by other men,
who have thefe marks, and have not this charac-
ter. Should fuch exceptions be found (but with
difficulty will they be found) it may then be

concluded that thefe prominent phyfiognomo-
nical marks, which were fuppofed decifive of
charaer, are, in reality, not the deciding marks
of chara&ter. 'That ‘error may be the lefs pro-
bable, watch thefe decifive members, when that
which is extraordinary in the charaer is a&tive,
is put in motion. Attentively remark the fharp-
nefs of the lines which is then produced, by the
motion of the mufcles, and compare thefe lines
in the two countenances. If thefe refemble, no
longer doubt of the refemblance of the minds.
Should any uncommon trait be found in an
uncommon man, and the like trait be found in

another equally uncommon man, and in no
' other
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other perfon whatever, then will this trait be
the grand mark of charaGter, and the key to
innumerable fimilar {hades. ‘ .

For example, Haller, certainly, in many re-
fpets, was an extraordinary man. Among
other remarkable features, which he had in
common with other men of underftanding, I’
obferved a trait, a line, a muicle, below the eye,
which I never faw, after this form, in any other
man. I do not yet know what it denotes, but
I pay attention to all countenances, and the firft
which I fhall meet, with this trait, I fhall care-
fully examine, fhall turn the difcourfe on thofe
fubjes in which Haller excelled, or on fuch as
will eafily make it vifible whether a perfon with
fuch a trait poflefles any portion of the fpirit of
Haller. From a multitude of former obferva-
tions I am convinced that can I find two more
countenances with this trait, another great let-
ter in the alphabet of phyfiognomy is difco-
vered. ‘Haller may have had weaknefles, of
which this trait may be a token; it, therefore,
may be found in fome very common men, who,
without Haller’s numerous excellencies, may,
_in common with him, poflefs only this defe&.
The contrary, however, is probably the fa&;
but, without encouraging prejudices for either

: : opinion,
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opinion, I fhall patiently wait till I can difcover
the trait. |

Another moft important rule is to ftudy the
moft extraordinary charaters, examine the ex-
cefs, the extreme of character, and the extremes
of the oppofite charalters ; at one time the moft
decifive traits of benevolent good, and at another
of deftru@ive evil; now the greateft of poets,
next the dulleft of profe writers ; the idiot born,
and the man of genius.

With this view vifit hofpitals for idiots. Be-
gin with drawing the grand outline of the moft
remarkable traits of the moft ftupid. Thofe
firft which all have in common ; and next fuch
as are individually peculiar. Having drawn
what is particular, what is general will foon ap-
pear. From what is general, recur again to
- what is individual; defcribe and draw, draw
and defcribe.  Study each part ; cover the other
parts with the hand; confider the conneion,
the relation. Enquire where the decifive is to
be found. Is it in this feature, or in this? Se-
le& certain traits, and add them to the other
features, that the eombination and effe& of" the
whole may be found.

Seek, afterward, for the company of men of
wifdom and profound thought, and proceed as

Eefore.
If
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If time and opportunity are wanting to draw
the whole countenance, and ftudy it perfedtly,
particular attention is neceflary to be paid to
two lines. Having thefe the chara&er of the
countenance is obtained, that is to fay, the key
to the charaGter.—Thefe lines are that from be-
fore the mouth, when the lips are clofed, or
opened, and that defcribed by the eyelid, over the
pupil. To underftand thefe is equal to what is
called underftanding the countenance. I boldly
maintain, by thefe two lineaments, it is poffible,
it is eafy, to decypher the mind, the heart of
every man.—Not by ME, but by him who has
more time and talents for obfervation. All
countenances, whofe chara&ters I think I know,
I can underftand by the aid of thefe two lines.
The greateft painters after nature have negleGed
them, although the very foul of refemblance de-
pends on a ftri&t adherence to thefe lineaments,
If they ever introduce a manner, it is into thefe,
and from thefe it is eafy to difcover whether the
mafter be, or be pot, a found phyfiognomift.
But fince, in practice, thefe two lines are fo
finely arched, fo moveable, that an exceedingly
experienced eye is requifite to define them with
precifien, and fince, befide thefe, the eyebrows
in many perfons are hkewxfe highly expreflive,

I fre-
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I frequently call in the affiftance of the profile,
which it is eafier to define in the parts about the
eye than in thofe near the mouth. But, where
that is not fufhicient, I have recourfe to the de-
- fcent of the forehead to the nofe, and that of the
nofe to the mouth. Thefe two firm and almoft
unchangeable parts of the profile I delineate in
- imagination, that I may afterward be able to re-
prefent and preferve them in an aGual drawing.
Accurate examination, and repeated compa-
rifon, between the two moveable, and the two
immoveable lines, will teach us, that they, as in
general all the features of the countenance, have
a moft immediate relation to each other; fo that
the one will immediately be denoted by the other;
and experience will teach us, in time, having the
one given, to produce the other. -In order to
* acquire this perfection, fo indefcribably import-
ant, it is neceflary to draw nothing but the out-
lines of the upper eyelid and the mouth, of the
- fame perfon, and to draw them, continually, on
the fame paper; each pair of fuch lines, fepa-
rately, on one paper, that they may the more
eafily be placed fide by fide, compared, and
claffed. The two other lines may eafily be ob-
tained by the means of fhades. A number of
thefe thould alfo be drawn, on feparate cards,
that

\
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that they may be arranged. After which their
exa& proportions are to be determined.

———— e

Yet I fay not, noble Count, to the phyfiog-
nomift, ftudy, defcribe, draw, fele®, compare
by repeated obfervation, thefe charaeriftic, il-
luftrating, traits, alone.—No—Study all, negle&t
no part, of the countenance. Each trait con-
tains the whole chara&er of man, as, in the
fmalleft of the works of God, the chara@er of
Deity is contained.” God can create nothing
which ‘is not divine. The truly wife man, as
wife, utters not the {malleft folly. His fmalleft
a&ions have meaning. To fin againft a part of
the countenance, by defpifing it, is to fin againft
the whole. He who formed the eye, to fee, alfo
planted the ear. He is never at variance with
himfelf. How can I often enough, emphati-
cally enough, awfully enough, declare God and
nature are never at variance !—As is the eye fo
is the ear; as the forehead fo each individual
hair. Every minute part has the nature and
chara@er of the whole. Each fpeaks truth, the
truth of the whole*. To us, indeed, one fpeaks

with

* Nulla enim corporis pars eft, quamlibet- minuta et exilis, quan-
tumvis abje&a et ignobilis, guz non aliquod argumentum infita na-
tur, et quo animus inclinet, exhibeat. Lemnius,
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with a louder, another with a more gentle,
voice ; but the language of all is the fame. It
is the harmony of innumerable voices proclaim-
ing truth.—There are fome moments in which
the whifpers of nature are more intelligent than
her loudeft cries. Frequently the paffage of an
author which fhall feem wideft of meaning ex-
plains fomething the moft effential. A trifling,
inferior, trait in the countenance fhall often be
the key to the whole. The folemn teftimony of
St. Paul is here applicable. * There is nothing
“ common of itfelf, but to him only that efteem-
“ eth any thing to be common,” Yes, “ Heaven
“ and earth fhall {ooner pafs away than one -
“ jot,' or one tittle,, of the countenance, lofe its
¢ fignifying power.”

Thou art unworthy, that is to fay, incapable,
to ftudy the countenance of man, if thou ex-
cludeft the fmalleft thing as unworthy of remark.

I add, however, the ftudent may, probably,
have a particular capacity for the obfervation of
this or that particular feature, or member. As
- various men are varioufly affeted by different
arts and {ciences, fo is it with the countenance.
He, therefore, fhould carefully examine how far
he has fuch propenfities, for the examination of
one trait or member, more than another, and

fuch
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fuch trait or member he fhould ftudy, firft, and
qmaft; as if no other were to be ftudied, but
that the whole charater were contained in this
particular trait. '

Whoever would ftudy phyfiognomy fhould
apply himfelf to the ftudy of fhades. He that
defpifes them defpifes phyfiognomy. If he have
-no phyfiognomonical fenfation for fhades, he
‘has none for the human countenance ; while he
-who poffefles this phyfiognomonical fenfation,
at the fight of fhades, will read the couritenance
with as much facility as he would read an open
book. o
Make the taking of thades a prattice; and to
write down what is known of the charaer of
the original, in the moft clear and precife terms.

Having obtained a number of fuch accurate
thades, the characters of the originals of which
are well kncwn; do not firft arrange thofe
which appear to have a fimilarity of intelleGtual
or moral characer. For, firft, the moft precife
unphyfiognomonical defcription, in words, is in-
determinate ; and, fecondly, which is the confe-
‘quence of the firft, there are innumerable moral
and intelle@®ual excellencies and defeds, to de-
fcribe which we have but fome general term, and
which, internally, are widely different, there-

Vor. 1L, D ' fore,
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fore, are exprefled in the countenance by traits as
" widely different as themfelves. Thus two men of
extraordinary genius may have countenances the
moft oppofite. For this reafon, we muft not be-
gin with clafling their fhades by words, which
may charatterife the originals. For example, we
* muft not fay this is a man of genius; this is an~
other man of genius : therefore we will compare
the two, and fee what their thades have in com-
mon.—It. may happen that they have nothing in
common, but that their thades are abfolutely dif-
fimilar.—The fhades, therefore, fhould firft be
ranged according to their refemblance.—The
refemblance of the forehead.—* Thefe fore-
“ heads are not alike—Where then is the like-
“ nefs of their minds to be difcovered? This
« forchead retreats, is thus or thus arched, forms
¢ this kind of angle, and this is much the fame.
“Let us examine whether their minds ate
“ equally fimilar.” To anfwer fuch quefticns,
with all poffible precifion, the great fhades
thould,” firft, be meafured by a proper inftru-
ment, and their propartions afcertained between
the height from the eyebrows to the crown of the
head ; fo.fhould their diagonal lines. Thus will
the perfevering ftudent find what he is in fearch
of, will find that the refemblance of outlines
exprefs refembling powers of mind; that the

- fame
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fame kind of forchead generally denotes the
fame mode of confidering fubje@s, of obferva-
tion, of fenfation ; that, as each country has its
latitude and correfponding temperature, fo has
each countenancé, each forehead, their latitude;
 their correfponding temperature. C

The phyfiognomift might facilitate his obfers
vations, were he to mark the various thades of
the forehead with various letters of the alpha.
bet, fo that each forehead might have its corre.
fpondent letter, or its general name, appropnated
to itfelf. , .

— et

- Particular attention fhould be paid to what
are the kind of charaers that aré moft, or- leaft,
expreflive, taken in fhades, and obferve whether
the altive charalters do not appear much more
ftriking than the fenfitive and paffive. A habit
thould be- obtained of -drawing. countenances
with facility, after which the eye, mouth, and
features, fhould be added, in the abfence of the
original; and next the profile drawn from
o, viewing the full face, and the full face from the

* profile. S

Sketches from fancy fhould be drawn, and.,
lines and features fought for, in them, that have
fome determinate fignifications.

' D2 . Let
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Let each of thefe traits be fimplified, as much :
as poflible, and each be drawn in the moft care-
ful manner, on a feparate paper, that they may
be afterward arranged and compared at plea-
fure. "

By this apparently mﬁmg pradice, the moft
difficult things will foon become eafy.

Let the principal view of the ftudent be di-
reCted to every poflible mode of fimplifying and
tranfpofing of features. :

e ————

I hold the bafis of the forehead to be the fum
of all the innumerable outlines of the fcull ; or
thé fum of all its radii from the crown of the
head. _

I fufpe&ted a priori, and was afterward con-
vinced, from proof, that the whole capacity, and
perfe@ibility, of a healthy man, is exprefled in
this principal line: and a perfe& phyfiognomo-
nical eye, contemplating a multitude from a
window, would, from this outline, read the cha-

- m&er of each individual.

. Therefore, to acquire the habit of fele&nng
this principal line, it will be neceflary to draw
the fame forehead in front and in proﬁle,"to

take the fhades, and afterward meafure them.
It is a difficult, but not impoffible, undertaking
to
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to delineate the whole principal outline of the. '
fcull, as it would appear feen in front, or’in
profile. The fignificant variations. of thefe prin-
" cipal outlines may eafily be obferved, and trea-
fured up by the ftudent who fhall vifit a con-
vent, and obferve the fthorn.heads of the monks,
when bowed down in prayer.

N

Waking men feldom fuffer themfelves to be
accurately obferved. There are numerous op-
portunities of feeing them, but the opportunity
in which they may be fcrutinized, without of-
fenfive indifcretion, is rarely found. But, fleep~
- ing, how inftru@ive are they to the phyfiogno-
mift '—Draw, delineate, feparate parts, features,
outlines, preferve the pofition of the fleeper, par-
ticularly the difpofition of the body, head, legs,
and arms. They are indefcribably fignificant,
efpecially in children. Compare the form of
the countenance and the pofition ; and wonder-
‘ful harmony will be difcovered. Each counte~
nance has its peculiar pofition of body, and of
arms.

"The dead, and impreffions of the dead, taken
in plafter, are no lefs worthy obfervation. - Their
' D3 ‘ fettled
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fettled features are much more prominent than
in the living, and the fleeping. What life makes
fugitive, death arrefts; what was indefinable is
defined. All is reduced to its proper level;
each trait is in its true proportion, unlefs excru~
ciating difeafe, or accident, have preceded death.

s t——es

There is nothing I would more ftrongly re-
commend to the phyfiognomift than the ftudy
of exa@®, and unchangeable bufts, in plafter.
How leifurely, how calmly, how accurately,
may he examine fuch bufts! They may be
turned and placed how he pleafes. The fhades
of every kind may be taken and meafured.
They may be cut at pleafure, and each divifion
accurately drawn : the great outlines may all be
determined, even to mathematical precifion. In
this manner the phyfiognomift fixes his atten-
tion on the firm, the unchangeable truth, of
phyfiognomy ; that truth and ftability to which
his obfervations fhiould all be unremittingly di-
re&ted. |
- Whoever compares the plafter bufts of ‘men
of genius and idiots with each other, whoever
diffeéts, draws, and meafures them, part by part,
will have faith in phyfiognomy, equal to the
belief of his own cxiﬁence'; and his knowledge

of
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of other men will, in time, equal the knowledge
he has of himfelf. :

For a fimilar purpofe, I advife the phyfiog-
nomift to-collect the fculls of known perfons;
to take the fhades of thefe fculls, which fhould
be placed all in one horizontal row, 4o that he
may take the triangle that circumicribes each, I
repeat, of perfons known ; for, before he teaches,
he muft be taught. The known muft be com-
pared with the known;  indubitable extérnal
chara&er with indubitable internal ; and, having
perfely ‘difcovered the proportions of thefe,
then muft he firft fearch the propertions of the
unknown, and the nearly fimilar. Wheever
too haftily rejects this counfel will as fudden]y
be expofed to laughter, and become dxfplrlted
It would be folly to fuppofe that all who de-
light in phyfiognomy fhould be expected im-
mediately to folve every problem that is pre-
fented ; nor would the folly of renouncing the
ftudy becaufe this is impoffible be lefs. Man
muft have hefore he can give. I therefore
advife the ftudent to, exercife himfelf, and give
- unprefuming judgments among his friends;
but not to anfwer the inquifitive, whofe mo-
tives do not originate in the love of truth, but

- Dga in
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in idle curiofity. He who is vainly defirous of
making a parade of his phyfiognomonical know-
ledge, who does not confider the fcience too fa-
ered for fuch abufe, will never make any great
progrefs in the difcovery of truth. The truth
thould firft be fought for felf-information, felf-
conviction, and afterward difcovered to the pe-
netrating friend. Truth acquired fhould alfo
be preferved, and applied to the difcovery of
* more truth ; which is evident as day, certain as
death. Anfwer not idle enquiries, nor inereafe
the difficulties to be encountered by too preci-
pitate decifions. ‘
" - A colle@tion of medals, in plafter, of ancient
and modern heads, is an aid moft neceflary to
the phyfiognomift ; as are all profiles, which are
{mall, and well defined ; for they are eafy to ar-
‘range, in every poflible order. Though the
flexible features, in medals, are feldom exad,
yet the larger parts are, for that reafon, the
more accurate ; and, though they fhould be in-’
accurate, they ate ftill important to the phyfiog-
" homift, for the exercife of phyfiognomonical fen-

* fation, and the claffing of countenances.
S —————————eam

Language never can be fuﬁicientiy ftudied.
All error ongmates in the deficiencies of lan-

guage,




ON THE STUDY OF PHYSIOGNOMY. 4}

guage, the want of peculiar chara&eriftic figns,
Truth muft be acknowledged as-truth, ‘if it be
exprefled with fufficient precifion, if it be fuf-
ficiently feparated, fimplified, and illuftrated.
Man muft receive truth with irrefragable con-
viction, when it is prefented to him unclouded,
unmixed, unadulterated.——Study languageé,
therefore, efpecially the mother tongue, and the
French, which is fo rich in chara&eriftic, and
phyfiognomonical terms. Wherever a word,
peculiarly fignificant, in reading or converfa-
tion, occurs, it ought to be remembered, and in-
ferted in the common place book: fuch as epi-
thets that exprefs every gradation of love, of
underftanding, wit, and other qualities.

A regifter, the moft perfect that can be ob-
tained, of all charaQeriftic eountenances, is a
very neceffary aid for the ftudent, which he
muft compile from the writings of thofe who
have known men beft, and from his own obfer-
vation.” I have colle¢ted above four hundred
epithets for countenances, of various kinds, yet,
by no means, have fufficient, at prefent. The
phyfiognomift thould fearch for, or invent, a
chara@eriftic epithet for every countenance he
confiders ; but fuch epithets fhould not be too -
haftily applied. All the varieties of epithets,

that
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that are fignificant, fhould be written down:
but, before the. outline of a countenance that is
arranged under any fuch epithet be drawn, and
accurately defcribed, every care fheuld be taken
that one countenance is not cm;founded with
another. '

Some of my general claffing words are, love,
mind, moral, immoral fenfation, power, wit, un-
derftanding, tafte, religion, imperfeion, local-
countenances, rank-countenances, office-counte-
nances, mechanic-countenances.

Specimen of epithets under the title wit.

- Wit, captious wit, witling, firong wit, dull
witted, quick witted, fweet witted, mifchievous
wit, acrimonious wit, vain witted, {evere witted, .
dry witted, cold witted, rude icy witted, vulgar
wit, {fea wit, thieves wit, rapid wit, raillery, droli-
ery, fancifu] repartee, petulant, comic, burlefque,
malignant, fmiling, laughing, humorous, cyni~
cal wit; refined wit, &c. &c.

e ———— v geemee
~ Having fought the charalter of the counte-

nance, in paintings, or drawings, by himfelf, or
others, the ftudent, then, thould draw this coun-
tenance, with the charaleriftic outline ; which
may often be done by a few fimple ftrokes, or
even by dotr.ixig. My continual endeavour is ta

fimplify.
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fimplify. 'The three things to which, efpecially,
attention fhould be paid are, the general form
of the countenance, the relation of its conftitu-
ent parts, and their curved lines, or pofitions;
all which may eafily be expreffed by the moﬂ:
fimple marks.

If there.be a difficulty in finding the a&ual,
the pofitive, charadter of the countenance, it
fhould be fought by analogy; the regifter of
epithets fhould be examined, word by word,
and fuch epithets as appear to have any relation
to the countenance written down. The amount
of thefe may enable the ftudent to difcover the .
true epithet. If no epithet can be found applid
cable to the countenance from this copious re-
gifter, let not that countenance be forgotten in"
any of its pofitions, traits, or wrinkles, until
it is decyphered. The more enigmatical the
countenance is, the more will it ferve, when ex-
plained, as a key for the explication of others.

Study the beft painters; copy the beft por-
 traits, the beft hiftorical pieces. Among the
portrait painters, I hold facred Mignard, Lar-
gilliere, Rigaud, Kneller, Reynolds, and Van-
dyck. I prefer Mignard’s and Rigaud’s por-
~ traits to Vandyck’s, who is often deficient in.
~ induftry and illufion ; fince he rather confidered
the
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the whole, and the fpirit of the counténance,
than its minute parts. Gibbon, Vanderbanck,
Mans, Poel, and probably others, whofe names
do not occur to my memory at this moment,
excepted, how many Dutch, Englith, and Italian,
painters, fuppofing the axiom true which fays
the fervile copyift is no painter, have reproach-
fully omitted to copy the fine minutie of na-
ture, and impofed upon tafte the fpecious, in-
toxicating, general, likenefs, from which little is

to be learnt by the phyfiognomift. General !—
Does nature work thus in general I—Yes, ye
Generalift ! I fhall certainly confider you as the

beft of the fcholars, the imitators, of nature !
Kupezki, Kilian, Lucas Kranache, and Hol-
bein particularly, are among the firft of portrait
painters. How much more will the phyfiog-
nomift learn from thefe, although good tafte
and freedom are often wanting! Truth muft
eveér be preferred to beauty. 1 would rather
write the true than the beautiful. I mean not
to praife what is confufed, but the beft pictures
of Erafmus, by Holbein, greatly exceed all the
portraits of Vandyck, in truth and fimplicity.
To defpife what is minute is to defpife nature.
What can be more minute, and lefs confufed,
than the works of nature? The heads of Te-
niers
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niers are invaluable to the phyfiognomift, al-

though, with his microfcopic minutenefs, he has
~ negle@ed to convey the fpirit of the whole.—
Neither can Soutmann, excellent as many of his’
heads are, be recommended to the ftudent of
phyfiognomy. The precifion and certainty of
Blyhof are, to me, more valuable ; and the por-
traits of Morin are fcarcely to be equalled for
the phyfiognomift. ' o

] have only feen a few heads of Rembrandt
that can be of ufe to the ftudent. ‘

Colla would, probably, have been one of the
greateft of portrait painters, had he not died in
youth. Moft of his heads are excellent for the
" ftudy of phyfiognomy. ’ L

Among hiftorical defigners and pamters, a
fmall number of whom were phyfiognomifts,
while the remainder applied themfelves to the -
expreflion of the paffions, only the following
are, in many refpe@s, worthy notiee ; though, .
in reality, the worft may aﬁ'ord materials to the
ftudent. ‘

Nature, the noble, intoxicating pleafure, the
fublilne, may be learnt from Titian. There is
a portrait by him, at Duffeldorf, which has few
equals, in the natural and fublime. |

The features of pride, contempt, feverity, ar-

- rogancey
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rogance, and power reprefled, are confpicuous
in the works of Michael Angelo.

In Guido Rheni, all the traits of calm, pure,
heavenly, love...

" In Reubens, the lineaments of all tha.t is cruel,
powerful, benign and—hellith. It is to be re-
gretted that he did not paint more portraits.
His Cardinal Ximenes, at Duffeldorf, furpaffes
the beft of the Vandycks.

In Vanderwerf, features and countenances re-
plete with the pureft, the nobleft, humility ; and
godlike fuffering.

In Larefle, flill more, in Pouflin, and moft of
. all, in Raphael ; fimplicity, greatnefs of concep-
tion, tranquil fuperiority, fublimity the moft ex~
alted. Raphael never can be enough ftudied, al-
though he only exercifed his mind on the rareft
forms, and the grandeft traits of countenance.

In Hogarth—Alas! how little of the noble,
how little of beauteous expreflion is to be found
" in this——1I had almoft faid, falfe prophet of
. beauty ! But what an immenfe treafure of fea-

tures of meannefs in excefs, vulgarity the moft
difgufting, humour the moft nreﬁﬂ;lble, and vice
the moft unmanly !

In Gerard Douw, l;'ulgar chara&er, deceit, at-
tention.—There is a piGture of a mountebank,

. by
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by him, at Duffeldorf, from the countenance of
whom, and his hearers, the phyfiognomift may
abftra&t many a lineament. ‘

In Wilkenboon, the beft defined expreflions
of ridicule.

In Spranger, every kind of violent paﬂion.

In Callot, every fpecies of beggar, knave, and
thief, are chara&terifed. The worft of this kind
are, alfo, to be found in A. Bath,

In H. Goltz and Albert Durer, every kmd
of comic, mean, common, mechanical, fennle,
boorith countenance, and feature. .
~ In M. Vos, Lucas van Leyden, and Sebaﬁxan
Brand, all thefe, and ftill more ; many traits ang
countenances full of the noble power and truth
of apoftolic greatnefs.

'In Rembrandt, all the moﬁ: taftelefs paffions
of the vulgar. *

In Annibal Caracci, traits of the ridiculous,
and every kind of the ftrong, and the vicious,
caricatured. He had the gift, fo neceflary to
the phyﬁognomlﬁ of portraying much charac-
ter in a few ftrokes. = .

*In Chodowiecki, innumerable traits of inno-
cence ; of the child, the fervant, the virgin, the
matron ; of vices, of the geftures, of the paf-
fions ; ia citizens, nobles, foldiers, and courtiers..

In
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In Schellenberg, every trait of vulgar humour.

In La Fage, the behaviour, and poﬁures, of
voluptuous Bacchants.

In Rugendas, all imaginable features of wrath,
pain, paffion, and exultation.

In Bloemart, little, except fome poﬁtnons of
relaxed, filent, affliGion.

In Schlutter, every lineament of a calm, noble,
great mind, fuffering bodily pain—The fame
racked, in the diftortions of Rode.

In Fufeli, gigantic traits of rage, terror, mad-
nefs, pride, fierce diftraction, hell.

In Mengs, the traits of tafte, nobility, har-
mony, and tranquillity of foul.

In Weft, exalted fimplicity, tranquillity, in-
fantine innocence.

In Le Brun, the eyes, eyebrows, and mouths,
of every paffion. :

Add your own name, noble Count, to thofe
of the great mafters whom the phyﬁognomlﬂs
may and will ftudy.

Let the ftudent fele& every kind of trait,
from thefe and other mafters, and clafs, and
‘infert them in his common place port folio, then
-will he, I am convinced, very fhortly, {fee what

-though all may, none do fee, know what all
"may, none do know. Yet from all thefe paint-
‘ ers
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ers hie will, ten times for one, only gain pathog-
nomonical knowledge. His phyfiognomonical
acquifitions will be few. Still, however, though
not frequently, he will fometimes be inftru&ted.
And here, noble Count, will I, at this time, con-
clude ; that I may not weary one who does agt
make phyfiognomy his only ftudy.

Vou. IL - E SECOND
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SECOND LETTER ON THE STUDY
OF PHYSIOGNOMY,

ADDRESSED TO

COUNT THUN, ar VIENNA.

PERMIT me, noble Count, to fend a few
more mifcellaneous thoughts, counfels, and en-
treaties to the phyfiognomift, for your infpec-
tion, if you are not already fatigued by my for-
mer eflay. I fhall be as brief as poffible. How
few fhall I be able to fay of the innumerable
things which ftill remain to be faid! Not all, but
the moft neceflary, and as they occur; what-
ever the order, the matter will be the fame.
I.

Nature forms man according to one ftand-
ard ; which, however various, always continues,
like the pentograph, in the fame parallelifm and
proportion,

Every man who, without fome external acci-
dent of force, does not remain in the general pa-
tallelifm of humanity is a monfter born; and
the more he remains in the pureft, horizontal,
perpendicular, parallelifm of the huinan form,

the

- -
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the more is he perfe@®, manly, and divine*,
This is an obfervation which I fhould firft re-
quire the ftudent to demonftrate; and, after-
ward, to make it a general principle. Often
bas it been faid, yet not often enough, that the
greateft of minds may inhabit the moft de-
formed of bodies; genius and virtue may take
up their abode in many a diftorted fhape, as.
they often do in the pooreft huts ; but are there
not huts in which no human being can ftand
upright ; and are there not heads, are there not
forms, in which no greatnefs of mind, no ge-
nius, can eret itfelf? Therefore let the phyfi-
ognomift feek for thofe beauteous, thofe well
proportioned, forms, in which great minds are
ever found, and which forms, though they may
deviate from proportion, ftill leave fufficient
freedom and room for the abode of talents and
virtue ; or, probably, by reftraint, add power to
talents and virtue. "
2.

When the principal trait is fignificant, fo
are the inferior traits. The {fmalleft muft have
a caufe as well as the greateft. Each has a caufe

E 2 or
* In the ufe of the wonis, ho'rizonta!, perpendicular, parallelifm,

the author evidently has the fame allufion to the pentograph in view;
they would elfe be abfurd.
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or mone have. If, O phyfiognomift, this re-
quires demonftration, renounce the ftudy of
phyfiognomy. '
; 1.
* The moft beauteous countenance is capable
of exceflive degradation, and the moft deformed
of like improvement ; but each form, each coun-
tenance, is only capable of a certain kind and
degree of degradation or improvement. Let the
phyfiognomift ftudy this poffible degree of per-
fectibility and degradation of each countenance ;
let him often confider the meaneft countenance
when performing the nobleft, and the nobleft
when performing the meaneft aion.
- 4 .
* Pofitive charalter in a countenance difcovers
pofitive power; but the want of the pofitive
does not fhew the want of the correfponding
’ qualities: that is to fay, in general, though it
does the want of the particular kind, or the par-
ticular application of that quality.
5
“ Let the phyfiognomift efpecially ftudy op-
pofite countenances, fuch as in themfelves are
.incapable of comparifon, and can only be com-
pared by the intervention of a third. Two
countenances,- totally. at warfare with each other,
are,
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are, to the phyfiognomift, phenomena of inefti-
mable worth.
6. L

Let the ftudent confide in his firft, moft
rapid fenfations the moft; and more in thefe
than in what he may fuppofe the refult of obfer-
vation. The more his remark was the effe@
of fenfation flowing from, and awakened by
fenfation, the more accurate will indu@ion be.
Yet let him not forfake the enquiries of obfer-
vation. Let him draw the trait, the form, the
attitudes by which he was moved ; and, in like
manner, traits, forms, and attitudes, the moft
oppofite ; then let him fhew them to unaffe&ted,
found reafoning men, and atk what qualities
thofe things denote. Should they all concur in
judgment, let him truft his firft rapid feelings
as he would infpiration.

70 ‘

Suffer not the fmalleft, the moft accidental,
apparently infignificant, remark to be loft. Let
each be carefully colleCted ; though, at firft, its
fignification be unknown, Tr'ey lel foon or
late be found ufeful C ol
’ ' 8. . f,»,"f:;.:f."_

- Delineate the ﬁature of men. Confider what
the tall, the middle-fized, and the fhort have

: E 3 in
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in common. ‘Each will be found to have its com-
mon appropriate chara&er in the whole, and in
the features individually,

. 9.

Confider the voices of men; their height,
depth, ftrength, weaknefs; whether hollow,
clear, rough, pleafant, natural, or feigned; and
enquire what foreheads and tones are ofteneft
affociated. If the ftudent has a good ear, he
will certainly acquire the knowledge of tem-
perament, chara@er, and what clafs the fore-
head belongs ta by the voice,

10. ‘

There is fomething in the. countenance of
each man by which he, in particular, is charac-
+ terifed. I have, in various places, mentioned
that there are traits which, without exception,
-are chara&eriftic of each countenance; but ex-
clufive of thefe general there are alfo particu-
lar traits, determinately precife, and, if I may fo
fay, of the moft acute fignificance. Let the
fearching eye of the phyfiognomift be fixed on
thefe.:. : All: myen :of; profound ithought have not
ftnkmgly thoughiﬁll cquntenances ; fome only
have the:charader (f- ihoughtxulqefs, that is to
fay, the figns of thought, in certain wrinkles of
the forehead. The character of benevolence is

fometimes
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fometimes only vifible in the form, pofition,
and colour of the teeth. Difcontent is fome-
times only depicted in certain angular lines, or
hollownefs of the cheeks.
Il

Carefully examine, and diftinguith, the na-
" tural, the accidental, and the violent. Mon-
fters excepted, nature -is ever uninterrupted.
Continuity is nature’s feal; violent accidents
produce difcontinuity. Accident has often been
affirmed-to place infeparable difficulties in the
path of phyfiognomy; but what can be more
eafily difcovered than fuch accidents? How vi-
fible are the diftortions occafioned by the fmall
pox! How apparent are the confequences, in
general, of wounds, falls, and fimilar violence !
I own I have known people who, in confe-
quence of a fall in their youth, have become
idiots, yet no tokens of the fall were to be feen ;
imbecillity, however, was very remarkable in the
countenance, and in the moft effential form of
the head : the extenfion of the hinder part of
the head had apparently been prevented by the
fall. The phyfiognomift, therefore, in all coun-
tenances . which he would ftudy, fhould inform
- himfelf ofgpheir nature and education.

Eg 12, I do
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12,

I do not fay the phyfiognomift fhould finally
‘determine by a fingle fign; I only fay it is
fometimes poffible. There are, fometimes, {ingle,
decifive, chara&eriftic traits, as well of general
inclination, as of individual paflions: there are
foreheads, nofes, lips, eyes, which, fingly, be-
token ftrength, weaknefs, ardour, phlegm, acute-
nefs, dulnefs, wrath, or revenge, as far as they
exprefs certain other determinate parts, Yet,
however I may recommend it to the friend of
phyﬁognomy not to negle&t the {malleft fingle
trait of the countenance, never can I, too often,
too earneftly repeat—Combine the whole, com-
pare each with each, examine the whole of na-
ture, the form, the complegion, the bones, the
mufcles, the flexibility, inflexibility, motion, po-
fition, gait, voice, manners, actions, love, hatred,
paflions, weeping, laughing, humour, fancy, an-.
ger.—Negle&t no fingle part; but again com-
bine the fingle with the general. Learn, like-
wife, to diftinguifh the natural from the fa&ti-
tious, the peculiar from the borrowed. Where-
ever the fa&titious and the horrowed are aflumed
there will the power of affluming be found.
This, by degrees, will enable the ftudent to
determine what fuch countenance can affume,

' what
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what not. Certain countenances cannot aflume
gentlenefs, nor can others violence and arro-
gance.—* All countenances can be mild, all
% angry.”—They can fo; but mildnefs is as na-
tural, or fa&itious, to fome countenances as
wrath is to others, Study the grand forms, the
outlines of nature at reft, and thence will be.
learned which of the innate, indéf’cru&iblc, chas
ralters of mind are repugnant to each other,
and which are impoffible to exift in the fame
perfon ; harmony will be difcovered where dif~
cord is generally fuppofed ; and, till this is dife
covered, man remains to the ftudent undifco-
vered. Dedutions from ope to two, from two
to three, and, thus, to greater numbers, will fol-
low. The mouth will be known by the words,
the words by the mouth: the ftyle from the
forehead, the forehead from the ftyle.—That is
to fay, not what any one fhall generally fpeak,
write, or perform ; but what he can, or cannot.
How a man will, in general, a& in given cir-
cumftances ; his manner and tone,—Thus fhall
the ftudent be enabled to defcribe the circle by
svhich the form he ftudies is circumfcribed, in
which it may ftand, and a&t the part allottcd
well or ill,

13. Ime.



58 ON THE $TUDY OF PHYSIOGNOMY.

13.

Important to the ftudent are certain precious
moments for obfervation.

The moment of fudden, unforefeen, unpre-
pared, meeting. The moments of welcome,
and farewel.

The moment antecedent to the impetuous
burft of paffion ; the moment of its fubfiding ;
efpecially when interrupted by the entrance of
fome refpectable perfon. - The power of diffi-
mulation, and the ftill remaining traces of paf-
fion are then difplayed.

The moment of compaffion and emotion ; of
weeping and anger of the foul ; of envy and of
friendthip. The moment, efpecially, of the
greateft degree of tranquiliity, and of paffion; -
when the man is entirely himfelf, or entirely
forgets himfelf. Thefe combined inform the
phyfiognomift what the man is, what he is not,
what he can, what cannot be.

\ 14

Examine the fuperiority of one countenance
over another. Although the Father of the world
has made of one blood  all the nations of the
“’earth,” yet the natural equality of men is one
of the moft unpardonable errors of affected be-
nevolence and phlegmatic enthufiafm.

Each
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Fach created being, animate or inanimate,
" rules over millions, and is fubje@ to millions.
It muft rule, and it muft be fubjet, It is by
nature impelled to both. Endeavour, there-
fore, to difcover the innate, divine, incommuni-
cable, infeparable, fuperiority and inferiority of
<very organized body, and accurately to define
and compare its outlines. Compare the firongeft
with the weakeft, inceflantly ; a certain number
of outlines of the more powerful, with an equal
number of the yielding, the fubje&ted. Having
obtained the extremes, the intermediate propor-
tions will be eafily found. I cannot too often
repeat let the ftudent feek and he will find, with
mathematical precifion, the proportions of the
imperative and the obfequious forehead, the
fovereign and the flavith nofe. e
1. :
Be it continually remembered that like coun-
tenances like charafters;—like foreheads like
countenances; at leaft, in the general form.
Let the. ftudent, therefore, on every opportu-
nity, examine, and compare, refembling men,
refembling fculls, countenances, forcheads, and
features. '
16.
When the phyﬁognomxﬁ; finds a man en-
dowed
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dowed with the rareft of all rare gifts, the gift
of unaffe@ed, critical, attention ; -who never an-
fwers before he underftands the queftion, who
is decided, yet feldom decides; let him ftudy
this man, and his features, and traits, individu-
ally. The underftanding, worth, and power of
a man will be defined by his degree of atten-
tion. He who cannot liften can perform no-
thing deferving the name of true wifdom and
virtue. The attentive, on the contrary, are ca-
pable of all of which man ought to be capable.
Such an attentive countenance will itfelf fupply
the ftudent with an index, by which to difcover
the beft properties of innumerable men.

A man, alfo, when he removes a thing, or
prefents it to another, and earneftly fixgs his
eyes, without conftraint, upon the perfon to
which it is prefented, is moft deferving to be
ftudied, ‘Trifles often decide much concerning
the chara&er of the man., The manner of
taking, ‘holding, or returning a tea-cup, is fre-
quently very fignificant. It may be affirmed
that whoever can perform the fmalleft office,
with entire circumfpection, is capable of much
greater,

17,
The fludent who has difcovered the follow

ing
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ing features, each diftin@ly excellent and mark-
ing, and all combined with proportion, may
reft affured he has difcovered a countenance al-
moft preternatural.

a. A friking fymmetry between the three
principal features of the face; the forchead,
nofe, and chin. '

- b. A forehead that ends horizontally, confe-
quently eyebrows nearly horizontal, bold, and
comprefled.

c. Eyes of a clear blue, or clear brown, that
at a little diftance appear black, with the upper
eyelid covering about a fourth or a fifth part
of the pupil.

d. The ridge of the nofe broad, almoft ftraight,
but fomewhat bent.

e. A mouth, in its general form, horizontal ;
the upper lip of which and the middle line,
in the centrt, is gently, but fomewhat deeply,
funken : the under lip not larger than the upper.

f. A round proje@ing chin,

g- Short, dark brown, curly, hair in large di-
vifions. .
' 18.

In order accurately to obferve the counte-
nance, it muft be feen in full, in three fourths,
in feven eighths, in profile, and from top to bot-
tom, The eyes. thould firft be clofed, and fo

: remain
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remain for fome time, and thould afterward be
opened. The whole countenance difcovers too
much at the firft view ; it therefore fhould be
feparately examined in all its afpects.

19.

With refpe& to copying after nature, bufls,
paintings, or prints, I conftantly, and earnefily,
advife the phyfiognomift to draw outlines only,
and not to fhade, that he may acquire that dex-
terity which is fo indifpenfable: alfo to acquire
the habit of defining perplexities, intermin-
glings, interfhadings, all that is apparently in-
determinate : to learn to fele@, to imagine, and
to portray them individually. I know that all
thofe painters who are not phyfiognomifts, and
cannot draw, will exclaim againft fuch a prac-
tice ; yet is this, and will ever remain, the only
pra&ice which, for the defigner as well as for
the phyfiognomift, unites all the advantages of
facility, precifion, perfpicuity, inftrucion, and
many others. The well-known paffions of Le
Brun are certain proofs of its advantages.

20.

Oil paintings, when perfe@, are the moft ufe—
ful to the phyfiogrnomift ; but this they are fo
feldom, and when perfe&t are fo expenfive, that
a royal treafure is requifite for their purchale.
Drawmgs in black chalk are the moft ufelefs. ' I

would
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would advife the phyfiognomift neither to copy
them nor miniature pictures. They will ac-
quire perhaps what is called a free and pic-
turefque manner, but it will be wholly indeter-
minate, confequently untrue, and unnatural. I
have hitherto found nothing equal to the Eng-
lith black lead pencil, retouched by Indian ink,
to exprefs the phyfiognomonical charaéter of the
countenance, round, piGurefque, powerful, and
precife. - The chamber fhould be darkened, and
the aperture by which light is admitted round,
not more than one foot in diameter, and fome
three or four feet higher than the perfon to be
drawn, on whom the light fhould fall fomewhat
obliquely. This, after repeated experiment, I
find to be one of the moft eafy, picturefque,
and chara@eriftic methods of taking the counte-
nance. It might perhaps be as well to let the
light fall perpendicularly on fome faces; but
this fhould only be for the flat and tender fea-
tured ; the fhades of prominent features would
be too powerful. A camera obfcura, alfo, which
fhould diminith the head thus enlightened about
three fourths, might in this cafe be ferviceable,not
immediately to draw by, becaufe motion would
render this impracicable, but the better to com-
pare the drawing to the true figure on the inftru-
ment. ' |

21. I might
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21.

I might advife the reading of books on phy-
fiognomy, and, could I, with a good confcience,
I fo moft willingly would.—My advice is that
the ffudent, fhould dedicate a fortnight to pe-
rufe them once through. After mature exa-
mination let him fele& the moft precife of their
pofitions. Having read two or three, we may
be faid to have read them all; Porta, among the
old writers, and Peufchel and Pernetty among
the more modern, having colle€ted moft that
has been faid. The firft good, bad, and indif-
ferent; dotrines that are felf contradiGory.
All that Ariftotle, Pliny, Suetonius, Polemon, -
Adamantinus, Galen, Trogus Conciliator, Al-
‘bertus, Scotus, Maletius, Avicenna, and many
. others of his predéceﬁ'ors, have written, is to be ~
found in this author, one opinion after another,
like beads ftrung on a rofary. Yet he fome-
times judges for himfelf, and renders his Jjudg-
- ments more interefting, more worthy attention,
than thofe of his predeceflors, by giving engrav-
ings of well-known countenances: nor is he fo .
bigotted to aftrology as they are, although he hes
not conquered fuch filly prejudices. Peufchel,
and ftill more Pernetty, have eflentially ferved
phyfiognomy, by banithing many grofs abfurdi-
ties. Their writings contain little that is origi-

‘nal,
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nal, and are far from accurately defining the traits
of the countenance, without which phyfiognomy
muft remain the moft ufelefs of all crude fci-
ences. 'The Phyfiognomonica Medicinalis of
Helvetius deferves to be read for the incompara-
ble manner in which fome of the principal tem-
peraments are charaGerifed. His planetary in-
fluence excepted, he will be found mafterly. -
Huart alfo merits reading, though his work

is indigefted, and replete with hypothefis. He
has extra&ted what was moft valuable in Arif~
totle, Galcn, and Hippocrates, and added his
own remarks, made with accuracy. Thefe,
however, are but thinly fcattered. Philip May
contains little that is ufeful. The penetrating
Chambre is much more valuable, and has been
particularly fortunate in deﬁhing the paffions;
"but he has ngen no phyfiognomonical outlines |
or drawings. -

. The countenance of Ab Indagme is of much
more terrific appearance than his book, which,
though motftly copied after others, merits to be
read. Marbitius (De warietate faciei bumanz d; i~ -

curfus phyficus, Drefd. 1676, 4t0) is a wretched
dauber, who has not above half a dozen original *
thoughts. A modern writer feems to have bor-
rowed one of his moft foolith projecs, that of

compofing. and decompofing the countenance °

as printers do the alphabet. . Parfon, happily:
Vou. II, F ' abridged
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abridged by Buffon, and Haller in his Phyfiology,
- is, notwithftanding his imperfe&ions, one of the
mott claffical and beft of writers, on what relates
to the motion of the mufcles, and the paffions of
the countenance.—I fhall now mention—abfs
bafpbemia dicio—Jacob Behmen—Laugh who
will ; the fenfations, the feelings, the language
~ of nature, perhaps, ne man more eminently
- poflefled than this unintelligible Theofoph.—He
hag left traces in his writings of the moft pro-
. found phyfiognomonical fenfation. Not that I
will therefore recommend his writings to the
philofophical phyfiognomift ; though I will re-
- commend his little book on the four com-
plexions, to all who do not defpife the pearl in
the dunghill.

. I hold Gulielmus Gratarolus, phyfician of
Bergamo, to be one of the phyfiognomifts moft
deferving of attention; and recommend his book,
particularly, for its richnefs and its brevity. Its
title is De praediclione morum naturarumgque homi-
num facils, cum ex infpechione vultus, aliarumgue cor-
poris partium, tum alis modis.

Of all the writers on phyfiognomy, of the
laft century, Scipio Claramontius is certainly far
the beft, moft learned, moft worthy to be read,
~ and the leaft of a compiler. His knowledge was
great, his judgment accurate, and his decifions
acute, yet concife. His book, De conjectandis cu-

jz{/'gzle
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Jufgque moribus et latitantibus animi affestibus, if
not wholly tranflated, deferves at leaft to be
abridged, and publithed with remarks and
additions. Much is wanting to the work,
though it is more rich in materials than any
preceding ome with which I am acquainted.
It is not without numerous inaccuracies, which
he has copied ; but whoever is acquainted with
his predeceffors, and is capable of comparing
them, will wonder to find him fo frequently,
and fo truly, original. In the very places where
he is deficient I always find thought and pe-
netration ; and, notwithftanding he is fcholal~
* tic and methodical, I feldom find him dry, fu-
perficial, or other than meritorious. Merit is fo
often wanting, in modern writers, on and againft
phyfiognomy, that wherever I find it, free from
affe@ation and pretenfion, it gives me delight;
and this merit, open it where we willy is found
in the book of Claramontius. He is niot a mere
fcholar, a reclufe ; his phyfiognomonical know-
ledge is united with a comprehenfive, moral, and
_political knowledge of mankind ; he accuftomed
himfelf to apply general rules to particular
caufes and circumftanices ; he has happily inter-
woven his 2ftonithing learning with his ob-
fervations and calculations ; he has difcovered
the figns of the paffions, with much penetra-
tion, as well by his knowledge of books as of
F2 men,
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men, and has explained his remarks with equal
perfpicuity : and I recommend him, from con-
vition, to the ftudent of men, and, efpecially,
of the chara&ers and mental qualities of man.
22.
A confiderable feleGtion of the moft remark-
able énd fignificant countenances is abfolutely
- neceffary to the phyfiognomift. I fhall infert
the names of thofe which I would efpecially re-
co\in_mend, at the conclufion of this fragment,
and every colle&ion of prints will readily fupply
an augmentation. The lift will contain none
but fuch as I have myfelf feen, and copied for
my own purpofe, from a collettion to which I
have accefs, each of which individually deferves,
a commentary, and to be compared with others
fimilar and diffimilar. I can but give their
names, with the certainty that whoever is pof-
fefled of a phyfiognomonical eye cannot have
‘once glanced over fuch a colle@ion, without hav-
ing confiderably ftrengthened his difcernment.
Whoever fhal! compare and ftudy their charac-
ters, hiftory, acts, and writings, with their coun-
tenances, can f{carcely examine one attentively
without difcovering new principles. of phyfiog-
nomy. I have to thank thefe heads for a great
part of fuch knowledge as I poflefs. -
23.
' Converfe with the wifeft and beft men, who,
. to

:)
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to thoufands, are but like a fealed book, a pearl
hid in a field. Such converfation is, to the ftu-
dent of phyfiognomy, the moft indifpenfable of
all indifpenfable things. He whofe philanthro-
pic eye, with unenvieus -fimplicity and angelic
rapture, feeks perfetion, turn where he will, it
will be met ; it will be found where he feeks and
where he does not feek. His God will fhine
vifible in thoufands of human forms. The ex-
peQation of this will open his eyes to.behold
‘what no man beholds till it is fhewn him, and
‘what every man beholds when thewn. -
24

To the ftudent I once more repeat, judge but

feldom, however importuned by thofe who with
ftupidly to wonder at, or to render this {cience
ridiculous. Turn calmly, but determinedly, from
indifcreet curiofity, He who is overcome by
foolith importunity acs foolifhly. Error may
follow, however guarded the expreflion ; and, if
it thould, ridicule will be as infolent and un-
limited as if he who has miftaken had affirmed
it was impoffible he thould miftake,

This, noble Count, is part of that much which
may be faid. I envy not him whofe knowledge
or whofe language may be fuperiour to mine,
Adieu.

| F3 ADDI.



70 ADDITION.

- ADDITION.

F OR the eafe of fuch of our readers who have

fomething more than curiofity to gratify, the

following lift of remarkable countenances is to

aid thofe who wifh to fearch, obferve, and com--
pare.

Abriffel (Charles Adolphus). Agrippa (Cornelius). Albert I.
Albert (Duke of Friefland). Albinus. Alexander VIII. Am-
herft (Jeffery). Anhald. Anfon (Lord). Apollonius, Aurulla.
rius (Daniel). Aretine (Peter). Aretine (Anthony&. Aretine
(Rofel); Argulus (Andreas). Arnaud (Anthony). Balzus (Jo-
hannes). Bandinelli. Bankeft (Admiral). Barbarin. Barbueri.
Baricellus (Julius Czfar). Baftiys (Henry). Bayle. Becker
(Balthazar). Bellarmin. Benedié&t XIV., Bengel. Berthold V.
Berghe (Von). Bernard (Henry, Duke of Saxe Weimar). Bernini.
Beaulieu (James). Beza. Bidleo, Boileau. Boromzus. Bour-
bon (Anthony). Bourbon (‘The Conftable). Boxhorn. Bracket
grheophraﬂ:us . Briighel. Bronkh (Vonder). Brutus. Briiffel.

uchanan. Buddeus (William). Bourdulle (Peter). Burman
{Peter). Butler (Samuel). Cachiopin {James). Cefar (Julius).
Caldara. Caligula. Callu (James). Calvin. Camerarius. Cani-
fius. Caviftus. Charles I, King of England. Charles V. Charles
XII. and IX. of Sweden. ﬂ‘{Caraeci. Carravache. Cafaubon. Ca-.
fimir King of Poland. Caffini. Caftaldus. Caylus. Celfus. Cham-
paigue. Cicero. Cholet. Chriftina II. Ck'rK. Clauberg (John).
Clement VII. Clemev: VIII. Cocceius. Coddzus (Peter). Col-
bert, Cook. Commines (Philjp de). Condern (Chavles). Coligni
&Admiral). Crato (John). Copernicus. Corneliffen (Anthony).

orneille. Cafpran (Philip). Cromwel. Cufpiniapus. Demo-
critus.. Demofthenes, Derby (Charles Earl of). Defcartes. Dieu
(Ludovicus de). Doionus{ icholas). Drufius. Dryden. Du.-
boiss Dyck (Jolm van). Durer. Elizabeth Queen of England.
Enfant (James de l’g. Erafmus, Efpernon. Evremont (8t.),
Fabsicius (Ludovicus). Ferdinand I. Fevre (Nicholas Le). Field-
ing (Henry), Fifcher (John)., Fleury (Cardinal de). Florisz

(Peter),
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(Peter). Foix (Gafton de). Fontaine (La). Foreffus (Petrus).
Fofter. Frangipanis (Comcliu% Frank (Francis). Frank (Fran-
cis the younger). Francis I. (King of France). Frederic William
(Ele&or). Frederic II. (King of Pruffia). Frederic III. Fre-
deric IV. Fries (Admiral). an ger (Henry). . Galen. Gambold.
Gardin (Gabriclde). Garnier. Geader. Gefs (Cornelius van der).
Gentilefri (Horace). Geritaw (Robert). Germanicus. Geffner
(Albert). Gefiner (Conrad). Geflner (John). Gevartius (Caf-
- perius).  Geyler (John). Goclenius. Goldoni. Goltzius. Gon-
zaga. Graham., Qrevius (Daniel). Grotius (Hugo). Grila.
buelt (Amold). Grynzus. Gufman (Philip). Gu%tavus Adol-
us. Guijon. Hagedorn. Hagebuck. Haller (Berthold).
arder (James). Hamilton.. Harduin (Archbifhop). Harcourt.
Hebenftreit. Henry IL.  Henry IV. Henry VIII. Herwig.
Helmont (John Baptift van). Helvetius, Heydan (Abraham).
Hotbein (Hans). Homer. Hondius (William). Horne (John).
Hofenneftel (Abraham). Houbraken. Howard (Thomas). Hut-
ten (Ulrich von). Janin (Peter). Indagine &]ohn Ab). Invo- -
cent X. Jode (Peter). John fon of Rudolph II. Johnfon (Sa-
muel). Ifabella (Eugenia). Junius (Robert). Junius (Adrian).
Junker (John). Karfchnin. Kilian. Kircher. Kneller (Sir God-
frey). Knipperdolling. Kraft (Frederic). Kupefky.. Labadie.
La&tantius.  Laawe (Chriftopher van der). Lanfranc gohn).
Langecius (Hermannus). Lavater (Ludwig). Leibnitz. Leo X.
Leopold I. Leyden (Lucas van). Lingvet. Lithouft. Liorus
(John). Locke. Lotichius (Petrus). - Lorrain (Charles V. of).
Longueval (Charlesof). Loyola. Ludlow. Ludwig (Edm. Count
Palatine), Louis XIII. Louis XIV. Luther. f.utma (Janus).
Lulli. Lucius Verus. Malherbe. Mansfeld. Marlborough. Marillaz
(Louis de). Maraldi. Marlort. Marot. Marthe (8t.). Matthefon.
Matthias I. Maximilian I. Maximilian IT. Mazarine. Meinuc-
cius (Raphael). Meiigre (John). Melanchthon. Mercurialis
(Hieronymus). Merian (Matthew). Mettrie (La). Meyr (Wil.
liam). Michael (Sebaftian). Michael Angelo.  Mignard. Milton, -
Moliere. Molinzus. Mompel (Louis de). Monami (Peter). Mon-
cade (Francis de). Montanus. Montagne. : Montefquieu. Mont.
morency (Henry Duke of). Morgagni. Morney. Moruel,
Moulin (Charles du). Mufchenbroek. ﬁ‘untzer (Thomas). Naf-
fau (Amalia). Naffau (Frederic Henry). Naffau (John). Naffau
(William Louis). Nero. Niger (Antonius). Noort (Adam).
Newton. Oddus de Oddis. Orange (Maria). Ofterman (Peter).
Ofterwald. Ofman (William). Ottoman. Palamedes (Palame-
deffen). Paracelfus (Theophraftus). Parma (Farnefius de). Paf-
cal. Patin (Charles). Patin (Guido). Paul V. Pauw (Regner).

" . Peirefc (Fabricius). Pelican. Peliffe. Pepin (Martin). Perrault

(Claude). Perera (Emanuel Frocas). Peruzzi, Peter Martyr.
Fs Peter
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- Peter I. Petit (John Louis). Petri (Rodolph). Philip the Good.
Philip the Bold. Pianus. Pithou (Francis). Plato. Pope. Porta.
Ptolemy (Claudius). Puteanus (Ericus). Putnam (lfrael). Quef-
nel. Qucefnoy. Raphael. Rabelais (Francis). Razenftein (Henry).
Retz (Cardinal de). Rhenferd (James). Rhyne (William). Ric-
ciardi (Thomas). Richelieu. Rigaud. Rombouzt (Theodore).
Ronfard. Roufe (Gerard). Rubens, Rudolph II. Rufus. Ruyich.
Savanarola. Schmidt von Schwartzenhorn. Scalichius (George).
_Saurin. Savoy (Thomas Francis de). Savoy (Francis Thomas
de). Savoy (Charles Emanuel de). Sachtleven (Cornelius).” Sachs
.(Hans). Schramm (George Gotlieb). Sebizius. Seghers (Ger-
‘hard). Segers (Gerard). Scba (Albert). Skadey. Scarron. Sca-
_glia (Cefar Alexander). Sixtus V. Sortia. Scuderi (Magdelaine

e). Schwenkfeld. Schutt (Cornelius). Scheuchzer (James).
Schoepflin (Daniel). Schorer (Leonard).  Socrates. Sonnenfels,
Sophocles. Sorbon. Spanheim (Frederic). Spener (Philip James).
Spinofa. Sturm von Sturmegg. Sayra (Abbé). Seide (Francis).
Swift. Schuil. Tabourin (Thomas). Taffis (Anthony). Tau.
lesus (John). Tindal. Titian. Titus. Thou (Gerard de). Thou
(Auguftus de). Thourneufer (Leonard). Thoyras (Rapin de), Thu.
anus. Thouloufe (Montchal de). Uden (Lucas von:. Uladiflaus
VI. Uladiflaus King .of Poland. Ulrich (James). Urfius (Ho-
norius), Urfinus, Valette. Vanloo. Warin (John). Wafener
‘(James)., Weifs (Leonard of Augfburg). Wercofels. Vefalius.
Vefpafian. Vefpucius (Americus): Viaud (Theophilus de), Wildes
(John). William King of England. Villeroy (Marquis).” Willis
(Richard). Wurtemberg (Everard Duke of). Vitrii (Anthony).
‘Wolf (Chriftian). Volkammer (George). Voltaire. With (Con-
rad). Vopper (Leonard). Vorfter (Lucas). Vofs (Simon). Vouet.
Zampier. Zinzendorf, Zuinglivs. Zifka (John),

VI. UPON
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IV. :
UPON PORTRAIT PAINTING.

TH E moft natural, manly, ufeful, noble, and,
however apparently eafy, the moft difficult of
arts is portrait painting. Love firft difcovered
this heavenly art. Without love what could it
perform 2—But what love ?—And the lover—
who?

Since a great part of the prefent work, and
the fcience on which it treats, depend on this
art, it is proper that fomething fhould be faid
on the fubje&.—Something—For how new,
how important, and great a work might be
written on this art! For the honour of man,
and of the art, I hope fuch a work will be
written. I do not think it ought to be the work
of a painter, however great in his profeffion,
but of the underftanding friend of phyfiognomy,
the man of tafte, the daily confidential obferver
of the great portrait painter.—Sultzer, that phi-
lofopher of tafte and difcernment, has an excel-
lent article, in his diionary, on this fubje&,
under the word portrait. But what can be faid,
in a work fo confined, on a fubje& fo extenfive?

Again,
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Agam, whoever will employ his thoughts on
this art, will find that it is fufficient to exercife
all the fearching, all the a&ive powers of man;
that it never ¢an be entirely learned, nor ever can
arrive at ideal perfe&ion.

I will endeavour to recapitulate fome of the
avoidable and unavoidable difficulties attendant -
on this att. The knowledge of thefe, in my
opinion, is moft neceffary, as well to the painter
as to the phyfiognomift. '

What is portrait painting ? It is the communi-
cation, the prefervation of the image of fome in-
dividual, or of fome part of the body of an indi-
vidual : the art of fuddenly depicting all that can
be depiced of that half of man which is rens

_dered apparent, and which never can be con-
~ weyed in words.

If what Gothe has fomewhere faid be true,
and in my opinion nothing can be more true,
that-—the beft text for a commentary on man is
his prefence, his countenance, his form—how
important then is the art of portrait painting!

To this obfervation of Gothe’s I will add
a paffage, on the fubje, from Sultzer’s excel-
lent diGtionary..

~ “ Since no objed of knowledge whatever can
“ bc more important to us than a thinking and
“ feeling
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% feeling foul, it cannot be denied but that man,
“ confidered according to his form, even though
“ we fhould negle&t what is wonderful in him,
“ is the moft important of vifible obje&s.”

Were the portrait painter to know, to feel, to
be penetrated with this; penetrated with reve-
refice for the greateft work of the greateft maf-
ter ; were fuch the fubject of his meditation, not
from conftraint, but native fenfation; were it as
natural to him as the love of life, how impor-
tant, how facred to him, would his art become!
—Sacred to him fhould be the living counte-
nance as the text of holy fcripture to the tranf~
lator. :As careful fhould the one be not to fal-
{ify the work, as fhould the other not to falfify
the word, of God.

How great is the contempt which a wretched
tranflator of an excellent work ‘deferves, whofe
mind is wholly inferior to the mind of his ori-
ginal.—And is it not the fame with the portrait
painter? The countenance is the theatre on
which the foul exhibits itfelf; here muft its-
emanations be ftudied and caught. Whoever
cannot feize thefe emanations ¢annot paint, and
whoever cannot paint thefe is no portrait painter.

< Each perfe@ portrait is an important paint-
% ing, fince it difplays the hungan mind with the

# peculi-
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- ¢ peculiarities of perfonal chara&er. In fuch we
“ contemplate a being where' undetﬁandmg, in-

¢ clinations, fenfations, paffions, good and bad
¢ qualities of mind and heart are mingled in a
* % manner peculiar to itfelf. We here fee them
“ better, frequently, than in nature herfelf ; fince
“in nature nothing is fixed, all is {wift, all
“ tranfient. In nature, alfo, we feldom behold -
“ the features under that propitious afpe& in
© ¢ which they will be tranfmitted by the able
“ painter.” ,

Could we indeed feize the ﬂeetlng tranfitions
of nature, or had fhe her moments of ftability,
it would then be much more advantageous to
contemplate nature than her likenefs ; but, this
being impoffible, and fince likewife few people
will fuffer themfelves to be obferved, fufficiently
~'to deferve the name of -obfervation, it is to me
indifputable that a better knowledge of man may
be obtained from portraits than from nature, {he
being thus uncertain, thus fugitive. '

. % Hence the rank of the portrait painter may
% eafily be determined ; he ftands next to the
“ painter of hiftory. Nay hiftory painting itfelf
¢ derives a part of its value from its portraits:
¢ for expreflion, one of the moft impertant re-
- ¢ quifites in hiftorical painting, will be the mare
' “ eftimable,
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% eftimable, natural, and ftrong, the more of ac-
“ tual phyﬁogno;ny is exprefled in- the counte-
“ nances, and copied after nature. A colle&ion of
‘ excellent portraits i highly advantageous to the
“ hiftorical painter for the ftudy of expreflion.”

Where is the hiftorical painter who can re-
prefent real beings with all the decorations of
~fiGtion? Do we not fee them all copying copies ?
True it is they frequently copy from imagina-
tion ; but this imagination is only ftored with the
fathionable figures of their own or former times.

This premifed, let us now enumerate fome of
the furmountable difficulties of portrait painting.
I am confcious the freedom with which I fhall
fpeak my thoughts will offend, yet to give of-
fence is far from my intention. I wifh to aid,
to teach that art which is the imitation of the
works of God ; I with improvement. And how .
is improvement poffible without a frank and
undifguifed difcovery of defets? ‘

In all the works of portrait painters, which I
have feen, I have remarked the want of a more
philofophical, that is to fay, a more juft, intelli-
gible, and univerfal knowledge of men.

The infe painter who has no accurate know-
ledge of infecs, the form, the general, the parti=
cular which is appropriated to each infe&, how=

ever
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ever good a copyift he may be, will certainly be
a bad painter of infe@s. The portrait painter,
~ however excellent a copyift (a thing much lefs ge-
neral than is imagined by conneifleuss) will pain¢
-portraits ill, if he have not the moft accurate
‘knowledge of the form, proportion, corne&ion,
and dependance of the great and minute parts of
the human body, as far as they have a remarkable
influence on the fuperficies; if he have not in-
veftigated, moft accurately, each individual mem-
berand feature. For my own part, be my know-
ledge what it may, it is far from accurate in’
what relates to the minute fpecific traits of each
fenfation, each member, each feature ; yet I daily
remark that this acute, this indi{penfable know-
ledge, is every where, at prefent, uncultivated,
unknown, and difficult to convey to the mofk
intelligent painters.

Whoever will be at the trouble of confider-
ing a number of men, promifcuoufly taken,
feature by feature, will find that each ear, each

- mouth, notwithftanding their infinite diverfity,
kave yet their fmall curves, corners, chara&ters,
which are common to all, and which are found
firenger or weaker, more or lefs marking, .in all
men, who are not monfters born; at leaft, in
thefe parts.

of
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Of what advantage is all our knowledge of
the great proportions of the body and counte-
nance? (Yet even that part of knowledge is,
by far, not fufficiently fiudied, fufficiently ac-
curate. Some future phyfiognomonidal painter
will jullify this aflertion, till when be it confi
dered as nothing more than cavil) Of what ad-
vantage, I fay, is all owr knowledge of the great
proportions, when the knowledge of the finer .
traits, which are equally true, general, determis
nate, and no lefs fignificant, is wanting ? and thie
want is o great that I appeal to thofe who are
beft informed whether many of the ableft paint»
ers, who have painted numerous portraits, have
any tolerably accurate, or general, theary of
the mouth, only; I do not mean the anatomical
mouth, but the mouth of the painter, which he
ought to fge, and may fee, witheut any anato-
mical lmowledge

Let us examine volume after volume of en-
gravings of portraits, after the greateft mafters.
I have examined, therefore am entitled to fpeak,
Let us confine obfervation to the mouth, having
previoully ftudied infants, boys, youth, man~
" heod, old age, maidens, wives, matrons, with
- refped to the general praperties of the mauth;

‘and,

)
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and, having difcovered thefe, let us compare and
we fhall find that almoft all painters have failed
in the general theory of the mouth; that it fel-
dom happens, and feems only to happen by acci-
dent, that any mafter has underftood thefe ge-
neral properties. Yet how indefcribably much
depends on them ! What is the particular, what
the chara@eriftic, but fhades of the general? As
it is wtith the mouth fo is it with the eyes, eye-
brows, nofe, and each part of the countenance.
The fame proportion exifts between the great
features of the face; and, as there is this gene-
ral proportion in all countenances, however va-
rious, fo is there a fimilar proportion between
the fmall traits of thefe parts.—Infinitely varied
are the great features, in their general combina-
tion and proportion ; as infinitely varied are the
thades of the fmall traits, in thefe features, how-
ever great their general refemblance. Without an.
accurate knowledge of the proportion of the .
principal features, as for example, of the eyes
and mouth, to each other, it muft ever be mere
accident, and accident that indeed rarely hap-
pens, when fuch proportion exifts in the works
of the painter. Without an accurate’knowledge
of the' partlcular conﬁltuent parts, and traits of
each
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each principal feature, I once again repeat, it
muft be accident, miraculous accident, fhould
any one of them be juftly delineated.

This remark may induce the refleting artift
to ftudy nature intimately, by principle, and to
fhow him, if he be in fearch of permanent fame,
that, though he ought to behold and ftudy the
works of the greateft mafters with efteem and
reverence, he yet ought to examine, and judge
for himfelf. Let him not make the virtue mo-
defty his plea, for under this does omniprefent
mediocrity fhelter itfelf. Modefty, indeed, is not
fo properly virtue as the garb and ornament of
virtue, and of exifting pofitive power. Let him,
I fay, examine for himfelf, and ftudy nature, in
whole and in part, as if no man ever had ob-
ferved, or ever fhould obferve, but himfelf. De-
prived of this, young artift, thy glory will but re-
femble a meteor’s blaze ; it will only be founded
on the ignorance of thy contemporaries.

The majority of the beft portrait painters,
when moft fuccefsful, like the majority of phy-
fiognomifts, content themfelves with exprefling
the charaCter of the paffions in the moveable,
the mufcular features of the face. They do not
underftand, they laugh at, rules which prefcribe,

Vou. II, .G - the
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the grand outline of the countenance as indif-
penfable to portrait painting, independent of the
effets produted by the a&ion of the mufcles.
And tll inftitutions fhall be formed for the
improvement of portrait painting, perhaps till
a phyfioghomonical fociety or academy fhall
produce phyfiognomonical portrait puinters, we
fhatl, at beft, but treep in the regions of phyfi-
ognomy, where we might otherwife {oar.
* One of the grenteft obftacles to phyfiognomy
# the aftudl, incredible, imperfetion of this
There is generally a defe& ofreye, or hand,
of the painter; or the objed is defective which
isto be delineated ; ‘or, perhaps, all three. The
artit cannot difcover what s, or cannot draw it
“when he difcovers, The obje& continually al-
ters #s pofition, which ought to be fo exa&, fo
continmally the fame; or fhould # not, and
thould the painter be endowed with an all-ob-
ferving eye, an all-imitative hand, ftill there is
the 1aft infoperable difficulty, that of the pofition
of the body, which can but be momentary,
which is confirained, falfe, and unnatural, when
more than momentary: '
* %What 1 have faid is trifling indeed to what
' ' might
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might be faid. According to the knowledge I
have of it this is yet uncultivated ground. How
little has Sultzer himfelf faid on the fubje&?
But what could he fay, in a diGtionary ? A work
wholly dedicated to this is neceflary to éxamine
- #nd decide on the works of the beft portrait
painters, and to infert all the cautions, and rules,
neeeffary for the young artift; in confequence of
the infinite varlety; yet incredible uniformity, of
the human countenance: - '
‘Whoever would paint portraits perfe@tly muft
fo paint that each fpetator may, with truth, ex-
claim, This is indeed to paint! This is true,
living, likenefs ; perfe& nature; it is not paint-
ing !—Outline, form, proportion; pofition, atti-
tude, complexion, light and fhade, freedom,
eafe, nature! Nature! Nature in every charac-
teriftic difpofition ! Nature in the whole ! Nature
in the complexion, in each trait, in her moft
beauteous, happieft moments, her moft fele&,
moft propitious ftate of mind; near, at a dif-
tance, on every fide Truth and Nature ! Evident
to all men, all ages, the ignorant and the con-
noiffeur, moft confpicuous to him who has moft
knowledge ; no fufpicion of art; a countenance
in a mirror, to which we would fpeak, that
G 2 fpeaks
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fpeaks to us, that contemplates more than it is .
contemplated ; we rufh to it, we embrace it, we.
are enchanted '—

Emulate fuch excellence, young artift, and
the leaft of thy attainments, in this age, will be
riches and honour, and fame, in futurity ; with
tears fhalt thou receive the thanks of father,
friend, and hufband, and thy works fhall ho-
nour that Being whofe creations it is the nobleft
gift of man to imitate, only in their fuperficies,
and during a fingle inftant of their exiftence,

(VNS S 3

V. ADDI-
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I

Trus drawn, thus prominent, ought the
countenance to be which the phyfiognomift is
to read. Form and traits, all and each, are de~
terminate,—Hard perhaps—but with all poﬁible
harmony.

No falfe pretender ; worthy, faxthful regular,
benevolent, More than the dry hardnefs of the
mouth betokens thefe. Such is this fanguine-
phlegmatic countenance——Capacity, love of
order, refolution, fit for a&ive life, fenfation for
the beautiful, the accurate, high finifhed. * No
artift, but very capable of being one.

- IL '

THE fhade more fignificant than the fuli
face, which has been compofed feature after
feature, at various times, by the artift, who,
without preferving the character, has thus de-
firoyed the effe@ of the whole. Both how-
ever are expreflive of a good, an honeft, and an
a@tive man ; but who, with eye actually fo dull,
could have but little penetration. The nofe,
in the fhade, has more poetry, and the under-

G 3 : part
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part of the countenance more nobility, than are
perceptible in the portrait. The mouth in the
profile has peculiar youthful innocence.

IIL.

AN obferving mind with a barren imagina-
tion. Thus ought every countenance of this
charaGer to. be drawn, the eyes efpecially, in
order to be known. The forehead too flat for
~ an original thinker; receives much, produces
little. Ardour and a@ive induftry are here
fought in vain, but the love of inoffenfive ridi-
cule may be egfily difcovered. '

. v, .

THE original of this highly charateriftic
head—Colla—might probably have become
ope of the greateft phyfiognomonical painters.
Though almoft uninfiructed he was one of the
moft original imitators of unimpaffioned nature.
The _gloominef,s of his chara&er, and even of
his chamber, communicated that gloom which
is vifible in his paintings. The eye is not ra-
pid, but difpofed to a ca]m, fucceflive, anato-
vn'gi‘z_ipg,‘ique&ipq of itsiobj‘e&. The unaffum-
ing, mouth qverflows with phlegmatic good-
nefs. The whole, in geieral, is tinged with
fufceptibility of mild, religious enthufiafm. Pro-.
minent features, daring touches, are not to be
cxpedted from fuch a countenance. It delighted

in
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in that filent, flow, progreflion which leaves no-
thing incomplete. ’
‘ V. A.
A POQRTRAIT by Colla, which, without hav.
ing feen the original, we may affirm to be a great -
likenefs. Nature, precifion, harmony, exaétnefs,
are difcoverable in every part. The flat, fome.
what finking, forehead, agreeable to the whele,
denotes an unpolifhed perfon, cenfined within
a {mall circle of domeftic eeconomy. The ftrong
eyebrows do not fpeak mental, but bedily,
power. Eyebrows are anly fignificant. of the
former when they are unperplexed, equal, and
well difpofed. Nofe, chin, neck, hair, all are
chara&eriftic of rude, narraw, infenfibility, Ruf=
tic fincerity is evident in the mouth.
- VL
NOT fo well drawn and engraved as the fore-
going, but of a charaler entirely oppofite. Sen-
fible, mild, peaceable, void of rude harfhnefs,
capable of the beft improvement, half cultivated,
might be wholly, a lover of neatnefs an¢ ordex,
all eye, all ear—Mildnefs and regularity are con~
Apicuous in the mouth.
VIL
THIS fcarcely can be fuppofed 3 hkenefs-—lt
certainly is not a copy of any common original.
_Such outlines, though fketched by the greateft
G4 , maﬂers,
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mafters, can feldom be true to nature, yet will not
be entirely mifled by the moft inferior. However
indifferent the drawing ‘may be, this muft ever
remain the countenance of a great, a thinking,
orderly, analyzing man, of refined tafte. The
* eye, fomewhat diftorted in drawing, is rather
that of the vifionary than the man of deep
thought. Far from idly conforming to fafhion,
- his feelings will be the .ditates of reafon.
The lips are too much cut, too infipid for this
powerful chin and nofe, this thoughtful fore-
head, this comprehenfive, noble back of the
head. Such countenances fhould generally be
drawn in profile, the better to underftand their
charater; though charaleriftic they will al-
ways be in all poffible fituations.
' VIIL o
_ANOTHER countenance of a thinker, an
analyzer, yet far from having the proportion of
the former. Much lefs rounded, lefs fimple;
to prove which, compare the forehead, nofe,
mouth, and chin. The eye only is more ar-
dent, enterprifing, laborious. 'The whole cha-
rater, without injury to the friendly, benevo-
lent, mien, is more forcible, perfevering, and
prompt, as may efpecially be feen, in the fore-
head, nofe, and chin. '
IX. AN
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IX.

AN original well-drawn countenance. Some-
thing apparently wanting in the eyes and nof-
trils.  We do not expe& poetry from the fore-
head, but an inventive, enquiring, mechanical .
genius; an unaffe@ed, cheerful, pleafant man,
unconfcious of his fuperidrity ; the nofe efpe-
- clally is chara&eriftic of an able, a&ive, unwea-
ried mind, labouring to good effe@®. How ex-
cellent is the tranquiﬂity and cheerfulnefs of the

- mouth!

X, .
A HEAD after Vandyck, whether real or
imaginary is immaterial. It is delightful to
lock on fuch a countenance ; fo boldly, fo de-
terminately fketched, with fuch incomparable
harmony and proportion. To whom is this im~
perceptible, even in this imperfet copy ; or who
does .not here read the great mafter; the coun-
tenance of power, energy, and heroifm ; coura-
geous and produ&ive? Eyes and nofe equally
good ; fuch only as he who conceives and exe-
cutes can poflefs. * The obliquity of the mouth
is fomewhat contraditory to the eyes, nofe,
and whole countenance.

‘ - XL ) ,
ANOTHER countenance moft happily de-
piQed, 2 mafter-piece of harmony.—A man of
comprehenfive mind and tafte; an eye of abun-

~ dant
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dant fenfibility, and properly judging on works
of art. A forehead more expreflive of found ex-
cellent judgment, and eafe of conception, than
of profound underftanding; but no Philiftine
of a connoiffeur, encumbered with all his ae-
curfed terms of art, has fuch a nofe, with all its
mellownefs and angular outlines.
' XIL

COUNTENANCES of large firong features
cannot be better reprefented than after this man-
ner. They feldom have fmall fhades. This I
acknowledge. The lefs delicate, the rude, the
morofe, are very confpicuous; but phyfiog-
nomy fhould call our attention to what is leaft
vifible, what may eafily be overlooked.—True
knowledge will never pronounce this an abfo-
Jutely common countenance. The forehead and
eyebrow are much above mediocrity. Though
the upper part of the eyelid be moderate, the
line of the under, that interfe@®s the pupil, is
ot fo, nor is the look of the eye, or even the
outline of the nofe, efpecially at the tip. Rude
as the under lip may be, there is nothing in the
outline of the chin betokening want of under-
ftanding. Dry, joylefs, cold, but neither ftupid
nor weak. The top of the back part of the
head is ceminly, from defe@ of drawing, too
fmall, injurious to the countenance, and contra~

dicory to the eyebrew.
VL OF
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ON THE CONGENIALITY, &c. 9t

OF THE CONGENIALITY OF THE HUMAN
FORM. ’

In prganization nature continually a&s frem

within to without, from the centre to the gir-

cumference. The fame vital powers that make

the heart beat give the finger motion: that

which roofs the fcull arches the finger nail. Are

is at variance with itfelf; not fo nature, Her

creation is progreflive. From the head to the

«back, from the fhoulder to the arm, from the
‘arm to the hand, from the hand to the finger,
from the root to the ftem, the ftem to the

branch, the branch to the twig, the twig to the

bloffom apnd fruit, each depends on the other,

and all on. the root; each is fimilar in. nature

and form, No apple of one branch can, with

all its properties, be the apple of another; not

»

to fay. of another tree. There is-a -determinate

"effe@ of a determinate power. Through all
nature each determinate power is produive

only of fuch and fuch determinate effe@s. . The

finger of one bady is not adapted to the hapd of

another bedy. Each part of an organized body

is
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is an image of the whole, has the chara@er of ’
the whole. The blood in the extremity of the

finger has the chara&er of the blood in the:

“

heart. The fame tongeniality is found,in the
nerves, in the bones. One fpirit lives in all.

Each member of the body is in proportion to -

that whole of which it is a part. As from the
length of the fmalleft member, the fmalleft joint
of the finger, the proportion of the whole, the
length and breadth of the body, may be found ;
* {o alfo may the form of the whole from the form
of each fingle part. When the head is long, all
is long ; or round when the head is round ; and
fquare when it is {quare. One form, one mind,
one root, appertain td all. Therefore is each or-
ganized body fo much a whole that, without dif-
cord, deftru&ion, or deformity, nothing can be
added or diminifhed. Every thing in man is pro-
greflive; every thing congenial; form, ftature,
complexion, hair, fkin, veins, nerves, bones,
voice, walk, manner, ftylé, paffion, love, hatred.

One and the fame fpirit is manifeft in all. He

has a determinate fphere in which his powers and
fenfations are allowed, . within which they may
be freely exercifed, but beyond which he can-
not pafs. Each countenance is, indeed, fubje&t
to momentary change, though not_perceptible,

' - even
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- even in its folid parts; but thefe changes are all
" proportionate: each is meafured, each proper,
" ~and peculiar, to the countenance in which it -
takes place. The capablhty of- change is li-
mited. Even that which is affe@ted, aflumed,
imitated, heterogeneous, ftill has the properties
of the individual, originating in the nature of
the ‘whole, and is fo definite that it iz only
_poffible, in this, but in no other, being.

I almoft blufh to repeat this in the prefent
age. What, poﬁenty, wilt thou fuppofe, thus
to fee me obhgeﬂ fo often to demonftrate, to
pretended fages, that nature makes no emenda-
tions? She labours from one to all. Hers is not
disjointed organization ; not mofaic work. The
more of the mofaic there is in the works of art-
ifts, orators,-or poets, the lefs are they natural ;
the lefs do they refemble the ‘copious ftreams of
the fountain ; the ftem extending itfelf to the
remoteft branch. R

The more there is of progrefﬁon, the more is
there of ‘truth, power, and nature: the more
extenfive, general, durable and noble, is the ef-
fe. 'The defigns of nature are the defigns of a

- moment. One form, one {pirit, appear through
the whole. Thus nature forms her leaft plant,

. and thus her moft exalted man. I fhall have
o effe@ed
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effe@ed nothing by my phyfiognomonical la-
bours if I am not able to deftroy that opinion,
fo taftelefs, fo unwotthy of the age, fo oppofite
to all found philofophy, that nature patches up
the features of various countenances, in order
to make one perfect countenance; and I fhall
think them well rewarded if the congeniality,
whiformity, and agreement of human organiza-
tion, be fo demontftrated that he who fhall deny
it will be declared to deny the light of the fun
at hoon day.

The human body is a plant; each part has
the charaCter of the ftem. . Suffer me to repeat
this continually, fince this moft evideént of  all
things is continually controverted, among all
ranks of men, in words, deeds, books, and
works of art.

It is therefore that I find the greateﬂ; incon-
gruities in the heads of the gteateft mafters. '
know no painter of whom I.can fay he has
© thoroughly ftudied the harmony of the human
outline, not even Pouflin j no, not even Raphael
himfelf. Let any one clafs the forms of their
countenances, and cotnpare thei with the forms
of nature; let him for inftance draw the out-
lines of their foreheads, and endeavour to find
fimilar outlines in nature, and he will find in-

congruities
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congruiti¢s which could not.have been expe&ed
in fuch great mafters.

" Excepting the too great length and- extent,
particularly of his human figures, Chodowiecki,
perhaps, had the moft exa& feeling of congeni-
ility, in caricature that is to fay, of the relative .
propriety of the deformed, the humorous, or
other charateriftical members and features: for

~ as there is conformity and congeniality in the

beautiful, fo- is there alfo in the deformed.

Every cripple has the diftortion peculiar to him-

felf, the effects’of which are extended to his

whole body. In like manner the evil aions of

the evil, and the good a&ions of the good, have a
conformity of charadter; at leaft they are all
tinged with this conformity of character. Little
as this feems to be remarked, by poets and
painters, ftill is it the foundation of their art;
for wherever emendation is vifible, there 'admi-
ration is at an end. Why has no painter yet been
pleafed to place the blue eye befide the brown
one? Yet, abfurd as this would be, no lefs ab-
furd are the incongruities continually encoun~
tered by the phyfiognomonical eye.—The nofe
of Venus on the head of a Madonna.—I have
been affured, by a man of .fafthion, that, at a
mafquerade, he, with only the aid of an artificial

nofe,
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nofe, entirely concealed himfelf from the know-
ledge of all his acquaintance. So much does
nature reje& what does not appertain to herfelf.

To render this indifputable, let a number of
fhades be taken, and clafled, according to the
foreheads. We fhall thew in its place, that all
real and poffible human foreheads may be clafled
under certain figns, and that their claffes are not
innumerable. Let him next clafs the nofes, then
the chins; then let him compare the figns of the
nofes and foreheads; and he will find certain
nofes are never found with certain foreheads;
and, on the contrary, other certain foreheads are
- always accompanied by a certain kind of nofes ;
and that the fame obfervation is true with re-
- {pe€t to every other feature of the face, unlefs
the moveable features fhould have fomething
acquired which is not the work of the firft
formation and producive power of nature, but
of art, of accident, of conftraint: experiment
will render this mdxfputable As a preliminary
amufement for the enquiring reader I fhall add
what follows, :

. Among a hundred circular foreheads, in pro- )
file, I have never yet met with one Roman nofe. .
In a hundred other fquare foreheads I have
fearcely found one in which there were not ca-

vities
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vities and prominences. I never yet faw a per-

.pendicular forehead, with ftrongly arched fea-
‘tures, in the lower part of the countenance, the
double chin excepted.

I meet no ftrong-bowed eyebrows 77—\ /7 N\
* combined with bony perpendicular countenances.

Wherever the forehead is proje&ing fo, in
general, are the under lips, children excepted.

1 have never feen gently arched yet niuch re-
treating foreheads combined with a fhort fnub
nofe, which, in proﬁle, is tharp and funken.

A vifible nearnefs of the nofe to the eye is
always attended by a vifible widenefs between
the nofe and mouth.

A long covering of the teeth, or, in other
words, a long fpacz between the nofe and mouth,
always indicates fmall upper lips. Length of
form and face is generally attended by well
drawn, flethy lips. I have many further obfer-
vations in referve on this fubje@, which only
are withheld till further confirmation and pre-
cifion are obtained. I fhall produce but one
more example, which will' convince all, who
poflefs acute phyfiognomonical fenfatlon, how
great is the harmony of all nature’s forms, and
how much fhe hates the incongruous.

~ Take two, three, or four thades of men, re-
Yor. IL H " markable
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markable for underftanding, join the features fo
artificially that no defe& fhall appear, as far as
relates to the a& of joining; that is, take the
forechead of one, add the nofe of a fecond, the
:mouth of a third, the chin of a fourth, and the
refult of this combination of the figns of wif-
dom fhall be folly. Folly is perhaps nothing
more than the emendation of fome heteroge-
neous addition.—* But let thefe four wife coun-
tenances be fuppofed congruous ?"’—Let them fo
" be fuppofed, or as nearly fo as poffible, ftill their
combination will produce the figns of folly.
~ Thofe, therefore, who maintain that conclu-
fion cannot be drawn from a part, from a fingle
feGtion of the profile, to the whole, would be
~“perfectly right if unarbitrary nature patched
“up countenances like arbitrary art; but fo the
does not. Indeed when a man, being born
" with underftanding, becomes a fool, there ex-
preflion of heterogeneoufnefs is the confequence.
~ Either the lower part of the countenance ex-
 tends itfelf, or the eyes acquire a direGtion not
conformable to the forehead, the mouth can-
not remain clofed, or the features of the coun-
tenance, in fome other manner, lofe their con-
fitency. All becomes difcord; and fo!'ly," in
fuch a counténance, is very manifeft.  If ‘the
: o ‘ - ~ forehead
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forehead be feen alone it can only be fatd *'So
“ much can, or vould, this-countenance, by na-
 ture, unimpeded by accident.” But; if the
whole be feen, the paft amd prefent. general

chara@er may be determined. Ce e
Let him who would ftudy phyﬁognomy Rudy
the relation of the conftituent parts.of the coun-’
tenance : not having ftudied thefe he has ftudied

nothmg v .

" He, and he alone, is an accurate phyﬁn'gno—
"mift, has the true fpirit of phyfiogromy,-who
poffefles {enfe, feeling, and {ympatietic propor-
ttion of the congeniality and harmony of nature ;
. amd who hath a fimilar feafe and feeling-for all
emendations and additions of art and conftraint.
He is no phyfiognomift who doubts of the pro-
priety, fimplicity, and harmony of nature; or
who has not this phyfiognomonical eflential ;
‘who fuppofes nature feles members, to form a
‘whole, as a compofitor in‘a printirig-houfe does
letters to make up a word ; who can fuppofe the
works of nature: are the patchwork of a harle-
quin jacket. . Not the moft infignificant of in-
fe&s is fo compounded, much lefs the moft per--
fec of organized beings, mun. . He refpires not
the‘breath of wifdom: who doubts of this pro-
greffion, continuity, and fimplicity of the ftrud-
. H 2 . tures
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~ tures of nature. He wants a general feeling for
the works of nature, confequently of art, the .

imitator of nature. 1 fhall be pardoned this
warmth. It is neceflary. The confequences
are infinite and extend to all things. He has
the mafter-key of truth who has this fenfation of
the congeniality of nature, and by neceﬂ'a.ry in-
dution of the human form.

All imperfe&ion in works of art, producions
of the mind, moral ations, errors in judgment ;
all fcepticifm, infidelity, and ridicule of religion,
naturally originate in the want of this know-
ledge and fenfation. He foars above all doubt
of the Divinity and Chrift who hath them, and |
who is confcious of this congeniality. He alfo
who, at firft fight, thoroughly underftands and
feels the congeniality of the human form, and
- that from the want of this congeniality arifes the
difference obferved between the works of nature
and of art, is fuperior to all doubt concerning
the truth and divinity of the human counte-
nance.

Thofe who have this fenfe, this feeling, call
it what you plea& will attribute that only and-
nothing more to each countenance which it is
capable of receiving. They will confider each ac-
cording to its kind, and will as little feek to add

a heterof-
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a heterogeneous charafter as a heterogeneous
nofe to the face. Such will only unfold what
" nature is defirous of unfolding, give what nature
is capable of receiving, and take away that with
‘which nature would not be encumbered. They
will perceive in the child, pupil, friend, or wife,
when any difcordant trait of charatter makes
its appearance, and will endeavour to reftore the
original congeniality, the equlhbrmm of charac‘-;
ter and impulfe, by a&ing upon the ftill remain- .
ing harmony, by co-operating with the yet un-
" impaired effential powers. They will confider
each fin, each vice, as deftru@ive of this har-
mony, will feel how much each departure from
truth, in the human form, at leaft to eyes more
penetrating than human eyes are, muft be ma-
nifeft, muft diftort, and muft become difpleal~
ing to the Creator, by rendering it unlike his_
image. Who therefore can judge better of the’
works and a&ions of man, who lefs offend, or
be offended, who more clearly develope caufe
- and effe&, than the phyfiognomitt, poffeffed of
a full portion of this knowledge and fenfation ?

H3y  ADDL
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ADDITIONS.

'LI.'

» ANOTHER congenial countenance ; too evi-
dently pature for.it to be ideal, or the invention
and emendation of art. Such a forehead does
not betoken the- re@ilinear but the nofe thus
bent.  Such an upper lip, fuch an open, elo-.
quent,. mouth, . The forehead does not lead us
tb‘gxlj)e&,'high poetical genius; but-acute punc~ :
tuality, and the fability of retentive memory.
It is impofible to fuppofe this a common coun-

tenance. .
III. THE
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IIL

THE forehead and nofe not congenial: * The
nofe fhews the very acute thinker. ~The lower
part of the forchead, on the contrary, efpecxally .
the diftance between the eyebrow and £y¢,donat
betoken this high degree of mental power. The
. fiff pofition of the whole is much at variance
with the eye and mouth, but particularly with
the nofe.—The whole, the eyebrow excepted,
fpeaks a calm, peaceahle, mild charadter.-

IV.

STRONGLY imprefled with the charalter of
trith : all is exaét all harmonious; a plenitude
of a&ivity, of numerous talents.—Between the
eyebrows, only, is there fomething foreign,
empty, infipid. The eyebrows, likewife, are too
weak, too indefinite, in this, otherwife, ftrong -
countenance, the power and fortitude of which-
might eafily degenerate into’ vanity and abfti-
nacy.

H 4 V. THE
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V.

THE harmony of the mouth and nofe is
felf-evident. The forehead is too good, too
comprehenfivé, for this very limited under part
of the countenance.—The whole befpeaks a
harmlefs chara&er ; nothing delicate, nor fevere.

VL

FROM one true feature in the countenance
the accurate phyfiognomift will be able to mend
and define the falfe and half true. Here, for
example, the forehead correfponds with the hair
and the chin; but I fufpe& more fmall wrinkles
about the eyes, the upper eyelid to be much
better defined, and prominent, in nature ; every
part of the countenance lefs minute ; the mauth,
in particular, neither fo clofe, nor fo oblique.—
Still we here perceive a man who can more
eafily fport with us than we with him, and in
whofe prefence the crooked heart would be

liable to very uneafy fenfations.
| | VII. WE
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VIL

WE have here a high, bold, forehead, with a.
fhort-feeming, blunt, nofe, and a fat double chin.
How do thefe harmonize '—It is almoft a ge-
neral law of nature that, where the eyes are
ftrong drawn, and the eyebrows near, the eye-
brows muft alfo be ftrong.—This countenance,
merely by its harmony, its prominent congenial
traits, is expreffive of found, clear; underftand-
ing : the countenance of reafon.

VIIL

A MASTER-PIECE of congeniality—replete
with calm adivity, tranquil energy, breathing
the fpirit of a better world. Seldom are tran<
quillity and power thus intimately combined.,

IX'

THE under lip manifeftly does not harmo-
nize with the mouth and eye. The eye has
much
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much more gentlenefs than the @outh—A nofe
thus drawn, fo broad and fhort, denotes a found
natural underftanding.

o X. .

IF any man has never {een congeniality he may
certainly behold it here.—Compare the outline
of the back part of the head with, the forehead,
the forehead with .the mouth.—TFhe fame fpn’w
of harfhnefs, rudenefs, and ftupid afperity, is
apparent in the traits, individually, as well as in
the countenance altogether.—How might fuch
a forehead have a fine, retreating, under lip, or
a ftrong, and extended back of the head ?.

- XL ,

A MILD, yielding, charater appears in the
outline of the forehead, the eye, and the middle
line of the mouth, which, however, has fome
errar in drawing, and is, confequcntly, hetero-
geneous to the oth.cr features ;.as is, alfo, the

tlp
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tip of the nofe. The eye-bones ought to be
fome trifle fharpgr. ‘

» , XIL

THE perfe&t countenance of a politician,
“Faces which are thus pointed from the eyes to l
the chin always have lengthened nofes, and
never poilefs large, open, powerful, and piercing
eyes. 'Their firmnefs partakes of obftinacy, and
they rather follow intricate plans than the dic- A
tates of eomon fenfe | -

e
o . 1

~ VIL ON
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VII.
ON SHADES.

SHADES are the weakeft, moft vapid, but, at
the fame time, when the light is at a proper dif~
tance, and falls properly on the countenance to
take the profile accurately, the trueft reprefenta~
. tion that can be given of man.—The weakeft,
" for it is not pofitive, it is only fomething nega-
tive, only the boundary line of half the counte-
nance. The trueft becaufe it is the immediate
expreflion of nature, fuch as not the ableft
_painter is capable of drawing, by hand, after
nature.

‘What can be lefs the image of a living man

“than a fhade? Yet how full of fpeech' Little
gold, but the pureft.

The fhade contains but one line; no motlon,
light, colour, height or depth ; no eye, ear, nof-
tril orttheek ; but a very fmall part of the lip;
yet how decifively is it fignificant! The reader
foon fhall judge, be convinced, and exercife his
judgment, ‘

v

- Drawing
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Drawing and pamtmg, it is probable, ongx-
nated in thades. '

They exprefs, as I have faid, but little ; ‘but
the little they do e§prefs is exa®:. No art can
attain to the truth of the ihade, taken with pre-
cifion. :

Let a fhade be taken after pature, with the
greateft accuracy, and, with equal accuracy, be
afterward reduced, upon fine tranfparent oil -
paper. Let a profile, of the fame fize, be taken, -
by the greateft mafter, in his happieft moment; .
then let the two be laid upon each other, and
the difference will immediately be evident.

I have often made the experiment, but never

found that the beft efforts of art could equal na-

ture, either in freedom, or in precifion; but .
that there was always fomething more or lefs
than nature. '

Nature is fharp and free whoever ftudies
fharpnefs more than freedom will be hard, and
whoever ftudies freedom more than fharpnefs
will become diffufe, and indeterminate.

I can admire him only who, equally- fmdlous
of her fharpnefs and freedom, acquires equal
certainty and impartiality.

To attam this, artift, umtator of humamty,

firft
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firft exercie yourfelf in drawing thades ; ‘after-

ward copy them by hand, and, next, compare

- amd -corre@. Without this, you will with diffi-
~ cvlty difcover the grand fecret of uniting pre-

tifion and freedom.

I have colle@ted more phyﬁognomomcal

Tmowledge from fhades alone than from every
other kind of portrait; :have 1mprov~ed phyfi-

ognomonical fenfation more by the fight of
them than by the 'contemplatmn of ever mu-
" table nature.

Bhades colle& the dlﬁra&ed attentton, confine
it to an outlme, and thus render the obfervation
‘more ﬁmple, eafy, and precife.—The obferva-
‘tion confequcﬁtly the companfon

Phyfiognomy has no greater, more mcontro—
‘vertible certainty of the truth of its-objet t’han
that imparted by fhade.

* If the fhade, accordmg to the general fenfc
and decifion of all men, can decide fo much
concerning charaQer, how much more. muft the
hvmg body, the whole appearance, and adtion
of the man' If the thade be oracular the voice
of truth ‘the word of God, whaf muft the
living ongmal be, 1llummated by the fpmt of
God!

e

L \ Hundreds
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Hundreds have -afked, hundreds will conti--
nue to afk, “ What can be expe&ted from mere
“ fhades 2’ Yet 1o fhade cari be viewed by any
‘one of ‘thefe hundred who will not ¥orm fome
-judgment on it, often saccurdtely, inore -&ecu-
rately than I .couldl have judged.

- Torender the aftonifhing fignificance of fhadas
.. «comfpicuous, we ought either to compare -oppo-
-fite chara@ers of men, taken in thads, or, s¢hich
.may -be ‘more convincing, to -cut :out of black

paper, or draw, imaginary countenances, widely
-diffimilar: or, aggain, when'we have acquired fome
~ :proficiency in obfervation, to double.black paper,
-and cut two countenances ; and, afterward, by
_cutting with 'the fciffars, to make flight altera-
. tions, appealing to -our eye, ‘or phyfiegrnomo-

. nical feeling, at each alteration ; or, laftly, only
. to take various fhades of the fame countenance,
and compare:them together. We fhall be afto-
nithed, by fuch experiments, to percéive what
-+ great effets are produced by {light alterations.

In our next fragment we fhall prefent' the
.reader with a number of fhades, and enqun'e
into- their fignification. -

A previous
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A previous word concerning the beft” nbdc
of taking thades. .
The common method is accompanied wuh

many inconveniencies. It is hardly poffible the .

perfon drawn fhould fit fufficiently ftill ; the de-
figner is obliged to change his place, he muft
- approach fo near to the perfon that motion is
almoft inevitable, and the defigner is in the moft
inconvenient pofition ; neither are the prepara-

~

tory fteps every where poffible, nor fimple

enough.

=~ A feat purpofely contrived would be more
" convenient. The fhade fhould be taken on poft
paper, or rather on thin oiled paper, well dried.
Let the head and back be fupported by a chair,
and the fhade fall on the oil paper behind a clear,
flat, polithed glafs. Let the drawer fit behind

the glafs, holding the frame with his left hand,

and, having a fharp black-lead pencil, draw with
the right. The glafs in a detached fliding frame
may be raifed, or lowered, according to the
height of the perfon. The bottom of the glafs
frame, being tf¥n, will be beft of iron, and thould
be raifed fo as to reft fteadily upon the thoulder.
In the centre, upon the glafs, fhould be a fmall

plece of Wood or iron, to which faften a {mall

round
o
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round cuihi’on, fupported by a thort pin, fcarcely
half-an in®h long, which, alfo, may be raifed, or
. lowered, and againft which the perfon drawn -
may lean. _

The drawing annexed will render this de-
{cription more intelligible. ’

By the aid of a magnifying lens, or folar mi-
crofcope, the outlines may be much more accu-
rately determined and drawn. -

«

e '
Vor. IL R | VIIL. OF
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VIIL

OF THE GREAT SIGNIFICANCE OF SHADES.

NOT all, often very much, often but little,
can be difcovered, of the charalter of a man,
from his fhade. -
I mean to infert a number of fhades, that I
may thereby render intelligible what may be,
concluded from fuch mere outlines of the hu-
man_ countenance, fometimes with certainty,
fometimes with probability., ’
The progrefs of human opinion is ever in the
extreme: it is all affirmative, or all negative.
But not fo. All cannot be feen in the {hade,
. yet fomething may.—Not all ; that is to fay, not
by man, bounded as are his faculties. I will not
pretend to determine what might be the conclu-
fions of a fuperiour Being from the outline to the
inward man ; the figure, elafticity, fire, power,
‘motion, life, in the nofe, mouth, eye; or how -
perfeitly fuch a Being might underftand the
whole charaéter, with all its aGtual and poffible
paflions.
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paffions. Iam far from thinking this muft fur-
pafs His pdwers, fince partsof this may be at- -
tained by men of the commoneft faculties.
Proofs fhall grefently be given.

“True it is that, with refpe& to many fhades,
we (I at leaft) cannot determine any thing, even
when they happen to be the fhades of extraor-
dinary perfons. . But of all thefe extraordinary
perfons, whofe chara@ers are not diftin@ in
fhade, it may be remarked that—

Seen only in fhade they will neither appear
foolith, when poflfefled of great wifdom, nor
wicked, if highly virtuous. All that can be al-
leged is we do not aﬂirmanvely read what they
are. Either— .

What is extraordinary in the chara&er is as
little apparent as in the thade ; or— o

It may bé known to a few confidential friends,
but is not prominent, not obvious ; or again—

- By a thoufand fortunate incidental circum-
ﬁances, a man, poflefled of very moderate ta-
lents, may a&, write, fpcak or fuffer, fo as to
appear extraordinary, although, in reahty, he
{o is not ; a cafe which often occurs, occafions
much error, and is, or rather feems to be, very

’ I2 inimical
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inimical to phyfiognomy as a fcience. Of this
I could produce many examples: but examples
_ might offend, and I fhould moft unwillingly
give offence, in a work the very purport of

which is to promote philanthrapy. |

It is alfo poffible that thofe traits whlch, in
fhade, might betoken the extraordinary quali-
ties of the man, and which, in themfelves, fo
nearly. approach the overftrained, and the foolith,
are e'ithe.r" too inaccurately, or too prominently,
drawn. There are countenances the fhades.of
which, if but a hair-breadth more fharp, flat, ;(Sr. :
blunt, than. nature, lofe all they poflefs moft
marking, and acquire a falfe and foreign charac-
ter. . The moft delicate, beautiful, angelic coun-
tenances generally lofe, through the ﬂigh;eﬁ neg-
le& in taking their fhades, that which in every
judgment  conflitutes their fupreme fimplicity,
their upright worth, —Somethmg is enlarged or
fomething is diminithed. .

It.is alfo poflible that pock-marks, plmples,
or other accidents, may fo indent, {well, o; dif-
tort a fine outline, that the true chara@er of the
countenance either cannot accurately or not at
all be deﬁned

Yet
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+ Yet is it undeniable, and fhall be made evi-
dent by example to the lover of truth, that num- |
berlefs countenances are {o charaderifed, even
by fhades, that nothing can be more certain
* than the fignification of thefe fhades.

~ I'pledge myfelf to produce two imiginary
thades, the one of which fhall excite genera'l. ab-
horrence, and the other confidence and love
equally general.—Oppofite as Chnﬁ and Belial.

- But to the queftion. -

‘What charadters are moft confpicuous in
fhade? What is moft preafely and clearly
fhewn in fhade?

A fragment of an anfwer.
~ Shades mutft neceffarily mark the. chara&ers of

the Very angry and the very mild ; the very ob-
ftinate, and the very pliable ; of the profound or
the fuperficial, that is to fay, generaﬂy {peaking,
of extremes,
~ Pride and humility are mere prommeﬂt, in
fhade, than vanity.

Natural benevolence, internal pOWer, ﬂelel-
lity, peculiat fenfibility, and, efpecially, mfan—
tine innocence, are expreflive in fhade.

I3 ' Great
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Great underftanding, rather than great ftu-

pidity ; profound thought, much better than
clearnefs of conception.

~ Creative powers, rather than acquired know-

ledge ; efpecially, in the outline of the forehea,d

and the eye-bones.

Let us now proceed to a few remarks on
fhades, and the manner in which they ought to
be obferved, which muft neceflarily be preceded
by the claflification of fuch lines as ufually de-
fine and limit the human countenance.

Perpendicular ; the perpendicular expanded ;
comprefled ; projeing; retreating; ftraight
lines; flexible ; arched ; contra&ed ; waving;
fetions of circles; of parabolas; hyperbolas;
concave ; convex; broken ; angular; comprefled;
extended ; oppofed ; homogeneous ; heterogene-
ous ; contrafted.—How purely may all thefe be
exprefled by thades ; and how various, certain,
and precife, is their fignification !

We may obferve in every fhade nine princi-
pal horizontal fetions.

.. 1. The arching from the’ top of the head to
the begmmng of the hair,
2. The
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2. The outline of the forehead to the eye-
brows.

3. The fpace between the eyebrow and the
infertion of the nofe.

4. The nofe to the upper lip.

5. The upper lip.

6. The lips proper.

7. The upper chin.

8. The under chin.

9. The neck. :

To thefe may be added the back of the head
and neck. _

Each part of thefe feCtions is often a letter,
often a fyllable, often a word, often a whole
difcourfe, proclaiming nature’s truths.

When all thefe fetions harmonize, charac-
ter is legible to the peafant, to the very child,
from the mere {hade: the more they are in con-
traft to each other, the more difﬁcult is the cha-
ralter to decypher. \

Each profile which confifts but of one kind of
lines, as for example, of concave, or convex;
ftraight or crooked, is caricature, or monftrous.
The proportlonate, the gentle intermingling of

14 different
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different lines form the moft beautiful and ex-
cellent countenances. -

We ought to remark, in the. whole fhade, the
prdportions of length and breadth in the coun-
tenance.

Well-proportioned profiles are equal in length
and breadth. A horizontal line drawn from the
tip of the nofe to the back of the bald head,
. when the head neither proje&s forward nor
finks backward, is, generally, equal to the per-
pendicular line from the higheft point of the top
of the head to where the chin and neck feparate.

“ Remarkable deviations from this rule always
appear to be either very fortunate, or very un-
fortunate, anomalies.

. This meafurement and compar*fon of the
he1ght and breadth of the naked head may be
moft eafily performed by the fthade.

If the head he longer than broad, and the
outline hard and angular, it betokens exceflive
‘obftinacy : if, on the contrary, the outline be
more lax and rounded, excefs of lethargy.

If the head, meafured after the fame manner,
be broader than long, and with a hard, ftrong,

angular,
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angular, contra@ed outline, it denotes the height
of implacability, generally accompanied by ma-
lignity ; but if, with this greater breadth, the
outlines are lax and flexible, fenfuality, pliabi-

lity, indolence, the height of voluptuoninefs,
To mention one thing more, out of a hun-
dred which may be added, on this fubje&, but
which require further preparation, and fome of
which will find a place in the following ex-
amples, the fhade, generally, exprefles much
“more of original propenfity than actual charac-
ter. The fecond and third feGions, ofteneft,
and with moft certainty, denote the power of
the underftanding, and of action and paffion in
man ; the nofe, tafte, fenfibility, and feeling;
the lips, mildnefs and anger, love and hatred; the
chin, the degree and fpecies of fenfuality ; the
neck, combined with its hinder part, and pofition,
the flexibility, contra&ion, or frank fincerity of
the charaGer; the crown of the head, not fo
much the power, as the richnefs, of the under-
ftanding ; and the back of the head the mobility,

irritability, and elafticity.

How little, yet, how much, has been faid!
o How
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How little, for him who feeks amufement; how
much, for the man of refearch, who has will,
and ability, to examine for himfelf, who can
confirm, define, and proceed! It is now time,
by numerous examples, to prove fome things
that have been faid, and repeat others, that they
may be rendered more intelligible, evident, and
certain, . :

ADDI-
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ADDITIONS,

L

FRrOM a feation of this forehead, fingly con-
fidered, without the top and back of the head,
fomething excellent might be expetted ; fo dif-
ficult is it to difcriminate between this and the
beft built foreheads. But, as foon as the whole is
taken colle@ively, all expe&tation of great powers
of mind will vanifh, and we muft content out-
felves with difcovering, in this head of medi-
ocrity, incapable of pfofoun_d refearch, or great
producions, a degree of benevolence, not very
adive, and inoffenfive patience, "

IL ‘

THE weakeft, and the moft benevolent, can-
not but remark that this worthy man has fome
phlegmatic, grofs, fenfuality, with which he is
obliged to contend ; neither will we be fo unjuft
as to expect any deep refearch; yet muft I entreat
_that the good which is here beftowed by nature
may not be overlooked. Let the upper and
under part of this, perhaps ill-drawn, counte-
' nance
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nance be covered, and the middle will difcover
a degree of capability, information, cultivation,
and tafte, fuperior to the reft. It is highly pro-
bable that, were it not for the predominant in-
clination to indolence, fuch a profile might be-
come an orator, or a poet, and certainly a man
of wit, - L.

' nm. :

A GOOD, but circumicribed, countenance,
incapable of any high or profound exercife of
the underftanding. Without being ftupid, the
forehead, fcarcely, could be more flat, unpro-
dudive, or contratted. The nofe, alone, has
capacity. 'The under part of the countenance
is as determinate, and fpeaks the fame language,
as the upper. The whole narrow and confufed.
A propenfity to, and a want of, the aid of reli-
gion,  * '

IV,
- BOME degrees more capacious and powerful
than the foregoing. Equal benevolence, more
of religion, a greater promptitude to bufinefs,
and defire of information. Peculiar and a@ive
penetration is not to be expected from fuch
countenances, L.
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: V.

I CANNOT difcover a fuperiority of talents,
or genius, in this honeft, worldly, countenarmoe;
full of refpe@able utility. Cover the evidentljt
thortened upper lip, and neither ftupidity nor
folly, but only an unproduéive capacity of

learning, remembering, and underftanding comx
mon things, will be, decifively, feen.. L.

' VL

WHO, in the under part of this profile,
could read the father of children,  fome of
them intelligent, and fome extraordinary ?—A
man of great powers, fincere humanity, incapaQ
ble of the beautiful ; having once determined,
difficult tqmové' ; in other things, far from the
charalter of infenfibility ; wanting’ powers, in
my apprehenfion, for the fie arts; but cheer-
ful, ardent, faithful, and very choleric. o

: 4

VIL THE
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VIL

- THE arching of the forehead almoft perfetly
effeminate ; manly only in the fmall circle over
the eye; where, be it here remarked, all effemi-
nate, or manly, foreheads are moft diftinguithed.
(The effeminate outline is ever the fimpleft; the
manly is either much more reQilinear, contra&-
ed, or, as in the annexed plate, lefs further back :
if arched, is interrupted, indented, and has, com- |
monly, two feGtions.) Benevolent, generous, a
difregard of exiftence, alive to honour, and its
rewards, to his ‘own fufferings, and the fuffer-
ings of others; fuch is this profile.

VIIL
WHOEVER would fearch for manly, f’ im-
ple, fidelity, in -one perfe@ whole ; a found and
exquifite fenfe of truth, without the trouble of
enquiry, a tender, innate, firm, fincere love,
combined with refolution, manhood, and can-
dour ; let. them contemplate this countenance.

L.
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: IX. :

. 'THE nofe, manifeftly too pointed, gives this
profile the appearance of infignificant, childifh,
fear. The nofe, compared with the forehead,
convinces us it is inaccurate ; the nofe is child-
ithly effeminate, while the forehead would never
be found in a female. It is not of the firft ors
der, though it is fomething more than com-
mon. The proje@ing eye denotes fear and cho-
ler ; the mouth and chin extreme prudence, be-
nevolence, and gentlenefs. Nature ever gives a
counterpoize, and delights to mingle mildnefs
and fire, in a wonderful manner.

: X.

THE forehead is not drawn with accuracy,
yet it thews a man of a clear and found under-
ftanding, determined in the purfuit of bufinefs.
The nofe is of a fuperior kind, and, apart from

the other features, has every capacity of excellent.
~ and juft fenfation.—The under part thews com~
mon manlinefs and refolution. ‘ L.
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XL

¥ DO not think we have a peculiarly great
head here, yet certainly not a very common
one. ‘'Fhe back part is decifive of a richly com-
prehenfivé, and not irrefolute thinker. No fingle
feature of the face has any thing determinate,
yet each has fomething the reverfe of rude, and
all pleafe by their combination. He muft be a
complaifant, peaccaBle, modeft, man; defirous
of learning, and capable of teaching..

XIIL. :

HOWEVER great the refemblance of this
fhade may be fuppofed, it is certainly, in part,
enlarged, and, in part, curtailed ; yet are the ex-
panfion and firmnefs, almoft in equal degrees,
general and congenial. The under part of the
forehead, and the back part of the head, are in-
_jured by the -curtailment. The upper part of
the forehead, and nofe, denote much lefs dry-
nefs,"and more fenfibility and capacity. '
| XIIL. ONE
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XIIL -
ONE of thofe mafculine profiles Whlch gene-
rally pleafe. Conceal the under ‘chin, and 2a
approach to greatnefs is perceptible; except
that greater variation in the outline .is want-
ing, efpecially in the.nofe, and forehead, The
choleric phlegmatic man is vifible in the whole ;
efpecially, in the eyebrows, nofe, and bottom
part of the chin; as likewife are integrity, ﬁde—
lity, goodnefs, and complaxfance. '

- XIV. o

THE forehead not fharp enough, yet rich in
memory and /prudence. This practical wifdom,
this thoughtful calculation, is alfo confpicuous
in the under part of the profile. The extenfion,
the length, of the upper lip (the palium of the -
teeth) to the nofe, on the contrary, betoken
‘thoughtlefs indifcretion.. Wherever the fore-
head retreats fo little back, upon the whole, itis
- never produive, but fo-much the more percep-
~ tive. Thoughtleflnefs fhould come for advice .
to fuch countenances; they are magazmes of
refletion, derived from experience. L.

A SINGULAR, wonderfully harmonized
Vor. I, _ K counte=
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countenance. How ‘teritarkably congenial are
the forehexd and ‘nofe, efpecially ! Nothing too
fharp, nothing unhaturally flat, expanded, or
‘eontractell:==1 fappofe a-dvy, firm, thoughtful,
fubtle, penetriting, not amalyzing, phlegmatic,
Yometirmes defperate, -#nd‘a generally brave, cha-

XVL

MILD comphaifince, forbearance, mature
confideration, calm aivity, peace, found un-
derftanding, power of thought, difcerning at-
‘terition,, fecretly a@ive friendfhip, are. the deci-
five traitsof this, to me, well known original ;
- all'of which, if they are not inftantaneoufly dif-

.coverdble, will ‘be feen as foon as mentioned.
‘No dection ‘of the ‘outline contains any thing
_ rcontralliGory to this judgment. The forehead
-and back of the head are, of themfelves, decifive

. -of calm confideration ‘and ‘difcretion. Benevo-
. lence ‘and ‘peace are ‘univerfal; particulirly in

‘the ‘under parts. One of the moft faithful,
- ‘calm, <heétful, and ‘moft ‘coritented of men.
- -Alike happy ‘ind fatisfied with his congrega-
tion as with his garden, cultivated by himfelf]
for his own ufe, and that of his friends. L.

XVIL

L4
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XVIIL

AN original countemance, that will, to hun-
dreds, fpeak {fenfibility, timidity, perfpicuity,
wit, and imagination. ‘Not to be mumbered
among the firong, bold, unfhaken, and enter-
prifing ; but very. confiderate, cautious to timi~
dity ; a countenance which often fays much
with a cold, yet excellent, afpe&.

XVIIL ‘

A MAN of bufinefs, with more than com-.
mon abilities. Undoubtedly poflefled of talents,
punctual honefty, love of order, and delibera-
tion. An acute infpe&or of men; a calm, dry,
determined judge. I do not know the mam,
" not even fo much as by name; but, to the
middle of the mouth, is an advancing trai,
- which fpeaks fuperiority in common affairs.

L.

K2 XIX,
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- XIX.

- A GOOD head.—Cannot be miitaken, ot
even in fhade. Conceal the under part, and
leave only the nofe and forehead vifible, and
Afigns of attention, love of order, and certainty,
.are-apparent. The forehead, altogether, is too
perpendicular for a produtive mird. The
acute, the cheerful, the fubtle, uncultivated wit
of the original is difficult to be difcovered in
this thade ; yet the outline of the lips gives rea-
fon to fufpe thefe qualities.

\

o XX.

THOSE who have never ftudied the man,
_and men in general but little, ftill cannot but re-
fpeé this profile ; although the forehead is not -
fo entirely exact and pure as to difcover. the
whole capacity of his underftanding. The har-
-mony of the whole, efpecially the nofe, mouth,
and chin, denote a2 mind of extraordinary ob-
fervation, refearch, and analyfis. L.
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XXI.

A NOBLE forehead, a miracle of purity, the
‘love of order, I might fay, the love of light.—
Such the nofe, fuch is all. How capable of cul-
tivation muft fuch a profile be! I am unac-
quainted with the man, yet am I certain as that
I live that he is capable of the calmeft examina«~
tion, that he feels the neceflity of, and delights
~ in, clear conceptions, and that he muft be an at-
tentive obferver. - Ly

XXIL ,

MUCH is to be learnt from this thade.—
Takes little, gives much; this is particularly
confpicuous in the too round outline of the lips,
which is moft defeive. The moft delicate lines
have either not been remarked, or cut away.
The upper part of the forehead is, alfo, fome-
thing curtailed; otherwife this eountenance is
refined, difcreet, capable of talents, tafte, wit,
and morzls, ’

K3 XXIII,
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XXIIL

THUS ought a man to look, but not a wo-
man, who reads, but is not eafily read. By
frength refirained, exaé@nefs, mild fortitude,
and difintereftednefs, [ would undertake to con-
quer, and even to lead, this otherwife irafcible
charater, on whom a man may rely, after hav-
ing granted his confidence, with circumfpec-
tion. L am unacquainted with the perfon, but
dare affirm that, if foolifh, there is, ihll, a capa-
bility of wifdom.

- XXIV. |
NOT angry impetuofity, not violent outrage,
fcandalous cenforioufnefs, or malignant intrigue,
are difeoverable in this fhade; on the contrary,
each feature, as well as the whole countenance,
fpeaks gentlenefs, beneficence, delicate feelings,
excellent tafte, not very productive, but capable

of information, and great usbanity.

XXV.



ADDITIONS;. - g 135

IXV, :

HAPPY tranquillity ; noble, calm, clear per-
ceptions of the prefent; a juft and profound
eftimate of the thing confidered; artlefs elos -
quence, cheerfulnefs, ealy franknefs, difcretion,
verging to inoffenfive cunning, aftonifhing ca-
pabilities for bufinefs, emddar this countenance
ta every friend. How fummarily, how beau-
tifully, da the afpe@ and attitude denote fﬂendly -

expreflion!

- XXVL

‘A PROFILE nch in talents, uniting mych
tafte with the fineft dexterity of ast, The ill-
cut upper lip excepted, it is impoffible for a
phyfiognomonical eye to miftake this fpeaking
fhade. None who have ftudied men would
wonder fhould we write under this, A good
mufician, miniature painter, or furvcyor§ or
a companion equally pleafant and intelligent.
Forehead, nofe, chin, and general form, denote
a mind capable of high cultivation, and a fenfe
of the beantiful. , .
- K 4 - XXVIL
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XXVII. XXVIIL

" FOUR profiles of men of known excellence,
and evidently fuch in"their profiles; Mendel-
flohn, Spalding, Rochow, Nikolai.— ‘

‘Exa& or not, who will fuppofe any one of
thefe ftupid I~—Whoever hefitates concerning the
4th never can have obferved the' forehead.—
This arch abftractedly confidered, efpecially in
the upper part, has more capacity than 2 and 3.
In the upper outline, alfo, of the under part,
underftanding and exquifite penetration cannot
be overlooked.

3 Has more good fenfe; prompt, accurate
" perception of tfuth, delicacy ; but, I fufpe@,
Tefs acutenefs. |
2 Clear ideas, love of elegance, purity, accu-
racy of thought and adion; does not eafily
admit the unnatural.—The forehead not fuffi-
ciently chara@eriftic, but fine tafte in the nofe.

"In the _fqrehead' and nofe of 1, penetration
and found underftanding are evident.®2-The
- mouth is much more delicate than the mouth
in 2. ' ‘

“XXIX.
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XXIX.

A WELL proportioned countenance; not
very penetrating, not very produive, but
found underftanding, void of prejudice. The
heart ever open to the reception of truth. With
perfevering acivity it combines great tafte; or,
if you pleafe, a firong fenfe of the beautiful.—
Irritable, but will ever a&t with difcretion, nobly.
—In the lower part of the coutitenance, efpe-
cially the lips, goodnefs and manly ftrength are
alike confpicuous. Eafily induced to the violent:

. XXX, | '
ONE of the moft original heads I have eyer
beheld.—A fingular genius, but incapable of re<
fearch and retention.—FluGtuating; quick to
peréeive and to farfake ; great eloquence united
with little precifion ; much wit, and equal fen-
fuality, in the nofe : a fpirit of daring enterprife,
without determinate pewer, in the whole coun-
tenance. :

XXX,
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XXXk

A PRINCELY countenance—impreffing plea-
fure at the firk afpe@.—Nothing wvulgar.—If,
without prompting, we cannot fay fuch a ¢coun~
tenance was drawn by the hand of God, of what
may this be faid 2—Who does not here read
worth, nobility, and courage, fo difficult to
unite, yet fo neceflary to a great man? The
twofold power of concealing, what fhould be
concealed, and of revealing, what fhould be re-
wealed. Difcretion void of minute, overcareful,
fufpicion. Though we cannot fee the eye, yet,
_judging by the outline of the forehead, and nofe,
the look muft be rapid, certain, penetrating; a
dagger to the difhonourable, and a pledge of
confidence to the worthy man. ‘'The outline of
the forehead is moft extraordinary, and highly
chara&eriftic of great and bold enterprife. The
drawing of the mouth is very hard, yet it bears
the ftamp of goodnefs, honefty, and courage.
Who alfo can doubt but that there is fome mix-

ture of voluptuoufnefs ?
XXXIL
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XXXIL

BE it premifed that this fhade is cut from
‘memory, and not taken from nature; yet is it
fo full of truth and expreflion that it muft over-
throw, or fhake to the foundations, the houfe
of cards, or the fuppofed rock-built palace of
the moft incredulous and obftinate of anti-phy-
fiognomifts. Place it among a thoufand fhades,
and it will there ever remain as fingular as was
the original among his cotemporaries. Conti-
nually do I bow before this form, as to an ap-
parition from the heavenly regions ; all is one
fpirit, one harmony, one whole. How forcible
is the power of the nofe, or if you pleafe in
its minute curve!—A countenance formed to
command not to obey. The rapid look thinks
and a@s. Who fhall demand an account of its
a&ions? Its will is as a rock, and condu&s the-
man where millions would faulter.—It is con-
fcious of its power.—Let the angle formed by
the lines 4 and 4 be taken, and laid on thou-
fands of countenances, yet will not a fimilar one
be found. But however we are indebted to this

great
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great man and monarch, ftill are we obliged
to acknowledge that mildnefs and moderation,
here, are apparently acquired, not natural, vir-
tues.

o ) XXXIIL

WE\{ha.ll now produce fome gemale fhades,
withbut too much antnclpatmg the future chap-
ter on the fex. Here is a truly eﬂ'em}late pro-
file. It is impoffible that this countenance could
be male. The fimplicity, continuity, and pro-

_jeCtion of the forehead, which does not ret
{"its proportion with the under part of the pro )e
alfo the hollowing of the outline of the nofe, all
‘{peak female nature. .  The countenance j» fruit-
! ful, cunning; altive, orderly, tra&ablegttenﬂvc,

and refolute, ,
& ?
ay
: XXXIV.
Lefs phyfical and pra&tical power than the
former, but more fenfibility and delicacy ; more

capable of enjoyment, more tendernefs, confider-
ation,
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ation, timidity, referve, foftnefs; yielding, in-
firm, noble, obferving, refle®ing, analyzing.
The delicate and noble are feen .in the whole,
~ particularly in the nofe and mouth; the weak
and the tender moft in the chin; reﬂe&mn in
the forehead.
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XXXVL

AS thefe fragments are written to promote
the knowledge and love of men, it is our duty
briefly to point out the pofitive and excellent in
countenances where they' are not very confpi-
cuous. Cover this thade with the hand, fo that
only the countenance from the forehead to the
chin can be feen ; the expreflion of the profile
.will then be improved. The negligence of the
perfon who draws a fhade, who, frequently,
will not be at the trouble of placing the coun-
tenance properly, often does it great imjuftice,
Of this the prefent fhade is a proof. Timid this
chara&er will probably ever remain, as the re-
treating chin alone will thew ; but this timidity
~is chara@eriftic of youth, and fex.  But, on the
‘reverfe, it muft be obferved that ever bountiful
Nature has imparted fomething of pleafing cour-
tefy to the mouth, and of mafculine power to
the nofe, which ftand as guarantees for the cha-
ralter. 4 L.

XXXVIL
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XXXVIL

MORE courage, enterprife, pliability, deter
mination, rational a&ivity. The under part of
the profile is leaft defined and chara&eriftic ;
but how much is this negligence compenfated
‘by the firm, intelligent, correfpondent of what
is above! How capable are fuch profiles of ma-
ternal duties? How careful, how orderly, how
ceconomical! How refpe@able by ‘their meek-
‘nefs, their gentlenefs! ‘O miraculous Nature'!
“How doft thou imprint truth upon all thy works,
and beftow the credentials of the power with
which they are entrufted ! L.

XXXV _

CERTAINLY defecive, inaccurate.—Cari-
cature, if any thing-can be fo; but caricature,
in which geniality cannot be miftaken. By ge-
niality I would fay original penetration ; a quick
perception of things invifible in the vifible ; fa-
cility of combining the rapidly difcovered ho-
mogeneous ; the gift of affociating ideas.- An
accurate drawing of fuch a countenance would
be
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be ineftimable to the phyfiognomift. Nothing
more need be faid on’ this every where inaccu-
rate profile.

. XXXIX.

NO geniality here but the mildeft, moft
:maidenly, circumfpe@ion; attention, civility,
obedience, fimplicity ; no produ@ive powers of
mind ; no heroifm; but patience employed on :
felf. A defire not to inform but to be informed.
More paffive than adtive ;. more good fenfe than
flight of fancy, or frohckfome wit.

: . Xi..

MORE mind, penetration, or acutenefs, than
XXXIX ; lefs timid, and careful of felf; more
excellent, lively, determmate, and analyzing.
Forehead and nofé difcover much perfpicuity,.
and ardour of underftanding; mildnefs, be-
nevolence, innocence, and tranquillity in the .
~mouth ; in the chin, much noble and tender ef-
feminacy.

XLL
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- XLIL :
EXCLUSIVE of the ill-defined forehead, there
- is ftill enough remaining in the nofe, mouth, and
the whole outline, to denote the fine penetrating
- tafte of the refle®ive and gently agitated mind ;
‘undifturbed by paflions ; capable of delicate, reli-
gious, fenfibility.

XLIL

HERE or nowhere are confpicuous refpec-
table tranquillity, fortitude, fimplicity, fuperi-
ority ; a freedom from paffion, a contempt for
the mean and a propenfity to the natural, the
" noble, and the great. This count®nance, though
filent, is more eloquent than hundreds that
fpeak. It looks and penetrates, has the power
of forming juft decifions, and, in a fingle word,
to pronounce them irrevocably. ‘ L.

Vor. IL. L " IX. OF
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IX.
OF BEASTS.

A.
INTRODUCTION.

A s the author has little knowledge of beafts,
he muft leave the labour of examining them,
phyfiognomonically, to fome Buffon, or Kamper,
of this, or a future, age.

My readers, will, therefore; be fatxsﬁed with
a few general refletions, and fome particular
remarks, which may be further profecuted by
the enquirers into nature. I hope, however, that
thofe few will be fufficient—

a) To conﬁrm the general truth of phyfiog-
nomy ;

b) To elucidate certam laws, according to
which eternal Wifdom has formed living beings;

¢) And, ftill further to difplay the excellence,
the fublimity, of human nature. .

How much fhall I have gained can I'but by
the following fragment, obtain thefe three noble
purpofes ! :

B. GENE-
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B.
GENERAL néunaﬁ‘x’ons.

1. NATURE is every where fimilar to her-
felf. She never als arbitrarily, fiever contrary
to her laws. The fame wifdom and power pro-
duce all varieties, agreeable to one law, one
will. Either all things are, or nothmg is, fubje&t
to law and ofdet.

2. Who cani overlook the diftin@tion between
internal power and exterital form, in the three
kingdoms of nature? Stones and mietals have
infinitely lefs internal powers of life, and, infi-
nitely lefs appearance of the motive powers of
life, than plants or trees ; while the latter have
infinitely leis than' animals,—Each ftone, each
mineral, plant, tree, animal, hath, individually, a
peculiar meafure of life, and motive power ; a ca-
pacity of receiving and commilnicating impref-
fions ; like as each has, individually, that peculiar
external which diftinguifhes it from all others.

3. Therefore, for the mineralift, there is a
mineral, for the botanift, a botanjcal, and for
the naturalift, and the hunter, an ammal phy=-
fiognomy.

4 What a propartionate diftinétion is there

L 2 in
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in power and appearance between the reed
and the oak, the bulruth and the cedar, the
violet and the fun-flower, the moufe-ear and the
full-blown rofe '—From the {malleft infe& to the
clephant, what proportionate difference of in-
ternal and external character !

.5. Whether, with a rapid glance, we fur-
vey the kingdoms of nature, or examine and
compare her produ&ions, individually, can we
avoid being deeply convinced of her truth, ever
fimilar to itfelf, and the relative harmony be-
tween internal powers and external forms and
tokens ? ) '

6. Whoever has not this general perception
of the general, the ever prefent, truth and
language of nature, will do well to throw this
book aftde; it can convince him of nothing.

. C EX-
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C.

EXTRACTS FROM ARISTOTLE.
‘CONCERNING BEASTS.

WHAT the great Ariftotle has written on
phyfiognomy appears to me extremely fuper-
ficial, ufelefs, and often felf contradiGory; ef-
pecially his general reafoning. Still, however,
we meet an occafional thought which deferves
to be felected. The following are fome of thefe, °
not tranflated according to the letter, but the
{pirit.

% A montfter has never been feen which had
“ the form of another creature, and, at. the
“ fame time, totally different powers of think-
“ ing and alting,

“ Thus, for example, the groom judges
“ from the mere appearance of the horfe; the
¢ huntfman from the appearance of the hound.”
“ We find no man entirely like a beaft, al-
“ though there are fome features in man which
# remind us of beafts.” '
“If any one would endeavour' to difcover
“ the figns of bravery in man, he would a&

L 3 “ wifely
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« wxfely to colle&t all the figns of bravery i in
“ animated nature, by which courageous ani~
“ mals are diftinguithed from others. The phy=
s fiognomift fhould then examine all fuch ani-
“ mated beings which are the reverfe of the
¢ former with refpet to internal charaéter, and,
“ from the comparifon of thefe oppofites, the
« expreflions or figns of courage would be ma-
¢ nifeft.”

 Weak hair betokens fear, and ftrong cou-
“rage. This obfervation is applicable not only
“ to men but to beafts. The moft fearful of
“ beafts are the deer, the hare, and the fheep,
“ and the hair of thefe is weaker than that of
¢ other beafts. 'The lipn and wild boar, on the
“ contrary, are the moft courageous, which pro-
“ perty is confpicuous in their extremely firong
“ hair. The fame alfo may be remarked of
“birds; for, in general, thofe among them
“ which have coarfe feathers are courageous,
¢ and thofe that have foft and weak feathers
“ are fearful; quails and game cocks are ex»
“ amples.” .

* This may eafily be applied to men. The
“ people-of the north are generally courageous,

“ and
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“and have ftrong hair; while thofe of the
¢ weft are more fearful, and have more flexible
¢ hair.”

“ Beafts remarkable for their courage fimply
¢ give their voices vent, without any great con-
¢ ftraint ; while fearful beafts utter vehement
“ founds. Compare the lion, ox, the barking
 dog, and cock, which are courageous, to the
“ deer and the hare.”

“ The lion appears to have a more mafculime
“ charaCter than any other beaft. He has a
¢ large mouth, a four cornered, not too bony,
¢ vifage. The upper jaw does not proje&, but
“ exaQly fits the under ; the nofe is rather hard
 than foft; the eyes are neither funken nor
¢« prominent ; the forehead is {quare, and fome-
“ what flattened in the middle.”

“ Thofe who have thick and firm lips, with
¢ the upper lip hung over the under, are fimple
¢ perfons, according to the analogy of the afs
“ and monkey.”—This is moft indeterminately
fpoken. He would have been much more ac-
curate and true, had he faid, thofe whofe under
lips are weak, extended, and projeting, beyond
the uppcr, are fimple people. . ‘

L 4 * Thofe
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“ Thofe who have the tip of the nofe hard
“ and firm, love to employ themfelves on fub-
¢ je&s that give them little trouble, fimilar to
“ the cow and the ox.”—Infupportable! The
few men who have the tip of the nofe firm
are the moft unwearied in ‘their refearches. I
thall tranfcribe no further. The phyfiognomo-
nical remarks, and the fimilarities to beafts,
which he has produced, are generally un-
founded in experience, '

D. RESEM-
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D.
RESEMBLANCES BETWEEN THE COUNTE-
NANCES OF MEN AND BEASTS.
AFTER Ariftotle, Porta moft has obferved the
refemblances between the countenances of men
and beafts, and has extended this enquiry the far-
theft. He, as far as I know, was the firft to ren-
der this fimilarity apparent, by placing the coun-
_ tenances of men and beafts befide each other.
Nothing can be more true than this fa&; and,
while we continue to follow nature, and do not
endeavour to make fuch fimilarities greater than
they are, it is a fubje@ that cannot be too accu-
rately examined. But, in this refpe@, the fan-
ciful Porta appears to me to have been often mif~
led, and to have found refemblances which the
eye of truth never could difcover. I could find
no refemblance between the hound and Plato,
at leaft from which cool reafon could draw any
conclufions. It is fingular enough that he has
alfo compared the heads of men and birds. He
might more effeCtually have examined the ex-
ceffive diffimilarity than the very fmall, and al.
moft imperceptible, refemblance which can exift.
He fpeaks little concerning the horfe, elephant,
and monkey, though it is certain that thefc ani-

mals have moft refemblance to man.

ADDI-
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ADDITIONS.

L

2 R EPORT makes the monkey moft 13femble
men; and, certainly, there is a kind of men
who greatly refemble this animal, particularly.
about the eyes.—The two countenances here
given are fome of the moft accurate compared
by Porta; and, if a man were really found fo
like 2 monkey, we might then, without all fear,
afcribe to the man much of the characer of the -
monkey ; a great want of faculties, feehng, and
mind. But let us be careful not to believe too
great an approach of charader, from the fimi-
larity here produced, which certainly is not
founded in nature. The nature of man will
ever poflefs unattainable advantages over that
of brutes. If we compare, for example, the
outline of the fcull to the ears, how eflentially
different are the modes of arching! How dif

{fimilar are the cheeks, and the chin!
bl
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5 It cannot be doubted but that the human
head, here annexed, has fomething of the ox ;
though it appears to me rather to partake of the
ox and lion, than the ox fingly. The wrinkling
of the forehead has fomething of the ox, but
the nofe has more of the lion; and the middle
line of the mouth is eflentially different, not
only from the ox, but from all kinds of beafts.
‘The noftrils of the human countenance are alfo
completely human, and have nothing chara&ter-
iftic of, or peculiar to, beaft. I fhall fay nothing
farther concerning the chin, which is the pecu~
liar excellence and honour of humanity, We
muft ever rejoice at the remembrance of our
{pecies, when we contemplate the unattainable
advantages which the Author of our nature hag
jmparted to humanity,, ‘
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L

: AMONG a thoufand million of men, where

might two be found fo refembling the brute
animal? And, even if they could, how im-
menfely fuperior would they ftill be to the ox,
. deprived as the latter is of forehead,A nofe, chin,
and back of the head! The mouth in the firft
profile is too human for the exaggerated ox eye,
In other refpets, the countenance has 4b11'u‘tval
rudenefs,_ﬁupid ftrength, immoveable obftinacy,
with an incapacity for iinprovement, Tlove, or
fenfibility, :

E. ON
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E.

ON THE SCULLS OF BEASTS.

A GENERIC difference between man and
‘beaft is particularly confpicuous in the firucture
of the bones. ' C

The head of man is placed ere& on the fpinal
bone ; his whole form is as the foundation pil-
lar for that arch in which heaven fhould be re-
fleGted, fupporting that fcull by which, like the
firmament, it is encircled. This cavity for the
brain conftitutes the greateft part of the head.
All our fenfations, as I may fay; alcend and de-
{cend above the jaw-bones, and colle& them-
felves upon the lips. How does the eye, that
‘moft eloquent of organs, ftand in need, if not of
words, at leaft, of the friendly co-operation, ot
angry conftraint of the cheeks, and all the inter- -
vening fhades, to exprefs, or rather to ftammer,
the ftrong internal fenfations of man !

How dire@ly the reverfe of this is the forma-
tion of beafts ! The head is only attached to the
fpine. The brain, the extremity of the {pinal
marrow, has no greater extent than is neceffary
for animal life, and the conduting of a creature

wholly



158 OF BEASTS.

wholly fenfual, and formed but for te%po;‘-ary

exiftence. For although we eannot.deny that

beafts have the fagulty of meniory, and a&.
from refletion, yet the former as I may fay is. |
the effe® of primary fenfation, and the latter
originates in the conftraint of the moment, and
the preponderance of this or that objec. '
. In the difference of the fcull, which défines the
chara&er of animals, we may perceive, in the
moft convincing manner, how the bones deter-
mine the form, and denote the properties of the
creature. The moveable parts are formed after,
or, to fpeak properly, with them; and can a&
only fo far as the folid parts Permit'.
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ADDITIONS. .
I.

THE tamenefs of granivorous animals and
beafts of burden is thewn by the long, the pair-
ing, and the inbent lines—For example, 1) the
horfe,—3) the afs,-f-—5) the deer,—£6) the hog.

The whole form of thefe heads fpeaks calm,
harmlefs, enjoyment. The inbent lines, from
the eye-bones to the noftrils, in 1 and 3, indi-
cate patient fuffering.

6 The flightly inbent, and as fuddenly
firaight, linés, denote obftinacy. We may re-
mark in all a heavy, immoderately extended,
under jaw; and perceive how ftrong a defire
of maftication is there feated. B

4 The fcull of the ox exprefles patience, re-
fiftance, difficulty of bemg moved a great defire
of feeding.

Superior to all, is diftinguifhed, 2, the ele-
phant, by an increafe of fcull, alike in the back
part, and the forechead. How true, how natural,
an expreflion of wifdom, power and delicacy ¢

- Il. THE
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1L

THE form of ravenous animals is alike fig«
nificant. .

3) The dog, indeed, has fomething conimon,
not very ftriking, but the retreating of the fcull
~ from the eye-bones fpeaks, as I'may fay, deter-
minate powers of fenfe. The throat is rather -
that of tranquil, than cruel or ravenous appe-
tite ; though it participates of both. I imagine
I difcover, particularly in the eye-bone, and its
relative proportion to the nofe, a degree of fide-
lity and fincerity.

4 T};ough the difference between the wolf
and dog is fmall, ftill it is remarkable. The
concavity at the top of the fcull, the convexity
above the eye-bones, the ftraight lines from
thence to the nofe, denote more hafty motion.
The under jaw has likewife the ftamp of malig-
nity.

2 Add to this, in the bear, more breadth
~ firmnefs, and refiftance.

. 1 Icould W1ﬂ1 the lion were better drawn;
but,
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but, in Buffon, from whom the engraving is
copied, this fine fcull is very indeterminate.
Yet how remarkable is the lengthened, obtufe,
back of the head !—This is not an ignoble arch-
ing. How rapid, how energetic is the defcent
of the bone of the nofe! How compad, ftrong,,
calm, and powerful is the fore part of the head!
Had we f{pecimens, a comparifon between the
head of the lion and that of the tiger would be
well worth our labour. How f{mall, yet how
eflential are the varieties ! '

§ A word only ooncermng the cat.—Watch-
ful, rapacious.

7 The porcupine fomewhat refembles the
beaver, in the upper part of the outline, but is
very different in the teeth. '

6 The hyena is vergagdxﬁmd“ from all ani-
mals, particularly in the back of the head. The
Protuberance behind denotes excefs of inflexible
obftinacy, implacability. '

Whoever contemplates the middle line of the
mouth, of the living-hyena, will there difcover
the chara&er, the very index, of the moft inex-

orable malignity. :
Vor. IL M - F.1As
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F.

1 As the chara@ters of animals are diftinét,
fo are their forms, bones, and outlines.

From the fmalleft winged infe@ to the eagle
that foars and gazes at the fun, from the weakeft
worm, impotently crawling beneath our feet, to
the elephant, or the majeftic lion, the grada-
tions of phyfiognomonical expreflion cannot be
miftaken. It would be more than ridiculous to
expe&t from the worm, the butterfly, and the
lamb, the power of the rattle-fnake, the eagle,
and the lion. Were the lion and lamb, for
the firft time, placed before us, had we never
known fuch animals, never heard their names,
ftill we could not refift the impreffion of the
courage and firength of the one, or of the
weaknefs and fufferance of the other.

2 Which are, in general, the weakeft animals,
and the moft remote from humanity; the moft
 incapable of human ideas, and fenfations >—Be-
yond all doubt thofe which in their form leaft
refemble man. To prove this, let us, in ima-
gination, confider the various degrees of animal
life, from the fmalleft animalcula to the ape,

lion,
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~ lion, and elephant: and, the more to fimplify,
and give facility to, fuch comparifon, let us
only compare head to head ; as for example the
lobfter to the elephant, the elephant to the man.
3 And here juft fuffer me to obferve how
worthy would fuch a work be of the united abi-
_lities of a Buffon, a Kamper, and a Euler, could
they be found united, that the forms of heads
might be enumerated and defcribed, philofo-
phically and mathematically ; that it might be
demonttrated that univerfal brutality, in all its
various kinds, is circumfcribed by a determi-
nate line; and that, among the innumerable lines
“of brutality, there is not one which is not in-
ternally, and eflentially, different from the line
of humanity, which is peculiar, and unique.

. M2 G. THOUGHTS
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G

THOUGHTS OF A FRIEND ON BRUTAL AND
HUMAN PHYSIOGNOMY.

“ EACH brute animal has fome principal
“ quality by which it is diftinguithed from all
‘ others.—As the make of each is diftin& from
“ all others, fo, likewife, is the chara&er. This
“ principal charalter is denoted by a peculiar,
“ and vifible, form. Each fpecies of beaft has,
“ certainly, a peculiar charaéter, as it has a pe-
¢ culiar form.” ,

“ May we not hence, by analogy, infer that
“ predominant qualities of the mind are as cer-
¢ tainly exprefled by predominant forms of the
“ body, as that the peculiar qualities of a fpecies
“ are exprefled in the genéral form of that fpe-
¢ cies —The principal charaler of the fpecies,
“ in animals, remains fuch as it was given by
“ nature j it neither can be obfcured by accef-
“ fory qualities, nor concealed by art.—The ef-
¢ fential of the character can as little be changed
“ as the peculiarity of the form.”

“ May we not, therefore, with the higheft
“ certainty, affirm fuch a form is only expref-

“ five of fuch a chara&er?” :
“ We
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“ We have now to enquire if this be appli-
¢ cable to man, and whether the form which
% denotes individual chara&er in a beaft is fig-
“ nificant of fimilar chara&er in man :—grant-
“ ing that, in man, it may continually be more
“ delicate, hidden, and complicated.”

“ If, on examination, this queftion be defini-
* tively anfwered in the affirmative, how much
“ is thereby gained !”

“ But it is confpicuoufly evident that, in man,
“ the mind is not one chara&er, or quality ; but
“a world of qualities, interwoven thh and
“ obfcuring, each other.”

“ If each quality be exprefled by its peculiar
¢« form, then muft variety of qualities be at-
- ¢ tended with variety of forms ; and thefe forms,
-« combining and harmonizing together, muft
“ become more difficult to felet and deci-
¢ pher.”

¢ A quality alfo may have only a moiety and
“ not the full power of exiftence, confequently
“a proportionate degree of form, which muft
“ have a proportionate degree of expreflion, and
“ of difficulty to decipher. Thus, for example,
“ a man may have four whole, and two half,
¢ qualities ; and the body, or the vifible exterior
“ on which fuch qualities are exprefled, muft,

M3 ¢ likewife,
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« likewife, have four whole, and two half forms,
« for the expreflion, or containing, of thefe qua-
“ lities. How much muft this increafe the dif-
“ ficulty of reading man! And how feldom has
“ he whole, how frequently half, qualities !”

“ May not fouls alfo' differ from each other
“ merely according to their relative conne@ion
“ with bodies?”” (Let each perfon decide for
himfelf concerning this.) ¢ May not fouls alfo
“ have a determinate capacity, proportionate
“to the form and organization of the body ?
¢ (Water which takes the form of the veffel.)
“ Hence each obje@ may make a different im-
¢ preflion on each individual ; hence one may
“ bear greater burthens and more misfortunes
“ than another.”

“ May not the body be confidered as a veflel
"¢ with various compartments, cavities, pipes,
“ into which the foul is poured, and in confe-
« quence of which motion and fenfation begin
“toact? And thus, may not the form of the
¢ body define the capacity of the mind ?”’

Thus far my unknown friend.—Figurative
language is dangerous, when difcourfing on the
foul ; yet how can we difcourfe on it otherwife ?
—I pronounce no judgment, but rely on fenfa-
tion and experience, not on words and meta-

‘phors.
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phors. What is is, be your language what it
will. Whether effecs all a& from the external to
the internal, or the reverfe, I know not, cannot,
need not, know.~—Experience convinces us that,
both in man and beaft, power and form are in
an unchangeable harmonized proportion; but
. whether the form be determined by the power,
or the power by the form, is a queftion wholly
infignificant to the phyfiognomift. :

M4 H. OBSER-
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OBSERVATIONS ON SOME ANIMALS.

FEW beafts have fo much forehead, above
the eyes, as the dog ; but as much as he appears
to gain in the forehead he lofes in the excefs of
brutal nofe, which has every token of acute {cent.
Man, too, in the a& of fmelling, elevates the
noftrils. 'The dog is alfo defedtive in the dif-
tance of the mouth from the nofe, and in the
meannefs, or rather the nullity, of chin.

‘Whether the hanging ears of a dog are cha-
raeriftic of flavith fubje&ion, as Buffon has
afirmed, who has written much more reafon- .
ably on brute than on human phyfiognomy,
I cannot determine.

The camel and the dromedary are a mixture
of the horfe, {heei), and afs, without what is
noble in the firft. They alfo appear to have
fomething of the monkey, at leaft in the nofe.
Not made to fuffer the bit in the mouth, the
power of jaw is wanting, The determining
marks concerning the bit are found between the
eyes and the nofe. No traces of courage or
daring are found in thefe parts, The threaten-
ing fnort of the ax and horfe is not perceptible

in
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in thefe ape-like noftrils. None of the powers
of plunder and prey, in the feeble upper and
under jaw. Nothing but burden-bearing pa-
tience in the eyes. .

'The bear exprefles wild cruelty, the menacmg
power of rending ; abhorring man, the friend of
ancient, favage, nature. |

The uNAU, Al or {loth, is the moft indolent,
helplefs, wretched, creature, and of the moft im-
perfe&t formation. How extraordinary is the
feeblenefs of the outline of the head, bady, and
- feet! No fole ofi the feet, no toes fmall or great,
which move independently, having but two or
three Jong, inbent, claws, which can only move
together. Its fluggifhpefs, ftupidity, and felf-
negle@, are indefcribable. How might phyfi-
ognomy be more true to the expreflion of na~
ture? How might it be more obtufe, ﬂuggdh
helplefs ?

- 'Who does got read ferocity in the wild boar ;
a want of all that,is noble ; greedinefs, ftupidity,
blunt feeling, ‘grofs appetite ; and, in the badger,
ignoble, faithlefs, malignant, favage, gluttony ?,

The proﬁle of the lion is remarkable, efpeci-
ally the outline of the forehead and nofe. How
does this outline retreat, almoft in a right angle,
from the nofe to the under jaw!

A man
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A man whofe profile of forehead and nofe
fhould refemble that of the lion, would, cer-
tainly, be no common man. But I have never
yet {feen any perfon in whom this refemblance
was exact. ' ' '

I own the nofe of the lion is'much lefs pro-
minent than that of man, but much more than
that of any other quadruped. !

- Royal, brutal, ftrength, and arrogant ufurpa-
tion are evident, partly in the arching of the
nofe, partly in its breadth and parallel lines,
and, efpecially in the almoft right angle, which
the outline of the eyelid forms with the fide of
~ the nofe. :

What blood-thirfty cruelty, what infidious
craft in the eye, and fnout, of the tiger! Can
the laugh of Satan himfelf, at a falling faint, be
“more fiendlike than the head of the triumphant
tiger 2

Cats are tigers in miniature, with the advan-
tage of domeftic education. Little better in
chara&er, inferior in power. Unmerciful to
birds and mice as the tiger to the lamb. They
delight in prolonging torture before they de-
vour; and, in this, they exceed the tiger.

ADDI-
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ADDITIONS.

I.

EAcH of the following additions, each fpe~
cies of animal, demonftrates, confirms, the pro-
pofition that all nature is truth, and revela-
tion. .

Were I filent, the plate annexed would, itfelf,
fpeak eloquently. :

.1 particularly requeft that, in examining the
countenances of beafts, peculiar attention may
be paid to the proportion and arching of the
forehead, to the pofition and diftance of the
eyes, and ftill more to the line of the mouth.

1 How diftant is the fheep from the human
figure! How inactive, how patiently ftupid!
“The head, rounded at the top, is incapable of
every thing that can be called acutenefs, or pene-
tration. There is as little wildnefs and cruelty
in the line of the mouth as in the form and po-
fition of the teeth. |

2 The tiger, efpecially when f{een in profile,
approaches much nearer to the human form.

Still
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Still the difference is aftonifhing. How much
more does the moft oblique, moft bent, profile,
of the human form, approach the perpendicular,
than does the profile of the tiger! The fiery,
fharp-angled, eyes, the broad flat nofe, the un-
interrupted connetion of the nofe, or rather
what is analogous to the nofe, with the mouth,
and, efpecially, the line of the mouth, all be-
token the fearfully brutal and the cruel.

'3 The chara&eriftic lines \_/\_ of grind-
-ing, ravenous brutality are vifible, though not
ftrong, in the fox. The acute angle formed by
the eye and fharp fnout is particularly to be re-
marked. _

4 In the afs, impotent ftupidity, helplefinefs,
indocility. How much more ftupid and mean
than 3!

5§ What miftruftful timidity, liftening atten-
tion, agility, in the roe! How defencelefs, how
immenfely diffimilar to the tiger, and how dif-
ferent is the line of this mouth to that above!
How much more ftupid and feeble !

6 Mean, ignoble, from the ear to the tip of
the nofe; excefs of obfcene fenfuality in the
bafis of the fnout; falfehoed in the eyes; ma-
lignity in the mouth, .

‘ IL. LIONS..
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1L

LIONS.

WHAT majefty in" the countenance of the .
lion! What power! How far from mean, in-
fidious cunning, enfnaring ferocity !—It is fero-
city of a different kind, of confcious ftrength and
fuperiority. In the region above the eyes ap-
pear confideration and difcretion.

2 How much more weak, infidious, and
cruel, is the lionefs! It may be remarked that
the kingly pre-eminence of the monarch of the
woods is particularly thewn in his having the
moft countenance. |

IIl. ELE-
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III,

ELEPHANT, CROCODILE, AND HIPPOPO-
TAMUS.

~ THE more violent qualities of the elephant
are difcoverable in the number and fize of  his
_bones ; his intelligence in the roundnefs of their
form, and his docility in the maffinefs of his muf-
cles; his art and difcretion in the flexibility of his
trunk; his retentive memory in the fize and arch-
ing of his forehead, which approaches nearer to
the outline of the human forehead than that of
any other beaft.—Yet how eflentially different is
it from the human forehead, in the ggfition of
the eye and mouth, fince the lattelkerally
makes nearly a right angle with the axis of the
eye and the middle line of the mouth !

Let us further remark the narrow pointing of
the eye, which has fo much of the chara&er of
~ craft, in oppofition to the eye of the fifh; alfo
the proportion of the mouth, and the breadth of
its profile, when clofed, and then determine, as
accurately as may be, the angle which it will

‘ form
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form with the corner of the eye, as in 2*. How
different to this the equally progreflive hard
breadth of the forehead and nofe, or rather of
the noftril and mouth, of the river horfe Behe-
moth! How ftupidly favage and inexorable!
How irregular are the pofition and figure of the
teeth! How peculiar the chara&er of Satanic,
but foolifh, felf-deftructive, malignity !

The crocodile proves how very phyfiognomo-
" nical teeth are. This, like other creatures, but
more vifibly and infallibly than others, in all its
parts, outlines, and points, has phyfiognomy that
cannot be miftaken. Thus debafed, thus defpi-
cable, thus knotty, obftinate, and wicked, thus
funken below the noble horfe, terrific, and void
of ll love and affetion, is this fiend incarnate.

* Thegefﬁ.re no numbers in the original plate, .though from this
paffage fome feem to have been intended.  T.

IV. THE
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v,

THE HORSE.

“ HAST thou given the horfe ftrength ? Haft
“ thou clothed his neck with thunder?

“ Canft thou make him afraid as a grafs-
“ hopper? The glory of his noftrils is terrible.

'« He paweth in the valley, and rejoiceth in
“ his ftrength : he goeth on to meet the armed
“ men.

“ He mocketh at fear, and is not affrighted ;
¢ neither turneth he back from the fword.

“ The quiver rattleth againft him, the glit-
“ tering fpear and the fhield.

« He fwalloweth the ground with fiercenefs
“ and rage: neither believeth he that it is the
“ found of the trumpet.

¢ He faith among the trumpets, Ha, ha; and
¢ he {melleth the battle afar off, the thunder of
¢ the captains, and the fhouting.”—Job xxxix.
19—235.

I am but little acquainted with horfes, yet it
feems to me indubitable that there is as great a
difference in the phyfiognomy of horfes as in
that of men ; and the horfe deferves to be par-

| ticularly
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ticularly confidered by the phyfiognomift, be-
caufe it is one of the animals whofe phyfiog-
nomy, at leaft in profile; is fo much more pro-
minent, {harp, and chara&eriftic, than that of
moft other beafts.

“ The horfe, of all animals, is that Whlch
“ to largenefs of fize, unites moft proportion
“ and elegance, in the parts of his body ; for,
“ comparing him to thofe which are immedi-
* ately above or below him, we fhall perceive
“ that the afs is ill made, the head of the lion is
% too large, the legs of the ox too fmall, the
“ camel is deformed, and the rhinoceros and
** elephant too unwieldy.

There is fcal‘cely any bea& has {o various, fo
generally marking, fo fpeaking, a countenance
as a beautiful horfe.

“ In a well-made horfe, the upper part of the
% neck from which the mane flows ought to

“ rife, at firft, in a right line; and, as it ap-

¢ proaches the head, to form a curve fomewhat

¢« fimilar to the neck of the {wan. The lower

“ part of the neck ought to be retilinear, in its

“ direGtion from the cheft to the nether jaw,

“but a- little inclined forward; for, were it

"« perpendicular, the fhape of the neck would
“be defective, The upper part of the neck .

Vor. 1L N « Ihould
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“ fhould be thin, and not flethy ; nor the marne,
“ which ought to be tolerably full, and the hair
“ long and ftraight. A fine neck ought to be
% long, and elevated ; yet proportionate to the
¢ fize of the horfe. Iftoo long and fmall, the
¢ horfe would firike the rider with his head ;
¢ if too fhort and flethy, he would bear heavy
“on the hand. The head is adwantageoufly
¢ placed when the forehead is perpendicular to
“ the horizon. The head ought to be bony,
“ and fmall, not too long; the ears near each
« other, {mall, ere&, firm, ftraight, free, and fi-
“ tuated on the top of the head. The forehead
“ fhould be narrow and fomewhat convex, the
¢ hollows filled up, the eyelids thin, the eyes
¢ clear, penetrating, full of ardour, ;olerably
“ large, as I may fay, and prq;e&mg from the
“ head. The pupil large, the under jaw bony,
¢ and rather thick ; the nofe fomewhat arched,
“ the noftrils open, and well flit, the partition
. thin, the lips fine, the mouth tolerably large,
“ the withers high and fharp.”

I fhall be pardoned this quotation from the
Encyclopedie, and for inferting thus much of the
defcription of a beautiful horfe, in @ phyfiogno-
monical effay intended o promote the knowledge and
the love of man.  You laugh.—Having laughed

' with

]
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with you, permit me, afterward, to afk, Does
not this defcription prove the reality of that fci-
ence which, in another part of the fame work,
has been exploded among thofe that are held
to be chimerical? But’ muft not a horfe,. thus
formed, be more excellent, and of a more noble
charater, than a dull and common hack 2

Not only beautiful but, I repeat, more noble,
proud, fpirited, firm, faithful, and fure.

And fhall he who thus has formed the horfe,
whofe underftanding is fo deficient compared to
that of man, thall he who hath thus transfufed
beauty and nobility, firength and truth, through
all his limbs, {o have formed man that his in-

.gernal and external fhall be incongruous ?

| S'hégll he who can find the countenance of a
horfe fignificant, and that it is fignificant no fo-
phift can doubt the moment a horfe appears;
thall he, poffibly, fuppofe the countenance of
man to be infignificant? “ I will acknowledge,”
fays the magifterial critic, * that horfes may be
“ judged from appearances, but not the crea-
¢ ture of reafon, man. The horfe is a horfe, the

~ ¢ man is a man.”’

-The more accurately we obferve horfes, the
more fhall we be convinced that a feparate trea-
tife of phyﬁognomy might be written on them,

N2 I have
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I have fomewhere heard a general remark,
that horfes are divided into three claffes; the
fwan-necked, ftag<necked, and hog-necked. Each
of thefe claffes has its peculiar countenance and
chara&er, and from the blending of which va-
rious others originate.

The heads of the fwan-necked are commonly
even, the forehead {mall, and almoft flat; the
nofe extends, arching, from the eyes to the
mouth ; the noftrils are wide and open; the
mouth fmall ; the ears little, pointed, and pro-~
jeQing; the eyes large; and round; the jaw
below, fmall; above, fomething broader; the
whole body well proportioned ; and the horfe
beautiful. This kind is cheerful, tra&able, and.
high fpirited. They are very fenfible of pain,
which (when drefling) they fometimes exprefs
by the voice. Flattery greatly excites their joy,
and they will exprefs their pride of heart, by
parading and prancing.—I dare venture to wa-
ger that a man with a fwan-nieck, or, what is
much more determinate, with a {mooth, proje&t-
ing profile, and flaxen hair, would have fimilar
fenfibility and pride.

The ftag-necked has fomething, in the make
of his body, much refembling the ftag itfelf.
~ 'The neck is fmall, long, and fcarcely bowed in
’ the
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the middle. He carries his head high. I have
feen none of thefe. They are racers and hunt-
ers, being particularly adapted for fwiftnefs by
the make of the body.

The hog-necked—The neck above and below
is alike broad; the head hanging downward ;
the middle of the nofe is concave, in profile ; the
ears are long, thick, and hanging; the eyes
fmall, and ugly; the noftrils {mall; the mouth
large; the whole body round; and the coat

‘ !orig, and rough. Thefe horfes are intractable,
flow, and vicious; will run the rider againft a
wall, ftone, or tree. When held in, they rear,
and endeavour to throw the rider, Blows or
_coaxing are frequently alike ineffetual, they
“continue obftinate and reftiff.—I leave the reader
to apply thefe remarks to the human ¢ountes
nance, |

N 3 - SIX
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SIX HEADS OF HORSES,

WHICH are not fufficiently tranquil, nor
enough in profile, to be fo ferviceable as they
might have been to the obferver; ¥et that they
are none of them wholly noble or ignoble is
eafily perceptible. 1 and 2, the moft moderate,
1 partakes of the hog-necked. 3 the cunningeft.
4 obftinate, deceitful, favage. 5 noble, and ti-
mid. 6 the nobleft, -

It
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If we examine all poffible heads of horfes,
we fhall find, that all cheerful, high-fpirited, ca-
pricious, courageous horfes, have the nofe-bone
of the profile convex ; and that moft of the vi-
cious, reftiff;,and idle, have the fame bone flat,
or concave. In the eyes, mouth, and, efpecially,
in the noftrils, and jaw-bones, are remarkable
vagjeties, concerning which I fhall fay nothing,
It is fufficient if it {hall be manifeft to the reader,
from all obfervations he fhall make on nature,
that diffimilar qualities, in the fame fpecies of
animal, have very different expreflions; and
that the creative power, fo manifeft in the for-

- mnation of the horfe, muft alfo have formed the
moft beautiful and perfe&t of all creatures with,
at leaft, equal wifdom and truth.

I fhall add fome remarks on the horfe, com-
municated by a friend. '

“ The grey * is the tendereft of horfes; and
“ we may here add that people with light hair, if
“ not effeminate, are yet, it is well known, of
“ tender formation and conftitution, The chef=
“ nut, and iron grey, the black, and bay, are

* Perhaps the dun, or cream-colqur. T\

N 4 “ hardy ;
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“ hardy ; the forrel are the moft hardy, and yet
“ the moft fubje& to difeafe.”

¢ The forrel, whether well or 1ll formed, is
¢ treacherous.”

¢ All treacherous haorfes lay their ears in the
¢ peck.”

“ They ftare, and ftop, and lay down their
“ ears alternately,”

The following paflage, on the fame fubje& is
cited from another writer.

“ When a horfe has broad, long, xmdely fepa~
“ rated, har;g_lng, ears, we are well afflured, he
“is bad and flyggith. If he lays down his
“ ears alternately, he is fearful, and apt to ftart,
¢ Thin, pointed, and proje&ing ears, on the con-
“ trary, denote a horfe of a good difpofition.”

“ We never find that the thick, hog-necked
“ horfe is fufficiently tractable for the riding-
“ houfe ; or that he is of a ftrong nature when
¢ the tail thakes, like the tail of a dog. We may
* he certain, that a horfe with large cheerful
% eyes, and a fine fhining coat, if we have no
“ other tokens, is of @ good conftitution and un-
“« derﬁandmg »

“ Thefe remarks are equally applicable to
“ gxen and fheep, and probably to all other ani-

- ‘ “ mals,
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« mals. The white ox is not fo long fervice-
% able, for draught or labour, as the black or
“ red; he is more weak and fickly than thefe,
¢ A fheep with fhort legs, ftrong neck, broad
.  back, and cheerful eye, is a good breeder, and
¢ remains peaceably with the flock.—And I am
. ¢ of. opinion, if we may judge of the internal
“ by the external of beafts, we can do the fame

* by men.”

V. VI,
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V. VL

BIRDS.

NATURE, ever ftedfaft to truth, thus mani-
fefts herfelf in the form of birds. Thefe, whe-
ther compared to each other, or to other crea-
tures, have their diftin& characters.

The firuture of birds, throughout, is lighter
than that of quadrupeds; their necks are more
pliant, their heads fmaller, their mouths more
pointed, and their garb more bright and fhin-
ing. '

A few examples will be given to. prove this
well-known fac.

It is evident that the birds heads annexed are,
phyfiognomonically, and chara&eriftically, dif-
tinct. s
Their diftin&tion of character, or gradation
of paffive and a&ive power, is exprefled by the
following phyfiognomonical varieties.

a By the form of the fcull. The more flat
the fcull, the more weak, flexible, tender, and
fenfible is the chara&er of the animal. This

flatpefs contains lefs, and refifts lefs.
b By
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& By the length, breadth, and arching, or
obliquity, of their beaks. And here again we
find, where there is arching, there is a greater
‘extent of docility and capacity.
¢ By the eyes, which appear to have an ex-
a& correfpondence with the arching of the beak.
d Particularly, by the middle line, I cannot
- {ay of the mouth, but of what is analogous to the
mouth, the beak ; the obliquity of which is ever
in a remarkable proportion with the outline of
the profile of the head.
e And, likewife, by the angle which this line
forms with the eye, How extremely obtufe is
- this angle in 1, 2, 4, of plate V! How re&an-
gular, if not acute, is it in the eagle 6! In this,
alfo, the royal bird more refembles the monarch -
of the earth, notwithftanding their otherwife in«
finite difference, than all the reft of the feathered
fpecies ; while the weakeft of birds approaches,
in this, as well as in other refpeés, to the rank
of fith. ' V
Who can behold this firm-built bird, hovering
in the air, this powerful lord of fo many crea~
tures, without perceiving the feal, the native
ftar of royalty in his piercing round eye, the
form of his head, his firong wings, his talons of
brafs ; and, in his whole form, his viGorious
ftrength,
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firength, his contemptuous arrogance, his fear-
ful cruelty, and his ravenous propenfity? Con-
fider the eyes of all living creatures, from the
eagle to the mole; where elfe can be found
that lightning glance which defies the rays of
the fun? Where that capacity for the reception
of light —Where!—How truly, how emphati-
cally, to"all who will hear and underftand, is the
majefty of his kingly chara&er vifible ; not alone -
in his burning eye, but, in the outline of what
is analogous to the eye-bone, and. in the fkin of
‘his head, where anger and courage are feated !
But throughout his whole form where are they
not? - '

What a gradation from him to the Englith
cock, with the arrogant proud look of impotent
jealoufy, and from the latter to the feeble luftful
fparrow, plate VI!

m

How much might yet be added of the cha-
raQeriftics of birds! But all this we cannot
add, for it muft be remembered we do but write
fragments.

Yet a word more.

Compare the vulture with the eagle, and who

does not obferve in his lengthened neck and
’ beak,
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beak, and in his more extended form, lefs power
and nobility than in the eagle?

In the head of the owl the ignoble greedy
prey. '

In the caffowary, what phyfiognomonical
chara&ter, what rudenefs, what effeminate rage,
without {enfe or feeling !

In the dove, mild, humble, timidity.

And, in the fwan, more nobility than in the
. goofe, with lefs power than in the eagle, and
‘tendernefs than in the dove; more pliability
than in the oftrich; and, in the wild duck, a
more favage animal than in the fwan, without’
the eagle’s force.

VIL
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VIL.

FI1sH.

AS is the power of perception, fo is the ex-
preflion. How different are thefe profiles from
that of man! How much the reverfe of human
perpendicularity ! How little is there of coun-
tenance, when compared to the lion! How vi-
fible is the want of mind, refleion, and cun-
ning!

'What little or no analogy to forehead ! What
an impofibility of covering, of half, or entirely
clofing, the eyes! The eye itfelf is merely circu-
lar, and prominent ; has nothing of the length-
ened form of the eye of the fox, or elephant.

A monfter, 2. How infinitely diftant from
all that can be called graceful, lovely, or agree-
able! The arched mouth, with the pointed
teeth, how fenfelefs, intratable, and void of
paflion or feeling; devouring without pleafure
or fatisfattion! How inexpreflibly ftupid is the
mouth of 3, efpecially in its relative proportion
to the eye!

VIII.
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VIIIL.

SERPENTS.

IF any being, throughout nature, can be difco-
vered void of phyfiognomy, or a countenance
which does not exprefs its charaler, then will
I allow phyfiognomy, when applied to man, is
a falfe fcience.

What has lefs yet more of phyfiognomy than
the ferpent 2 May we not perceive, in the heads
before us, decifive tokens of cunning and trea-
chery ?

Certainly not a trace of underftanding, or de-
liberate plan.—No memory, no comprehenfion,
but the moft unbounded craft, and falfehood.—
How are thefe reprobate qualities diftinguifh-
able in their form ! |

The very play of their colours, and wonder-
ful meandering of their fpots, appear to an-
nounce and to warn us of their deceit.

Among thefe four heads which can gain af-
feGtion, or infpire confidence! Let us but, in
imagination, fuppofe any fuch human counte-
nance, and how fhould we fhrink and fhudder!

I grant,
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I grant, indeed, that the moft crafty men have
eyes funken in the head, whereas the eye in
" the ferpent is prominent, but this is the fign of
malignant craft. 1 only has the afpe& of cun-
ning.

The cut of the mouth, deprived of lips, is
gently circular, and deep in the head beyond
the eye.—I fhall make no comment on this, it
fpeaks for itfelf.

All men poffeffed of real power are upright
and honeft; craft is but the fubftitute of power.
—1I do not, here, fpeak of the power contained
in the folds of the ferpent; they all want the
power to a&, immediately, without the aid of
cunning. They are formed to ¢ bruife the
« heel, and to have the head bruifed.”.

The judgment which God has pronounnced
againft them is written on their flat, impotent
forehead, mouth, and eye. N

IX.
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ix.
INSECTS.

HOW inexpreflibly various are the charactets -
iftics imprefled by the eternal Creator on all liv~
ing beings !

How has he ftamped on each its legible and
peculiar properties! How efpecially " vifible is
this in the loweft claffes of animal life! The
world of infe&s is 4 world of itfelf. The dif=
tance between this and the world of men I own
is great; yet, were it fufficiently known, how
ufeful would it be to human phyfiognomy !
What certain proofs of the phyfiognomy of men
muft be obtained from infe&t phyfiognomy !

Through all their forms and gtadations, how
vifible are their powers of deftruction, of fuffer-
ing and refifting; of fenfibility and infenfibi-
lity! Are not all the compa& hard-winged in-
fe&s phyfiognomonically and charaeriftically
more capable and retentive than various light
and tender fpecies of the butterfly ? Is not the
fofteft fleth the weakeft, the moft fuffering, the
eafieft to deftroy ? Are not the infe@s of leaft

Vor. 1L, 9] brain

‘
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brain the beings moft removed from man, who
has the moft brain ? .

Is it not perceptible in each fpecies whether
it be warlike, defenfive, enduring, weak, enjoy-
ing, deftrutive, eafy to be cruthed, or cruthing ?
How diftin& in the external charaer are their
degrees of &rength, of defence, of ftinging, or of
appetite !

The agility and fwiftnefs of the great dragon
fly 1 are thewn in the ftruGture of its wings.
Perpetually on flight, in fearch of fmall flies.—
How fluggith, on the contrary, is the crawling
caterpillar 2! How carefully does he fet his feet
as he afcends a leaf ! How yielding his fubftance,
incapable of refiftance —How peaceable, harm-
lefs, and indolent is the moth 8 !'—How full of
motion, bravery, and hardinefs, is the induftri-

ous ant ! How loath to remove, on the contrary,
is the harnefled lady bird!

LA
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L
A WORD ON MONKEYS.

OF all animals the monkey is known to have
moft the appearance of the human form. I
cautioufly repeat the appearance, for, I believe,
the bones of the elephant, and alfo the bones of
the heads of fome horfes, notwithftanding their
great apparent diffimilarity, have more of the |
human form than the bones of the greater part
of monkeys: but this applies properly to the
bone of the nofe in the horfe.

Inconceivable is the diftance between the na-
ture of the man and the monkey. -

Once more, oh man! rejoice in thy manhood.
Inimitable as thou art, rejoice in thy inimitabi-
lity. Seek not greatnefs by affuming the bafe-
nefs of the brute, or humility in the degradation
of thy nature. A

The fcull of certain monkeys, as we thall foon.
fee, is moft like the fcull of man; there is,
alfo, a fimilarity in the mode in which objets
are imprefled upon their mind.

Of the monkey fpecies the moft refembling
men are the orang outang, and the pithecus,
or pygmy. The other kinds depart much more
from the form of the human body.

The orang outang imitates all the ations of

O2 man,
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man, but without ever attaining to the perform-
ance.

Thofe who wifh to degrade man to beaft, cari-
cature him to the rank of the orang outang ; and,
in idea, raife the orang outang to the rank of man.

But exa& obfervation, and comparifon of the
{culls, only, although there is much fimilitude
between them, will make the great difference
confpicuous; and render the eternal unattainable-
nefs of the monkey to man more than probable.

It is faid of man in a ftate of nature—But
where is that ftate? There where natural reli-
gion is found without revelation. And does
not the univerfal worth of man prove that this
is no where? The non-exiftence of natural re-
ligion is manifeft from the neceflity of divine
inftru@ion.—It is faid of man, in a ftate of na-
ture, * That his hair would ftand ere&, or be
“ woolly ; would fpread over his countenance,
“ and that his forehead would be wholly co-
“ vered with long hair ; that he would lofe the
“ majefty of his appearance; his eye would be
“ covered, would appear funken deeper, or more
“ round, as in beafts; that the lips would be
“ thick and projecting, the nofe flat, the afpect
“ ftupid, or ferocious ; the ears, limbs, and body,
“ fhaggy ; the fkin hard, like to black or brown

“ leather ;
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¢ leather ; the nails long, thick, and hooked;
“ the foles of the feet callous; therefore how
« difficult would be the diftin&tion between
“ man and beaft !” |

Not fo difficult. I cannot compare, but thofe
- who can ought, at leaft, fcull with fcull.

What monkey has the forehead of man, when
the hair is combed back?—The hair of the
monkey cannot be combed back.

Where the height and breadth; where the
arching of the human forehead, as in man?

Where, efpecially, the marking of the eye-
brows, in the motion of which Le Brun has
found the expreffion of all the paffions, and in
which, alone, fo much more is ftill to be found:?

Where the free and prominent nofe, where
any fimilar defcent to the mouth?

Where the lips' of man ; their thape, motion,
and colour?

Where the cheeks, where the proje&ing chin,
where the neck '—Where humanity ?

A new-born child, of the moft favage nation,
has all the chara&eriftics of man. Let it be
compared to a new-born orang outang, and, in
the firft, will certainly be difcovered a much
greater poffibility of becoming an angel, than,

in the fecond, of becoming a man.
03 ADDI
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ADDITIONS.

L.
. THE moft like man among the heads we
have produced is, 4, orang outang, or jocko,
the fmall man of the woods: and how unlike
are thefe, the moft like! '

Brutal inferiority to man is efpecially to be
fought—

a In the fhortnefs of the forehead, which is
. far from having the beautiful proportions of the
human ; and, accurately fpeaking, is no fore-
head. A flat forchead is as great a folecifm as
it would be to fay a horizontal perpendicular.

b 1In the want of, or in the corcealing of,
the white of the eye; '

"¢ In the proximity of the eyes, at leaft of
the eye-holes, in the fcull ;

d In the nofe, {mall above, flat below, and.
not prominent; which, accurately confidered,
and compared with the nofes of other beafts, is
as brutal, and unlike man, as nofe can be;

e In the contracted height of the ears, which,
on the human head, are generally para.llel with
the eye-brows and nofe; -

f In the defcent from the nofe to the mouth,
which is, nearly, as long as the chin, or the

part
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part which correfponds to the chin; whereas,
in man, it has, ufually, only half the length of
the chin; more efpecially when we confider
that this difproportionate fpace -is, in reality,
only apparent; for the fpace which feparates
the nofe and mouth is a highly brutal cleft,
which is but a continuation of the nofe, or what
is analogous to the nofe, and extends itfelf to
the mouth. This is an extremely fignificant
trait to a phyfiognomonical eye, and denotes
the meaneft of meannefs; as it is efpecially ex-
prefled in the profile, and half profile, of 1 and
3,and, alfo, in 2 ;- |

" g In the fimply arched form of the lips;

b In the make of the head, which, included
between three right lines, approaches a triangle 3

Not to mention the hair and the neck.

» It is faid of this animal that his manners are
melancholy, his gait grave, his motions mea-
fured, as it were; his natural temper mild, and"
very different from that of other monkeys. He
is not fo impatient as the Barbary ape, nor fo
vicious as the baboon 1, nor fo mifchievous as
long-tailed monkeys.

No {fpecies of monkey has the human lip,
therefore how unlike to man! Properly fpeak-
ing, they have no lips.

’ 04 ° The
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The mouths of moft monkeys have the fol-
lowing chara&eriftics. ’

/ 2 6 4 5 6
A N P v v \_/\// N

Of all thefe lines, only 1, and 6, have any
thing human ; the remainder all are perfeétly
brutal, efpecially'2 and 5. I fay any thing hu-
man, and I have faid too much. Accurately
confidered and compared, the middle line of
cach monkey mouth, when fhaded according to
its internal ftru&ture, is eflentially diftinét and
heterogeneous from every middle line of the
mouth of man.

One other remark of importance.

It is remarked of fome men that they feem to
be of the monkey race, but the more accurately
they are confidered and compared, the lefs we
thall find of refemblance, particularly in the
forehead ; for thofe who are compared to mon-
keys have the freeft, openeft, forcheads, and dre,
" in this moft eflential part, the leaft like to mon-
keys.—Thefe men are generally very ufeful, ac-
tive, addicted to order, expert in bufinefs, cun-
ning, and are almoft indifpenfable to fociety.

| SCULLS
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SCULLS OF MONKEYS.

A PECULIAR form of a common fcull of the
monkey may be feen in No. II. of the plate an-
nexed.

No fcull of any beaft, certainly, has fo much
of the human form as this.

Yet are the eflential differences very remark-
able, and, in my opinion, very 1mportant, in
phyfiognomy.

One of the moft remarkable is the fmallnefs
of the fpace between the two eye-holes.

The fecond is the flatnefs of the retreating
forehead, efpecially as it is feen in profile. In
-the drawing it is flattering and too erec.

The third is the aperture of the nofe, in the
fcull of man. ‘This aperture has the outline of
a heart inverted ; but, in the monkey fcull, the
angle of the heart is downward, and the broad
part above. A '

The fourth difference is in the defeent from
the forehead/tg the nofe. The root, or infer-
tion of the nofe, in the human fcull, is much
nearer the forehead than in the feull of the
monkey.

The fifth: the human jaw is, in proportion,
much broader, and better provigled with teeth,

than
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than that of the monkey, which, feen in front,
is too narrow ; and, in profile, too pointed, and
out arching.

The fixth: the chin of man is more proje&-
ing. 'The chin of the monkey is fo far back
that, if a man’s fcull and a monkey’s be placed
upon a table, refting on the chin, the latter can
fcarcely be perceived to have any.

I believe it may be received as a phyfiogno-
monical axiom, that the more chin the more
man, {o long as it bears a proportion to the
nofe. I {peak not of flethy, but bony, chins.
Hence fcarcely any beaft, viewed in front, has
chin. Hence the retreating chin and the re-
treating forchead generally accompany each
other. o

The feventh difference, particularly vifible in
profile, is the form and fize of the back of the
head. How much more lengthened and de-
prefled than that of man is the monkey’s! The
angle formed by the back part of the under jaw
and the line of the bottom of the head is nearly
a right one. How different is the fcull of man,
in which the lower jaw-bone is almoft hori-
zontal with the lower protuberance, or the apo-
phyfis occipitalis, which protuberance the fcull of

the monkey has not !
« Ce
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~ © Ce n’eft donc qu'un animal ; et, malgré fa
“ reflemblance avec ’homme, bien loin d’étre
“ le fecond dans notre efpéce, il n’eft pas méme
“ le premier dans I'ordre des animaux, puifqu’il
“ n’eft pas le plus intelligent *.” And why not ?
Becaufe he has fo little forehead and brain ; be-

caufe, in effential things, he is effentially diffe-
rent from man,

‘
* He, therefore, is but beaft; and, notwithftanding his refem-
< blance to man, far from being the fecond to our fpecies, he is not

the firft of the brutal clafs, finee he is net the moft intelligens of
brutes. '

CON-



( 204 )
CONCLUSION,.

WHOEVER would recognize the truth of
phyfiognomy, and the profound wifdom of na-
ture, in the formation of animals; and would
wifh, from experience, to be convinced fhe a&ts
according to known laws, let him compare the
profiles of all animals, and remark,

a ‘The proportion of the mouth to the whole
head,

b Of the eye to the mouth, \

¢ And the proportion according to the mid-
dle line of the mouth,

d According to the form and obliquity, or
curving, of the mouth ; _ '

e The angle which this line generally con-
fidered forms with the mouth.

In man, for example, the eye, feen in profile,
ftands about fix times as high above the mouth
as the profile line of the mouth is broad.

This is nearly a right angle in the wifeft and
beft of men. When moft remote from a right’
angle, and fo obtufe as to appear nearly a right
line, brutality of the groffeft kind is there mani-
feft; as it alfo is when the proportion between
the profile line of the mouth and an imaginary
line, drawn from the mouth to the eye, is moft
diftant from human proportion; which when
true is as one to {ix,

X. ON



ON SCULLS. 20§

X.
ON _SCULLS.

HOW much may the anatomift fee in the
mere fcull of man! How much more the phy-
fiognomift! And how much the moft the anato-
mift who is a phyfiognomift!

I bluth when I think how much I ought to
know, and of how much I am ignorant, while

. writing on a part of the body of man which is
fo fuperior to all that fcience has yet difco-
~vered ; to all belief, to all conception.

It muft have been already remarked that I
take the fyftem of the bones as the great out-
line of man, the fcull as the principal part of
that fyftem, and that I confider what is added -
almoft as the colouring of this drawing; that I
pay more attention to the form and arching of

~ the fcull, as far as I am acquainted with it, than

all my predeceflors; and that I have confidered
this moft firm, leaft changeable, and far beft de-
fined, part of the human body as the foundation.
“of the fcience of phyfiognomy.

I fhall therefore be permitted to enlarge fur-
ther on this member of the human body.

‘ ' ' I con-
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I confefs I fearcely know where to begin,
where to end ; what to fay, or what to omit.

I think it advifable to premife a few words
concerning the generation and formation of hu-—
man bones.

The whole of the human feetus is at firft fup=~
pofed to be only a foft mucilaginous fubftance,
homogeneous in all its parts, and that the bones
themfelves are but a kind of coagulated fluid
which, afterward, becomes membraneous, then
cartilaginous, and, at laft, hard bone. ‘

. As this vifcous congelation, originally fo trani-
parent and tender, increafes, it becomes thicker,
and more opaque, and a dark point makes its
appearance different from the cartilage, and of
the nature of bone, but not yet perfe&tly hard.
This point may be called-the kernel of the fu-
ture bone; the centre round which the offifica-
tion extended. .

We muft, however, confider the coagulation
attached to the cartilage as a mafs without fhape,
and only with a proper propenfity for afluming
its future form. In its earlieft, tendereft flate,
the traces of it are exprefled upon the cartilage
though very imperfeétly.

With refpec to the bony kernels, we find dif-

ferences
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ferences which feem to determine the forms of
the future bones. The fimple and {maller bones
have each only one kernel, but, in the more
grofs, thick, and angular, there are feveral, in
different parts of the original cartilage, and it
mutft be remarked that the number of the join-
ing bones i3 equivalent to the number of the
kernels. .

In the bones of the fcull, the round kernel
~ firft is apparent, in the centre of each piece;
and the offification extends itfelf, like radii
from the centre, in filaments, which increafe in.
length, thicknefs, and folidity ; and are interwo-
ven with each other, like net-work. Hence
thefe delicate, indented futures of the fkull,
when its various parts are, at length, joined. ~

We have hitherto only fpoken of the firft
flage of offification. The fecond begins about
the fourth or fifth month, when the bones, to-
gether with the reft of the parts, are more per-
fe@ly formed, and, in the progrefs of offifica-
tion, include the whole cartilage, according ta
the more or lefs life of the creature, and the ori-
ginal different impulfe and power of motion, in
the being,

Agreeable to their original formation, through

each



/

208 ON SCULLS.

each fucceeding period of age, they will conti-
nue to increafe in thicknefs and hardnefs.

But on this fubje& anatomifts difagree.—So
let them : future phyfiognomifts may confider:
this more at large. I retreat from conteft, and
will travel in the high road of certainty, and
confine myfelf to what is vifible,

Thus much is certain, that the ativity of the
mufcles, veflels, and other parts which {urround
the bones, contribute much to their formation,
and gradual increafe in hardnefs.

The remains of the cartilaginous, in the
young bones, will, in the fixth and feventh
month, decreafe in quantity, hara'en, and whiten,
as the bony parts approach perfeGtion. Some
bones obtain a certain ee of firmnefs in
much lefs time than oghers ; 2 , for example, the
fcull-bones, and the fmall bones within the ear.
Not only whole boges, but parts of a fingle
bone, are of various ﬁegrees of hardnefs. They
will be hardeft at the place where the kernel of
offification began, and the parts adjacent, and
the rigidity increafes more flowly and infenfibly
the harder the bones are, and the older the man

is.  What was cartilage will become bone:
parts that were feparate will grow together, and

the whole bones be deprived of moifture.
' Anatomifts
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Anatomifts divide the form into the natural
or eflential, whicli is generally the fame, in all
Bpnes, in the human body; how different foever
. it may be to other bodies; and into the acci-
dental, which is fubje& to various clianges, in
the fame individual; according to the influence
of external objeQs, or, efpecially, of the grada-
tions of age.

The firft is founded in the univerfality of the
nature of the parents, the uniformity of the fe~
men, and the cifcumftances which na’t\irally and
invariably attend propagation ; whence it hap-
pens that manh gentrates man, and beaft beaft.

Anatomifts confider only the defighation of
the bones individually; on this, at leaft, is
grounded the agreement of what they call the
effential form, in diftin& fubje@s. This therefore
only fpeaks to the agreemegt of human counte-
nances fo far as they each”have two eyes, one
nofe, one mouth, and other features thus or
thus difpofed. v

This natural formation is certainly as different
as human countenances afterward are; which
difference is the work of nature, the original
deftination of the Lord and Creator of all things.

The phyfiognomift diftinguifhes between ori-
ginal form and deviations.

Vor. II, P Inexplicable,
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Inexplicable, fingularly true, pure, predeftina-
tion! Each bone hath its original form, its indi- ~
vidual capacity of form ; it may, it does, conti-
nually alter, but it never acquires the peculiar -
~ form of another bone, which was originally dif-

ferent. The accidental changes of bones, how- ‘
ever great, or different from the original form,
‘are yet ever governed by the nature of this ori-
ginal, individual form; nor can any power of
preflure ever fo' change the original form but
that, if compared to another {yftem of bones,
that has fuffered an equal preflure, it will be
perfe&ly diftin@. As little as the Ethiopian
can change his fkin, or the leopard his fpots,
whatever be the changes to which they may be
fubje@, as little can the original form of any
bone be changed into the original form of any
other bone.

Veflels every where penetrate the bones, fup-
. plying them with juices and marrow. The
younger the bone is the more are there of thefe
veflels, confequently the more porous and flex-
ible are the bones ; and the reverfe.

The period when fuch or fuch changes take
place in the bones cannot eafily be defined ; it
differs according to the nature of men and acci-

dental circumftances.
The
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The age of the feetus may be tolerably twell
determined by the bones, except that the older
~ the body the more difficult is the determination,
" Large and long and multiform bones, in or-
der to facilitate their offification and growth, at
- firft, confit of feveral pieces, the {maller of
which are called fupplemiental. The bone re«
mains imperfe& till thefe become incorporated ;
hence their poffible diftortiont in children; by
the rickets, and other difeafes. -

Ba B SUG-
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B.

SUGGESTIONS TO THE PHYSIOGNOMIST
CONCERNING THE SCULL.

THE {cientific phyfiognomift ought to direct
his attention to this diftortion of the bones,
efpecially thofe of the head. He ought to learn
accurately to remark, compare, and define the
firft form of children, and the numerous rela-
tive deviations. He ought to have attained
that precifion that fhould enable him to fay, at
beholding the head of a new-born infant, of
half a year, a year, or two years old, “ Such
“ and fuch will be the form of the fyftem of
¢« the bones, under fuch and fuch limitations,”
and on viewing the fcull at ten, twelve, twenty,
_.or twenty-four years of age, “ Such or fuch
« was the form, eight, ten, or twenty years ago ;
« and fuch or fuch will be the form, eight, ten,
« or twenty years hence, violence excepted.”
He ought to be able to fee the youth in the boy,
and the man in the youth; and, on the reverfe,
the youth in the man, the boy in the youth,
the infant in the boy, and, laftly, the embryo
in its proper individual form.

He
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He ought —He fhall! And then, Oh phyfi-
ognomy ! fhalt thou firft ftand unfhaken ; then
firft {halt thou ftand deep rooted in nature, like
a tree on which the birds of heaven build, and
- under whofe thadow wife and good men repofe,
—or adore! At prefent thou art but a grain of
muftard feed, in the hand either obferved or
caft away.

Let us, oh! ye who adore that w1fdom which
‘has framed all things, contemplate, a moment
longer, the human fcull.

There are, in the bare fcull of man, the fame
varieties as are to be found in the whole exter~
nal form of the living man. :

As the infinite varieties of the external form
of man is one of the indeftru&tible pillars of
phyfiognomy, no lefs fo, in my opinion, muft
the infinite varieties of the fcull itfelf be. What
I have hereafter to remark will, in part, thew
that we ought particularly to begin by that, if;
inftead of a fubje of curiofity or amufement,
we would wifh to make the fcience of phyﬁog~
nomy univerfally ufeful.

I fhall thew that from the ftrucure, form,
outline, and properties of the bones, not all, in~
deed, but much, may be difcovered, and pro-
bably more than from all the other parts.

P 3 C O B.
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C.

OBJECTION AND ANSWER.
1.

WHAT anfwer fhall I make to that objec~
tion with which a certain anti-phyfiognomift has
made himfelf fo merry ? -

“ In the catacombs, near Rome,” affirms he,
¢ 3 nuymber of ’ {keletons were found, which
¢ were fuppofed to be the relics of faints, and,
% a8 fuch, were honoured. After fome time,
¢ feveral learned men began to doubt whether
¢ thefe had really -been the fepulchres of the
¢« firft chriftians and martyrs, and even to fuf-
¢« pect that malefaCtors and banditti might have
¢ been buried there. The piety of the faithful
« was, thus, much puzzled ; but, if the {cience
« of phyfiognomy be fo certain, they might
¢ have removed all their doubts by fending for
« Lavater, who, with very little trouble, by
* merely examining and touching them, might
¢ have diftinguifhed the bones of the faints from
¢ the bones of the banditti, and thus have re-
¢ ftored the true relics to their Juﬁ and original
“ Pre—emmence,

% The
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* The conceit is whimfical enough,” anfwers
a cold phlegmatic friend of phyfiognomy; ¢ but,
¢ having tired ourfelves with laughing, let us
“ examine what would have been the confe-
¢ quence had this ftory been fa@&. According
“ to our opinion, the phyfiognomift would have
¢ remarked great differences, in a number of
“ bones, particularly in the fculls, which, to the
¢ ignorant, would have appeared perfedly fimi-
“ lar; and, having clafled his heads, and thewn
¢ their immediate gradations, and the contraft
“ of the two extremes, we may prefume, the
“ attentive fpe@ator would have been inclined
 to pay fome refpe& to his conjeCtures on the
¢ qualities, and a&ivity, of brain, which each -
¢ formerly contained. ‘

« Befide, when we refle& how certain it is
% that many malefaGors have been poflefled of
% extraordinary abilities and energy, and how
% uncertain it is whether many of the faints,
“ who are honoured with red letter days in the
“ kalendar, ever poffeflfed fuch qualities, we find
¢ the queftion fo intricate that we thould be in-

*+ % clined to pardon the poor phyfiognomift, were

- % he to refufe an anfwer, and leave the decifion
“ to the great infallible Judge.,” _
- P4 2. FUOR.
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2,
FURTHER REPLY,

THIS anfwer is good, but_infufficient. Let
us endeavour further to inveftigate the queftion,

Wha ever, yet, pretended abfolutely to diftin-
guith faints from banditti, by infpeing only
the fcull ? |

To me it appears that juftice requires we
fhould, in all our decifions concerning books,
men, and opinions, judge each according ta their
pretenfions, and not afcribe pretenfions which
have not been made to any man.

I have heard of no phyfiognomift who-has
had, and am certain that' I myfelf never have
had, any fuch prefumption. _

Notwithftanding which, I maintain, as a truth
moft demonftrable, that, by the mere form, pro-
portion, hardnefs, or weaknefs of the fcull, the
ftrength or weaknefs of the general charatter
may be known, with the greateft certainty.

But, as has been often repeated, ftrength and
weaknefs is neither virtye nar vice, faint nor
malefacor, '

Power, like riches, may be employed to the
advantage or detriment of fociety ; as the fame

A ' . wealth -
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wealth may be in the poffeflion of a faint or a
demon : and, as it is with wealth, or arbitrary
pofitive power, fo is it with natural, innate,
power. As in a hundred rich men there are
ninety-nine who are no faints, fo will there
fcarcely be one faint among a hundred men
born with this power.

When, therefore, we remark, in a fcull, great
original and percuffive power, we cannot, in-
deed, fay this man was a malefattor, but we
may affirm there was this excefs of power,
which, if it were not qualified, and tempered,
during life, there is the higheft probability it
would have been agitated by the fpirit of con-
queft, would have become a general, a con-
queror ; a Cefar, or a Cartouch. Under cer-
tain circumftances, he would, probably, have
atted in a certain manner, and his actions would

‘have varjed according to the variation of cir-

cumftances; but he would always have acted
with ardour, tempeﬁupuﬂy; always .as 3 ruler
and a conqueror.

Thus, alfo, we may affirm of certain other
fculls, which, in their whole ftruéture and form,
difcover tendernefs, and a refemblance to parcha
ment, that they denote weaknefs ; a mere capa-
bility of perceptive, without percuffive, without

' - ' creative,



218 ON SCULLS.

creative, power. Therefore, under certain cir-
cumftances, fuch people would have acted
weakly. They would not have had the native
power of withftanding this or that temptation,
of engaging in this or that enterprife. In the
fafhionable world, they would have a&ed the
fop, the libertine in a more confined circle, and
the enthufiaftic faint in a convent.

Oh how differently may the fame power, the
fame fenfibility, the fame capacity, a&, feel, and
conceive, under different circumftances !
~ And hence we may, in part, comprehend the
poffibility of predeftination and liberty, in one
and the fame fubje&.

Take a man of the commoneft underftanding
to a charnel houfe, and make him attentive to
the differences of fculls. In a fhort time he
‘will either perceive of himfelf, or underftand
when told, here is ftrength, there weaknefs ;
‘here obftinacy, and there indecifion.

If fhewn the bald head of Cafar, as painted
by Rubens or Titian, or that of Michael Angelo,
what man would be dull enough not to difcover
that impulfive power, that rocky comprehenfion,
by which they were peculiarly chara&erifed ;
"and that more ardour, more ation, muft be ex-
pected than from a fmooth, round, flat head ?

‘ How
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“How chara&eriftic is the {cull of Charles XII. !
How different from the fcull of his biographer
Voltaire! Compare the fcull of Judas with the
fcull of Chrift, after Holbein, difcarding the
mufcular parts, and, I doubt, if afked which was
the wicked betrayer, which the innocent be-
trayed, whether any one would hefitate.

I will acknowledge that when two determi-
nate heads are prefented to us, with fuch ftrik-
ing differences, and the one of which is known
to be that of a malefaor, the other that of a
faint, it is infinitely more eafy to decide; nor
fhould he who can diftinguith between them,
therefore, affirm he can diftinguith the fculls of
faints from the fculls of malefaors.

To conclude; who is unacquainted with the
anecdote in Herodotus, that it was poflible,
many years afterward, on the field of battle, to
diftinguifh the fculls of the effeminate Medes
from thofe of the manly Perfians? I think I
have heard the fame remark made of the Swifs
and the Burgundians. This at leaft proves it
is granted that we may perceive, in the fcull
only, a difference of ftrength, and manners, as
well as of nations; '

D, OF
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D.

OF THE DIFFERENCE OF SCULLS A8 THEY
RELATE TO SEX, AND, PARTICULARLY,
TO NATIONS,

M. FISCHER has publithed an eflay on the
difference of bones, as they relate to fex, and,
particularly, to nations, which is well deferving
of attention. The following are fome thoughts
on the fubje@, concerning which nothing will
be expe&ted from me, but very much from M.
K_amper, ,

Confideration and comparifon of the exter-
nal and internal make of the body, in male and
female, teaches us that the one is deftined for la-
bour and ftrength, and the other for beauty and
propagation, 'The bones, particularly, denote
mafculine ftrength, in the former, and, fo far as
the ftronger and the prominent are more eafy
to defcribe than the lefs prominent and the
weaker, {o far is the male fkeleton, and fcull,
the eafieft to define,

The general ftruure of the bones, in the
male, and of the fcull, in particular, is, evi-
dently, of fironger formation than in the fe-

| ' male,
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male. The body of the male increafes, from
the hip to the fhoulder, in breadth and thick+
nefs: hence the broad thoulders, and fquare form,
of the ftrong ; whereas the female fkeleton gras
dually grows thinner and weaker, from the hip,
upward, and, by dcgrees, appears as if it were
rounded.

Even fingle bones in the female afe more
tender, fmooth, and round; have fewer fharp
edges, cutting and prominent corners.

We may here, properly, cite the remark of
~ Santorinus, concerning the difference of fculls,
as they relate to fex. “ The aperture of the
“ mouth, the palate, and, in general, the parts .
¢ which form the voice, are lefs in the female;
 and the more fmall and round chin, confe-
“ quently the under part of the mouth, corre-
“ {pond.”

The round or angular form of the fcull may
be very powerfully, and effentially, turned to
the advantage of the phyfiognomift, and be-
come a fource of innumerable individual judge
ments. Of this the whole work abounds with
proofs and examples. |

No man is perfetly like another, either in
external conftrution, or internal parts, whether
great or fmall, or in the {yftem of the bones. This

| difference
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difference I find, not only between different na-
tions, but between perfons of the neareft kin-
dred ; but not fo great between thefe, and be-
tween perfons of the fame nation, as between
nations remote from each other, whofe manners
and food are very different. The more con-
fidently men converfe with, the more they refem-
ble each other, as well in the formation of the
parts of the body, as in language, manners, and
food ; that is, fo far as the formation of the body
can be influenced by external accidents. Thofe
nations, in a certain degree, will refemble each
other that have commercial intercourfe; they
being acted upon by the effeCs of climate, imi-
tation, and habit, which have {o great an influ-
ence in forming the body and mind; that is to
fay the vifible and invifible powers of man;
although national charalter ftill remains, and
which chara@er, in reality, is much eafier to re-
mark than to deferibe.

We fhall leave more extenfive enquiries and
dbfervations, concerning this {ubje&; to fome
fuch perfon as Kamper, and refrain, as becomes
us ; not having obtained fufficient knowledge of
the fubje to make remarks of our own, of fuf-
 ficient importance.

Dlﬁ'erences, with refpec to {’uength firmniefs,
firuQure,
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ftrudture, and proportion of the parts, are, cer-
tainly, vifible in all the bones of the fkeletons of
different nations; but moft in the formation of
the countenance, which, every where, contains
the peculiar expreffion of nature; of the mind.

The fcull of a Dutchman, for example, is in
general rounder, with broader bones, curved
and arched in all its parts, and with the fides
lefs flat, and comprefled.

A Calmuc fcull will be more rude and grofs;
flat on the top, prominent at the fides ; the parts
firm and comprefled, the face broad and flat.

The fcull of the Ethiopian fteep, fuddenly
elevated; as fuddenly fmall, fharp, above the
eyes ; beneath, ftrongly proje@ing ; circular, and
high behind. _

In proportion as the forehead of the Calmuc
is flat and low, that of the Ethiopian is high
and narrow ; while the back part of -an Euro-

pean head has a much more protuberant arch,
~and fpherical form, behind, than that of a
Negro.

ADDI
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ADDITIONS:
1.

THE two following plates reprefent the fculls
of different nations.

1 Is the fcull of 4 German; with all the
marks of an Eutopeari head.—Is very diftin&
from 2, 3 and 4. The hind part contains the
thicker half, the fore part the thinner. The
forehead is better arched ; néjther too fteep nor
too round. The perfon to whom it belonged -
was neither ftupid nor a man of genius; buta
cold, confi

-3 Isan 1& from
the Europ ching of
the top; next; by the fhort back part ; and, laftly,
the uncommonly ftrong bones of the jaw, as
well as of the whole countenance: It is indubi-
table that this feull is formed for more rude and
fenfible, and lefs delicate and fpiritual enjoyment
than the former.

2 An African, different from the two former
in the narrownefs of the back of the head, and
the breadth of its bafis, which confifts of a
very ftrong bone: by the fhort bone of the

o nofe,
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nofe, the projecting cavity for the teeth, which
occafion the thort flat nofes, and thick pro«
minent lips of thefe people. I, particularly,
remark the difproportion of the forehead, to
the other parts of the profile. The arching of
"the forehead, confidered feparately, is by no
means {o ftupid as the other parts evidently ap-
pear to be.
4 Of a Wandenng, or Calmuc, Tartar —_
This ferehead, with refpet to lownefs, but
not pofition, refembles the forchead of a mon-
key. The cavities for the eyes are deep, the
nofe bone fhort and flat, fo that it fcarcely pro-
jects further than the bones beneath, therefore
the chin is the more promment, which, however, ‘
confifts of a confiderably weak bone, and occa-
fions the whole ‘countenance to have an un-
pleafing, concave outline ; whereas, the profiles
of the other three ccuntenances are convex.
The low forehead and deep funk eye of the ape
have been remarked to denote cowardlce, and
rapine. Receive it, reader, as a truth proved by
. a thoufand experiments, that all general conca-
vities of profile, that is to fay concavities of
form, betoken weak powers of mind, which en-

Vor. IL QL dea{'our,
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deavour, as all natural weaknefles do, to fupply
and conceal their deficiencies by the ftrength of
cunning.

. II.

WE fhall now confider the third plate.

This contains § fculls, copied from Vefa~
lius. a)

I fearched the beft anatomlcal authors, and
enquired of the beft read phyficians, of Geflner
and Haller, whether no anatomift had endea-
voured to inveftigate the differences of the fcull,
according to the differences of the mind, or to
define the relations of the outlines. The only
anfwer I could obtain was a quotation from
Vefalius, with an engraving of five different
heads, which I have copied, and which are here
well deferving of a place. 4)

3 Is, according to him, the only natural form
of the {cull, which is that of an oblong {pheroid,
comprefled at the fides, and prominent before
and behind.

I dare not affirm this is the only natural form,
fince many others might be drawn, of the beft
made men, the outlines of which are much
-more beautiful, more proportionate, and more

fignificant,
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fignificant, than this. If, for example, the up-
per part of the forehead retreated a little more,
and were the top and back of the fcull fome-
what more raifed and arched, it would be much
more peifett; though, as it is, it is a very ine
telligent thinking charater.

- Vefalius diftinguifhes various defz&ive forms
of the fcull. ]

Of fcull 4 he fays—* The firft deviation from
® nature is where the arching in front is de-
¢« fective.” . S

This flattened round outline of the forehead
bone, or os coronale, would produce heavinefs
of underftanding,.

“ 2 The fecond deviation is where the pro-
“ je@ing forward is defeCtive.”—The back of the
head is ftill more unnatural. Were the os coronale
comprefled near the infertion of the nofe, were it
tharper, and lefs round, it would be lefs unnatural.

¢ 1- The third deviation is where the promi-
“ nence, both before and behind, is wanting.”
This was, certainly, in every refpe&, an idiot _
born, as the teeth, alfo, fhew, efpecially the re-
lation of the upper teeth to the chin.

* « 5 The fourth deviation is where the two pro-
. % je&ions are on the fides of the fcull, though

Q.2 “ tranf-



228 ADDITIONS.

“ tranfverfely.”—Were this forehead in profile
entirely perpendicular, and did it not fink at the
bottom, it would not be ftupid. Stupidity is
occafioned by the angle which is formed by the
forehead and the bone of the nofe.

There are many other very unnatural forms,
as, for example, thofe fculls which are round,
or perpendicular in profile, thofe which fink
inward in the front, and thofe which are too
much funken, or too much raifed at the top. ¢)

REMARKS.
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REMARKS,

a VESALIUS—I particularly recommend the
ftudy of his countenance, here annexed, to the phy-
fiognomift. How feldom do we meet fuch firm,
decifive, precifion; fuch penetrating eyes; a nofe
like this, which, confidered abftractedly,.fo denotes
ripe, mafculine, underftanding, or rather a found
mind ! Whenever I view this face, I feel anew how
_peculiar is the pleafure of contemplating a great man,
or even the image of a great man. Can there be 3
more fublime, more godlike enjoyment, than that of
underftanding a noble human countenance?

4 Cafpar Bauhin has copied thefe five kinds of
fculls, in his Theatrum Anatomicum ; but the form
which he has given as the moit perfett is, probably,
through the unfkilfulnefs of the defigner, as imperfect
and unnatural, as any one of the four can be; for,
not to mention other defets, it is not only quite flat
at the top but this unnatural flatnefs, alfo, is in-
- creafed by a flight indenting: I muft remark, that,
in general, moft anatomifts and defigners have but a
fmall perception of thefe fo remarkable, and fo infi-
nitely important, varieties of the fcull.

¢ Verum Galenus alibi hanc figuram excogitari
quidem, non autem in rerum natura confiftere pofle
affirmat; quamvis interim Venetiis puer multis parti-
bus deformis, ex admodum amens, hac figura hodie
confpicatur.  Imo, apud Bononienfes mendicus ob-
Q3 ambulat,
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~ ambulat, cui caput quadratum, fed latius paullo quam
Tongius contigit. Praterea Genuz puellus anncs
natus forte tres a mendica oftiatim circumlatus eft,
paullo poft in nobiliffima Belgarum Brabantia ab
hiftrionibus fuit propofitus, cujus caput in utrumque
latus protuberans duobus virorum capitibus grandius
exftitit. '

Genuenfium, (fays our author further) et magis
adhuc Grazcorum & Turcarum capita globi fere ima-
ginem exprimunt, ad hane quoque (quam illorum
non pauci elegantem & capitis quibus varie utuntur,
tegumentis accommodam cenfent) obftetricibus non-
nunquam magna matrum folicitudine opem ferentibus,
Germani vero compreflo plerumque occipitio & lato
capite {peftantur, quod pueri in cunis dorfo femper
incumbant. Belgis oblongiora cateris propemodum
Tefervantur permanentve capita, quod matres fuos
_puerulos fafciis involutos in latere & temporibus po-
tifimum dormire findnt. ’

I am well convinced that violent bearings down,
preflures, and pofitions, may affe¢t the form of the
head, and the underftanding, of the child; but I am
equally well convinced that the inevitable preffure
fuftained in the birth does not injure the original form
of the head. Nature affifts herfelf, repairs the injury,
and, by her labours from the internal to the external,
reftores order. How much muft the feeble nofe fuf-
fer in birth, yet is it repaired by the internal power
of nature. If a cartilage fo yielding, and which muft

fuffer
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fuffer fo much, can reftore itfelf, how much muft the
fcull fuffer before it fhall be unable to recover its form,
by its own firmnefs, elafticity, and internal power
of life? How many blows and accidents muft many
children endure, without injury, at leaft to the form
of their forehead ? Not but many fchoolmafters and
fathers will heavily have to anfwer for the ftupidity of
children, which has been the confequence of blows.

Our author alfo remarks—

Quod non naturales vocatz capitis effigies etiam
in egregie prudentibus (quandoquidem f{cilicet cere-
brum nulla propria admodum indigeat figura) inter-
dum fpectentur; etiamfi tales calvarie, ac potiffi-
mum futurarum fpecie, a naturali forma differentes,
nobis in ceemiteriis perquam raro fefe offerant, ut
profecto fubinde forfan occurrerent, fi Alpium, que
Italiam {peGant, accolarum coemiteria {crutaremur,
quum illos homines non dictis modo capitis figuris,
fed longe etiam magis difcrepantibus, deformes effe
audiam.

Q4 ~ E.OF
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E

OF THE SCULLS OF CHILDREN.

THE head, or fcull, of a child, drawn upon
paper, without additional circumftance, will be
generally known, and feldom confounded with
the head of an adult, But, to keep them diftin&,
it is neceflary the painter fhould not be too hafty
and incorre& in his obfervations of what is pe-
culiar, or fo frequently generalize the particular,
which is the eternal error ef painters, and of fo
many pretended phyfiognomifts.

Notwithftanding individual variety, there are
certain conftant figns, proper to the head of a
child, which as much confift in the combination
and form of the whole as in the fingle parts.

It is well known that the head is larger, in
proportion to the reft of the body, the younger
the perfon is; and it feems to me, from compar-
ing the fculls of the embryo, the child, and the
man, that the part of the fcull which contains the
brain is proportionately larger than the parts that
compofe the jaw and the countenance. Hence
it happens that the forchead, in children, efpe-

- <lally the upper part, is generally fo prominent.
The
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The bones of the upper and under jaw, with
the teeth they contain, are later in their growth;,
and more {lowly attain perfect formation. The
under part of the head generally increafes more
than the upper, till it has attained full growth.
Several procefles of the bones, as the proceffus
- mamillares, which lie behind and under the ears,
form themfelves after the birth; as in a great
meafure alfo do various hidden finufles, or ca-
- vities, in thefe bones. The quill-form of thefe
bones, with their various points, ends, and pro-
tuberances, and the numerous mulicles which
are annexed to them, and continually in aétion,
make the greater increafe, and change, more pof-
fible and eafy than can happen in the {pherical
bony covering of the brain, when once the {u-
tures are entirely become folid.

This unequal growth, of the two principal
parts of the fcull, muft neceflarily produce an
eflential difference in the whole; without enu-
merating the obtufe extremities, the edges, fharp
corners, and fingle protuberances, which are
chiefly occafioned by the a&ion of the mufcles.

As the man grows, the countenance below
the forehead becomes more protuberant; and,
as the fides of the face, that is to fay, the tem-
ple bones, which alfo are flow in coming to per-

fection,
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feGtion, continually remove further from each
other, the fcull gradually lofes that pear form
which it appears to me to have had in embryo.

The finus frontales firft form themfelves . after
birth. * The prominence at.the. bottom of the
forechead, between the eyebrows, is likewile
wanting in children: the forehead joins the
nofe without any remarkable curve.

This latter circumftance may, alfo, be ob-
ferved in fome grown perfons, when the finus
frontales are either wanting or very fmall; for
thefe cavities are found very different in diffe-
rent {fubjes.

The nofe alters exceedmg]y, dunng growth ;
but I am unable to explain in what manner
the bones contribute to this alteration, it being
chiefly cartilaginous, Accurately to determine
this, many experiments on the heads and fculls -
of children, and grown perfons, would be ne-
ceflary ; or, rather, if we could compare the
fame head with itfelf, at different ages, which
might be done by the means of fhades, fuch
gradations of the head or heads would be of
great utility to the phyfiognomift,

ADDI-
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L ET us once more produce fome fculls, in or-
der to elucidate what has been faid, and ftill
more to confirm the not enough acknowledged
truth,, that the ftudy of fculls is the only cer-
tain foundation of phyfiognomy.

L

THREE mere fhades of men’s fculls.—Laugh
or laugh not.—Fa&s are produced. They muft
be controverted by fact; every thing but fact
is unworthy of the wife, contemptible to the
lover of truth, and not to be endured by unpre-
judiced reafon. Here is no complexion, fea~
ture, or motion; yet how {peaking are thefe three
fculls, folely from the difference of the outlines

I here from abftra&ted, abfolutely certain, ex-
perience, pronounce the following fentence.

1 The moft delicate, and weakeft; mani-
feftly female, and muft by nature have had a tafte
for the minute, the neat, and the pun&ilious;
a fpirit of reftleflnefs and avarice ; was friend or

enemy,
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enemy, as it might happen—Was fagacious in
trifles. :

2 Is not fo weak, though ftill tender: not
fo narrow minded.

3 Is mafculine: the female fcull feldom has
fuch finus fromtales; it may be faid mever. It
is the moft open, candid, intelligent, of the
three ; without being a genius of the firft or
fecond order.

IL

THE perpendicularity of the profile 1, at
leaft compared with 2, taken on the whole, ap-
pears to me to exprefs a want of wit and fenfi-
bility ; but the chin, and the angle which the nofe
forms with the forehead, compenfate this defect.
Pertinacity, without extraordinary power, is evi-
dent to every obferver, in the outline from the
infertion of the nofe to the top of the fcull.

2 Very different from 1. The firft plan of a
long arched nofe. How ftrong are the cavities of
the retreating forehead! Howlong and grofs isthe
under part of the head! How little of the delicate,
the comprefled, the compa&! What an empty
unfeeling being ! Craft, malice, and ftupidity.

11, TQ
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IIL

TO promote and render phyfiognomonical
knowledge more precife, the human fcull ought
to be contemplated in every pofition, and, efpe-
cially, as delineated in the annexed plates.

The form, fize, and proportion of the whole;
the more or lefs oval; its relative height and
breadth ; ought each to be remarked. The pre-
fent fcull, viewed in this pofition, appertains to
the long, and, when viewed in front, to the
thort, clafs ; and the {pace to the Sutura Coronalis
is large.

The arching in front fhould next be remarked,
and its prominence ; it being of great, yet of
eafily defined, fignificance.

In the fcull here produced, the arching, ac-
cording, at leaft; to the drawing, is very un-
common. How much more of power, pene-
tration, and charaer would it have, were the
curve more pure or accurate !

" 'The three futures fhould, in the third place,
be remarked ; their general arching, and, par-
ticularly, their fmaller configuration. I am un- -
able to fpeak with precifion on this fubje&,

though
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though I well know that nature, like an excellent
writer, is accurate in her minuteft parts,
We fhould, fourthly, notice the under part,

forming an arch, in this pofition ; efpecially the:

indenting flatnefs, or concavity, near the point
on which it refts. ‘ _

a) In fcull 1, the curve formed by the teeth
fhould be obferved ; and, from the pointed, or
flat, we may deduce weaknefs, or power.

) The acutenefs, or obtufenefs, of thehpper

jaw fhould be remarked.
- ¢) The form and fize of the aperture.
d) The ftrength of the bone os accipitis capztu/a.

¢) The proceffus mamillares.
f) Particularly, the rigidnefs of the whole os

occzpms *,

* The letters a, 5, ¢, &'c. which are found in the German, are
only figns correfponding to firftly, fecondly, &c. T.

IV. HOW
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IV.

HOW different are foreheads, when viewed
from above downward ; and how expreflive may
thefe differences be !

I imagine nature cannot fpeak more deci-
fively, in the fcull, alone, or in any part of the
fcull, than fhe does here.

‘Whoever, in thefe foreheads, does not- ob-
tain hints, for new difcoveries, may be a good,
a worthy, a ufeful and friendly man, but no phy-
fiognomift.—Is it neceflary that all men fhould
be phyfiognomifts ? .

The firft outline is that, not of a ftupid, but,
" of 2. man of very ordinary capacity.

The fecond of a very intelligent man.
The third is after a buft, in plafter, of Locke.

V. THE
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: V. *

THE more we confider the human body, and
the more we vary its pofition, to examine its
outlines, the more fhall we difcover of the cha-
ra&er of the mind by which it is inhabited, and
of affignable, and precife, tokens of its power
and adivity.

T am of opinion that man, conﬁdered under
every afpe, even though but in fhade, from
head to foot, before, behind, in profile, half
profile, quarter profile, will afford opportunities
of making the moft new and important difco-
veries of the all fignificance of the human body.

I hold it to be the fimpleft way to take the
. thades of heads of perfons whofe chara&ers 1
know, rather than to confider thofe known to
me only phyfiognomonically; and whofe cha-
ralers, likewife, were rerharkably different.

I chofe, therefore, three bare heads, of very
different capacities, and found the difference of
their outlines great indeed.

The firft is rather a very induftrious, than a
very quick acting, man ; of a calm, noble, com-
paflionate charatter; firm, fimple, profound; —
whofe reafon can with difficulty be impofed

upon :
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upon: in wit inexhauftible; not brilliant, but
therefore the deeper : weak of memory.

The fecond is the head of poetry, of genius;
but calm reafon, and, probably, precifion of un«
derftanding, and penetration, are alfo wanting *,

The third is, in every refpe@, completely ftu-
pid. The comprefled fides, the fhort neck, the
egg formed, pointed head, are ftrikingly remark-
able.

I have obferved that the bare head which is
circular, when feen behind, is'the beft; the flat
denotes mediocrity, often weaknefs; and the
gradually pointed, or conical, folly.

* By underftanding, I mean the capacity of perceiving and de-
_fining the figns of things, and what are, or what are not, their ad-
junéts, .
By reafon, the capacity of perceiving and defining the things
themfelves, and what are, or are not, their adjun@s.

Vor. IL. R » XI ESSAY,
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XL

ESSAY, BY A LATE LEARNED MAN OF OLDEN-
BURG ¥, ON PHYSIOGNOMY, INTER-
SPERSED WITH SHORT REMARKS,

BY THE AUTHOR.

“T aM as clearly convinced of the truth of
« phyfiognomy as Lavater, and of the all-figni-
¢ ficance of each limb and feature. True it is
¢ that the mind may be read in the lineaments
“ of the body, and its motions in the features,
“ and their fhades 1.

¢« Conne&tion and harmony, caufe and effed,
¢« exift through all nature; therefore, between
¢ the external and internal of man. Our form
“ is influenced by our parents, by the earth on
¢ which we walk, the fun that warms us with
“its rays, the food that aflimilates itfelf with
¢ our f{ubftance, the incidents that determine the
“ fortunes of our lives: thefe all modify, repair,
“ and chiffel forth the body, and the marks of the

* M. Sturtz.

+ Es ift wahr dafs fich der umrifs der feele in den wolbungen
ilires fchleyers bildet, und ihre bewegung in den “falten ihres
kleides. Literally—1It is true that the outline of the foul forms
itfelf in the arching of its veil, and its motion in the folds of its
garmegt.

“ tool
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* tool are apparent both in body and mind. Each
“ arching, each finucofity of the external, adapts
‘ itfelf to the individuality of the internal, It is
« adherent, and pliable, like wet drapery. Were
“ the nofe but little altered, Czfar would not be
“ the Cafar with whom we are acquainted.”

“ When the foul is in motion, it fhines
“ through the body as the moon through the
% ghofts of Offian ; each paffion throughout the
“ human race has ever the fame language.”—
(From eaft to weft envy no where looks with
the fatisfied air of magnanimity ; nor will dif-
content appear like patience. Wherever pa-
tience is, there is it exprefled by the fame figns ;
as likewife are anger, envy, and every other
paffion.)—* PhiloQtetes certainly exprefles not
“ the fenfation of pain like a {courged flave.
“ The angels of Raphael muft {mile more no-
© “ bly than the angels of Rembrandt; but joy
“and pain flill have each their peculiar ex-
« preflion : they a& according to peculiar laws
“ upon peculiar mufcles and nerves, however
“ various may be the fhades of their expref-
“ fion; and the oftener the paflion is repeated,
 or fet in motion, the more it becomes a pro-
“ penfity, a favourite habit ; the deeper will be
% the furrows.it ploughs.

“ But inclination, capacity, modes and grada-.

. R 2 ' “ tions
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“ tions of capacity, talents, and an ability for
“ bufinefs lie much more concealed.”—(Very
true, but having difcovered the figns of thefe,
how much of what cannot be miftaken fhall
we meet with in every obje& we obferve!)—
“ A good obferver will difcover the wrathful,
“ the voluptuous, the proud, the difcontented,
¢ the malignant, the benevolent, and the compaf-
“ fionate, with little difficulty.”—(Moft true !)—
‘ But the philofopher, the poet, the artift, and
“ their various partitions of genius, he will be
“ unable to determine with equal accuracy.
« And it will be ftill more difficult to affign the
¢ feature or trait in which the token of each
“ quality is feated ; whether underftanding be
“ in the eye-bone, wit in the chin, and poetical
¢ genius in the mouth.”—(Yet I hope, I believe,
nay, I know, that the prefent century fhall ren-
der this poflible. The penetrating author of
this effay would rot only have found it poffible,
but would have performed it himfelf, had he
only fet apart a fingle day to compare and ex-
amine a well-arranged colle@tion of chara&ers,
either in nature, or well-painted portraits.)—
“ Qur attention is always excited whenever we
¢ meet with a remarkable man, and we all are
“ more or lefs empirical phyliognomifts: We

“ perceive in the afpeét, the mien, the {mile, the
“ mechanifm
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“ mechanifm of the forehead, fometimes malic@
“ fometimes wit, at others penetration. We
“ expe@, and prefage, from the impulfe of la-
% tent fenfation, very determined qualities, from
“the form of each new acquaintanceé; and,
“ when this faculty of judging is improved by
 an intercourfe with the world, we often fuc-
“ ceed to admiration in our judgment on ftran-
« gers.

“Is this feeling, internal unacquired fenfa-
“ tion, which is inexplicable; or is it comparifon,
¢ indication, conclufion from a chara&er that
“ we have examined to another which we have
“ not, and occafioned by fome external refem-
“blance? Feeling is the zgis of enthufiafts
¢ and fools, and, though it may often be con-
¢ formable to truth, is ftill neither demonftra«"
¢ tion, nor confirmation, of truth; but induc-
¢ tion is judgment founded on experience, and
“ this way, only, will I ftudy phyfiognomy.

“] meet many ftrangers, with an air of
¢ friendfhip; I recede from others with cool
« politenefs, although there is no expreffion of
¢ paffion to attract, or to difguft. On farther
¢ examination, I always found that I'have feen
“in them fome trait either of a worthy or a
« worthlefs perfon, with whom I was befor¢ ac-
“ quainted. A child, in my opinion, ads from

R 3 “ like
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@ like motives, when he evades, or is pleafed
 with, the carefles of ftrangers ; except that he
“ is a&uated by more trifling figns ; perhaps by
¢ the colour of the clothes, the tone of the
¢ voice ; or, often, by fome motion, which he
¢ has obferved in the parent, the nurfe, or the
“ acquaintance.”

(This cannot be denied to be often the cafe;
much more often than is commonly fuppofed ;
yet I make no doubt of being able to prove
that there are, in nature, and art, a multitude of
traits, efpecially of the extremes of paffionate,
as well as difpaflionate, faculties, which, of
themfelves, and without comparifon with for-
mer experiments, are, with certainty, intelligi-
ble, to the moft unpra&ifed obferver. I believe
it to be incorporated in the nature of man, in
the organization of our eyes and ears, that he
fhould be attra&ted or repulfed, by certain coun-
tenances, as well as by certain tones. Let a
child, who has feen but a few men, view the
open jaws of a lion, or tiger, and the fmile of a
benevolent perfon, and his nature will, infallibly,
fhrink from the one, and meet the {mile of be-
nevolence with a {mile; not from reafon and
comparifon, but from the original feelings of
nature. For the fame reafon, we liften with
pleafure tq a delightful melody and fhudder at

difcordant
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difcordant fhricks ; as little as there is of compa-,
rifon or confideration, on fuch an occafion, fo is
there equally little on the firft fight of an ex-
tremely pleafing, or an extremely difgufting,
countenance. ) ' ‘
‘It is not, therefore, mere fenfation, fince I
“ have good reafon, when I meet a perfon who
“ refembles Turenne, to expe& fagacity, cool
“ refolution, and ardent enterprife. If, in three
“ men, I find one pofleffed of the eyes of Tu-
 renne, and the fame marks of prudence ; ano-
¢ ther with his nofe, and high courage; the
“ third with his mouth and a@ivity; I then -
“ have afcertained the feat where each quality
« exprefles itfelf, and am juftified in expe@ing
% fimilar qualities wherever I meet fimilar fea-
“ tures. Had we, for centuries paft, examined
“ the human form, arranged charaQeriftic fea-
“ tures, compared traits, and exemplified in-
“ flexions, lines, and proportions, and had we
“ added explanations to each, then would our
¢ Chinefe alphabet of the race of man be com~
¢ plete, and we need but open it to find the in-
¢ terpretation of any counténance. Whenever
I indulge the fuppofition that fuch an elemen-
¢ tary work is not abfolutely impoffible, I ex-
“ pe&& more from it than even Lavater, Iima-
“ gine we may obtain a language fo rith, and fo -
R 4 “ determinate,
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¢ determinate, that it fhall be poflible, from de-
¢ {cription only, to reftore the living figure ; and
 that an accurate defcription of the mind fhall
¢« give the outline of the body, fo that the phyfi-
“ ognomift, ftudying fome future Plutarch, fhall
“ regenerate great men, and the ideal form fhall,
« with facility, take birth from the given defi-
¢ nition,” (Excellent !—And, be the author in
jeft or earneft, this is what I, entirely, without
dreaming, and moft abfolutely, expet from the
following century, for which purpofe, with
God’s good pleafure, I will hazard fome eflays,
~when I fhall {peak on phyfiognomonical lines.)
¢ With thefe ideal forms fhall the chambers
¢ of future princes be hung, and he who comes
¢ to folicit employment fhall retire without mur-
* muring, when it is proved to him that he is
“ excluded by his nofe,”—(Laugh or laugh not,
friends, or enemies, of truth, this will, this muft,
happen.)— By degrees I imagine ta myfelf a
“ new, and another world, whence error and
“ deceit fhall be hanifhed.”—(Banithed they
would be were phyfiognomy the univerfal re-
ligion, were all men accurate obfervers, and
were not diffimulation obliged to recur to new
arts, by which phyfiognomy, at leaft for a time,
may be rendered erroneous.)—% We have ta
“ enquire whether we thould therefore be hap-
" ' # pier,"



'ON PHYSIOGNOMY. 249

<« pier.”—(Happier we fhould, certainly, be ; al-
though the prefent conteft between virtue and
vice, fincerity and diffimulation, which fo con-
tributes to the developement of the grand fa-
culties of man, renders, as I may fay, human
virtue divine, exalting it to heaven.)—* Truth
“is ever found in the medium; we will not
“ hope too little from phyﬁognomy, nor will
“ we expect too much.—Here torrents’ of ob-
“ jeCtions break in upon me, fome of which I
“ am unable to an{wer.

“ Do fo many men in reality refemble each
“ other? Is not the refemblance general; and,
“ when particularly examined, does it nat va-
“ nifh; efpecially, if the refembling perfons be
“ compared feature by feature ?

“ Does it not happen that one feature is in
¢« dire& contradi&ion to another ; that a fearful
“ nofe is placed between eyes which betoken
“ courage 1

(In the firm parts, or thofe capable of fharp
outlines, accidents excepted, 1 have never yet
found contradictory features ; but often have be-
‘tween the firm, and the flexible, or the ground.
form of the flexible, and their apparent fitua~
tion. By ground-form I mean to fay that which
is preferved after death, unlefs dxf’torted by vio-
Jent difeafe.)

# It is far from being provcd that refemblance

“ of
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“ of form univerfally denotes refemblance of
“ mind. In families where there is moft re-
¢ femblance, there are often the greateft varieties
¢ of mind. 1 have known twins, not to be
¢ diftinguithed from each other, between whofe
“ minds there was not the leaft fimilarity.”—(If
this be literally true, I will renounce phyfiogno-
my ; and, to whoever fhall convince me of i,
I will give my copy of thefe fragments, and a
hundred phyfiognomonical drawings.

‘Nor will I be my own judge, I leave it to
the worthy author of this remark to choofe three
arbitrators ; let them examine. the fa&, accu-
rately, and, if they confirm it, I wil own my
error. Shades, however, of thefe twin brothers
will, firft, be neceflary. In all the experiments
I have made, I declare, upon my honour, I
have never made any fuch remark.)

¢ And how fhall we be able to explain the
¢ innumerable exceptions which almoft over-
“ whelm rule? I will only produce fome from
“ my own obfervation. Dr. Johnfon had the
‘ appearance of a porter; not the glance of
¢ the eye, not any trait of the mouth, fpeak the
“ man of penetration, er of {cience,”

(When a perfon of our author’s penetration
and judgment thus affirms, I muft hefitate, and
fay, he has obferved this, I have not.—But how
does it happen that, in more than ten years ob-

| fervation,
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fervation, I have never met any fuch example ?
I have feen many men, efpecially in the begin-
ning of my phyfiognomonical ftudies, whom I
{uppofed to be men of fenfe, and who were not
fo ; but never, to the beft of my knowledge, did
I meet a wife man whom I fuppofed a fool.
In the firft volume, page 61, plate IIL is an en-
graving of Johnfon. Can a counténance more
tranquilly fine be imagined, one that more pof-
fefles the {enfibility of underftanding, planning,
{crutinizing ? In the eye-brows, only, and their
horizontal pofition, how great is the expref-
fion of profound, exquifite, penetrating, under-
ftanding !) '

“ Hume’s was the countenance of a common
“ man.”

(So fays common report ; I have no anfwer
but that I fufpe the afpe&, or flexible features,
on which moft obfervers found their phyfiog-
nomonical judgment, have, as I may fay, effaced
the phyfiognomy of the bones ; as, for example,
the outline and arching of the forehead, to which
{carcely one in a hundred direct their attention.)

¢ Churchill had the look of a drover ; Gold-
“ {mith of a fimpleton; and the cold eyes of
¢ Strange do not betray the artift.”

(The greateft artifts have often the coldeft
eyes. 'The man of genius and the artift are two

perfons.
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perfons. Phlegm is the inheritance of the mere
artift.)—* Who would fay that the apparent ar-
“ dour of Wille fpeaks the man who paffed his
“ life in drawing parallel lines ?”—(Ardour and
phlegm are not incompatible: the moft ardent
men are the cooleft. Scarcely any obfervation
has been fo much verified as this; it appears
contradi&ory but is not. Ardent, quickly de-
termining, refolute, laborious, and boldly en-
terprifing men, the moments of ardour ex-
cepted, have the cooleft of minds, The ftyle
and countenance of Wille, if the profile portrait
of him which I have is a likenefs, have this cha-
raler in perfection.) ‘
% Boucher, the painter of the graces, has the
« afpe@ of an executioner,”—(Truly fo. Such
was the portrait I reccived. But then, my good
Mr. Sturtz, let us underftand what is meant by
thefe painters of the graces. I find as little in
his works, as in his countenance., None of the
paintings of Boucher were at all to my tafte, I
could not contemplate one of them con amore,
and his countenance had the fame effe®. I can
" now comprehend, faid I, on the firft fight of his
portrait, why I have never been pleafed with
the works of Boucher.)
“ I faw a criminal condemned to the wheel,
® who, with fatanic wickednefs, had murdered -
“ his
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¢ his benefator, and who yet had the benevo-
“ lent and open countenance of an angel of
¢ Guido. It is not impoflible to difcover the
¢ head of a Regulus among guilty criminals, or
¢ of a veftal ini the houfe of corre@ion.”—(This
I can, from experience, confirm. Far be con-
tradiGion from me on this fubje@®. But fuch
vicious perfons, however hateful with refpe&
to the appearance and effe of their aGions, or
even to their internal motives, were not ori-
ginally wicked. Where is the pure, the noble,
finely formed, eafily irritated man, with angelic
fenfibility, who has not his devilith moments,
in which, were not opportunity happily wanting;
he might, in one hour, be guilty of fome two
or three vices which fhould exhibit him, appa-
rently at leaft, as the moft deteftable of men;
yet may he be a thoufand times better and no-
bler than numerous men of f{ubaltern ‘minds,
held to be good, who never were capable of
committing a&ts fo wicked, for the commiffion of
which they fo loudly condemn him, and for the
good of fociety are in duty bound to condemn ?)
“ Lavater will anfwer, thew me thefe men,
“and I will comment upon them, as I have
“ done upon Socrates. Some fmall, often un-
“ remarked, trait will, probably, explain what

“ appears to you fo enigmatical.
“ But
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¢« But will not fomething creep into the com-
“ mentary which never was in the text ?*

(This may, but ought not to, happen. I
will, alfo, grant that a man with a good coun-
tenance may a& like a rogue; but, in the firft
place, at fuch 2 moment, his countenance will
not appear good ; and, in the next, he will in-
finitely oftener a& like a man of worth.)

“ Ought we from a known chara&er to draw
“ conclufions concerning one unknown —Or,
4 is it eafy to difcover what that being is who
“ wanders .in darknefs, and dwells in the houfe
“ of contradi@ion ; who is one creature to-day,
“ and to-morrow the very reverfe ? For how fel-
“ dom do we find a man

~ “Qui
¢ Qualis ab initio procefferit et fibi conftet

(How trite, how important is this! How ne-
ceflary a beacon to warn and terrify the phy-
fiognomift !)

“ What fhould we think of Auguftus, if we
“ were only acquainted with his condu& to
“ Cinna; or of Cicero, if we knew him only
“ from his confulate? How gigantic rifes Eli-
% zabeth among queens, yet how little how
“ mean was the fuperannuated coquette! James
“IL a bold general and a cowardly king!
“ Monk the revenger of monarchs, the flave

. ({3 Of
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)

% of his wife! Algernon Sidney and Ruffel,
¢ patriots worthy Rome, fold to France! Bacon
“ the father of wifdom, a bribed judge !—Such
¢ difcoveries make us fhudder at the afpe& of
“ man, and fhake off friends and intimates like
 coals of fire from the hand.

“ When fuch cameleon minds can be, at one
“ moment, great, at another contemptible, and
“ alter their form, what can that form fay "

(Their form fhews what they may, what they
ought to, be; and their afpe@, in the moment
of attion, what they are. Their countenance
fhews their power, and their afpe& the appli-
cation of their power. The expreflion of their
littlenefs may probably be like the fpots of the
fun, invifible to the naked eye.)

“Is not our judgment tinged by that medium
% through which we are accuftomed to look ?”’
—(Oh yes, yes, yes !)—* Smellfungus views all
“ obje@s through a blackened glafs; another
“ through a prifm. Many contemplate virtue
“ through a diminifhing, and vice through a
“ magnifying, medium,”——(How excellently
exprefled !) '

“ A work by Swift, on phyfiognomy, would
¢ certainly have been very different from that
“ of Lavater. - ‘

“ National phyfiognomy is ftill a large uncul-
« tivated field, The families of the four claffes

“ of
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“ of the race of Adam from-the Efquimaux to
“ the Greeks. In Europe—In Germany, alone,
“ what varieties are there which can efcape no
“ obferver! Heads bearing the ftamp of the
“ form of government, which ever will influ-
¢ ence education ; republican haughtinefs, proud
¢ of its laws ; the pride of the flave who feels
¢ pride becaufe he has the power of infli¢ting
¢ the fcourges he has received ; Greeks under
¢ Pericles, and under Haflan Pacha; Romans,
“1in a ftate of freedom, governed by emperors,
“and governed by popes; Englithmen under
“ Henry VIIL and Cromwell '—How have I
¢ been ftruck by the portraits of Hampden,
- % Pym, and Vane.—Hancock and Lord North!
«“ —All produce varieties of beauty, according
¢ to the different nations.” :

(I cannot exprefs how much I am indebted to
the author of this fpirited and energetic effay.
How worthy an & was it in him whom I had
unintentionally offended, concerning whom I
had publithed a judgment far from fufficiently
noble, to fend me this eflay, with liberty to
.make what ufe of it I pleafed! In fuch 2 man-
ner, in f{uch a fpirit, may informations, correc-
tions, or doubts, be ever conveyed to me !—Shall
I need to apologize for having inferted it? Or,
rather, will not moft of my readers fay, give us
more fuch ?)

XII. QUO-



QUOTATIONS FROM HUART. 257
XIL.
QUOTATIONS FROM HUART.

14

“ SOME are wife and appéar not to be fo;
¢ others appear wife and are not fo: fome,
‘ again, are not, and apfwear not to be wife;
 and others are wife; and alfo appear to be
- wife.” |
- (A touchftone for mariy countenances.)

2. |

“ The fon is often brought in debtor to the
© % great underftanding of the father.”

3

“ Wifdom in infancy denotes folly in man«
“ hood.”

4 '

“ No aid can make thofe bring forth who
“ are not pregnant.”  *

(Expe& not, therefore, fruit where feed has
not been fown. How advantageous, how im-
_ portant, would phyfiognomy become, were it,
* by being acquainted with every fign of intelleca
. tual and moral pregnancy, enabled to render aid

to all the pregnant, and to the pregnant only!)
Vor. 1. S 5.« The
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5

“ The external form of the head is what it
“ ought to be, when it refembles a hollow globe
“ flightly comprefled at the fides, with a fmall
“ protuberance at the forehead, and back of the

"¢ head. A very flat forehead, or a fudden de-
¢ fcent at the back of the head, are no good to-
“ kens of underftanding.”

{Notwithftanding the compreflure, the profile
of fuch 4 head would be more circular than oval.
The profile of a good head ought to form a circle
combined only when with the nofe; therefore
without the nofe, it approaches much more to the
oval than the circular. “ A very flat forehead,”

fays our author, “is no fizn of good under-
% ftanding.” True, if the flatnefs refembles
that of the ox. But I have feen perfe@ly flat
foreheads, let me be rightly underftood, I mean
flat only between and above the eyebrows, in
men of great wifdom. Much, indeced, depends
upon the pofition, and curve, of the outline of
the forehead.)
6.
-~ % No. animal has fo much brain as man.
% Were the quantity. of brain in two of the
“ largeft oxen compared to the quantity found
Voo : - . %im
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¢ in the {malleft man, it would prove to be lefs.
4 The nearer reafon the more brain.”
: 7.

¢ Large oranges have thick fkins, and little
¢ juice. Heads of much bone and fleth have
¢ little brain, Large bones, with abindance of
“ flefh and fat, are impediments to mind.”

8.

“ The heads of wife perfons are very weak,
# and fufceptible of the moft minute impref
“ fions.” -
- (Often, niot always. And how wife? Wife to
plan, but not to execute. A&ive wifdom maft
have harder bones. Orie ‘of the greateft of this
earth’s wonders is a man in whom the two qua-
lities are united; who has fenfibility even to
painful excefs, and coloflal courage to refift the
impetuous torrent, the whirlpool, by which he
fhall be affailed. Such chara&ers poflefs fenfi-
bility from the tendernefs of bodily feeling ; and
ftrength, not fo much in the bones, as in the
nerves.) '

_ 6. : |

“ Galen fays a thick belly a thick underftaid-
“ ing.”—(And I, with équal truth, or falfehood,
may add, a thin belly a thifi inderftanding, Re-~
marks o general, which would prove fo many

B S2 . able
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able and wife men to be fools, I value but little.
A thick belly certainly is no pofitive token of
underftanding, It is rather pofitive for fenfu-
ality, which is detrimental to the underftanding ;
but abftraCtedly, and unconne&ted with other
‘indubitable marks, I cannot receive this as a ge-
neral propofition.)
' ' 10.
« Ariftotle holds the fmalleft heads to be the
“ wifeft.”—(But this, with all reverence for fo
great a man, I think was fpoken without re-
fle@ion. Let a fmall head be imagined on a
great body, or a great head on a {mall body,
each of which may be found in confequence
of accidents that excite or retard growth; and
“it will be perceived that, without fome more
definite diftin&ion, neither the large nor the
fmall head is, in itfelf, wife or foolith. It is true
that large heads, with fhort triangular foreheads,
~are foolith ; as are thofe large heads which are

- . fat, and incumbered with fleth ; but {mall, par-

ticularly round heads, with the like incumbrance,
~are intolerably foolith ; and, generally, poflefs
that which renders their intolerable folly more
intolerable, a pretenfion to wifdom.)
: 1I.
% Small perfons are the better for having a
. “ head
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 head fomewhat large, and large perfons when
“ the head is fomewhat fmall.” "

(This may be fuffered while it extends no
further than fomewhat, but the beft, certainly, is
when the head is in fuch proportion to the
body that it is not remarkable either by bemg
large or ﬁnall )

12, ‘
 Memory and imagination refemble the un~
% derftanding as a monkey does a man.”
13.
- “ It is of no confequence to the genius whe-
¢ ther the fleth be hard or tender, if the brain
“ do not partake of the fame quality ; for ex-
¢ perience tells us that the latter is very often of
“a different temperament to the other parts
“ of the body: but when both the brain and
“ the fleth are tender they betoken ill to the
« underf’candmg, and equally ill to the i 1mag1na-
“ tion.”

: 14.

« The fluids which render the fleth tender
« are phlegm and blood ; ahd thefe being moift,
% according to Galen, render men fimple and
“ ftupid. The fluids, on the contrary, which
“ harden the fleth, are choler and melancholy

S 3 - %or
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¢ (or bile) and thefe generate wifdom and un-
¢ derftanding, It is therefore a much worfe
“ fign to have tender fleth than rough; and
“ tender fignifies 2 bad memory, with weaknefs
# of underftanding and imagination.”

(If I may fo fay, there is an intelligent ten-
dernefs of fleth, which announces much more
underftanding than do the oppofite qualities of
rough and hard. 1 can no more clafs coriaceous
fleth as the chara@eriftic of underftanding, than
I can tendernefs of flefh, without being more
accurately defined, as the charaeriftic of folly.
It will be proper to diftinguifh between tender
‘and porous, or {fpungy ; and between rough and
firm, without hardnefs. It is true that the
fpungy is lefs fubftantial than the firm fleth.
RQuorum perdura caro ¢, ii tardo ingenio funt ;
quorum autem mollis ¢fty ingeniofi. Ariftot, Lib, III.
‘What contradi@ion! which however vanithes if
we tranflate perdura coriaceous and rough, and
mollis, fine, not porous, tender.)

| : .

“To difcover whether the quality of the
¢ brain correfponds with the flefh, we muft ex-
“ amine the hair. If this be black, ftrong, rough,
¢ and thick, it betokens ftrength of imagination

' ' * and
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“ and underftanding,”—(Oh no! Let not this
be exprefled in fuch general terms. I, at this
moment, recolle& a very weak man, by nature
weak, with exad@tly fuch hair. This roughnefs
(fprodigkeit) is a fatal word, which, taken in what
fenfe it will, never fignifies any thing good.)—
¢« But, if the-hair be tender and weak, it denotes
“ nothing more than goodnefs of memory.”—
(Once more toolittle : it denotes a finer organi-
zation, which receives the impreflion of images
at leaft as ftrongly as the figns of images.) |

: 16.
% When the hair is of the firft quality, and

.« we would further diftinguifh whether it be~
¢ tokens goodnefs of underftanding, or imagina- .
“ tion, we muft pay attention to the laugh.
“ Laughter betrays the quality of the imagina-
“ tion”—(And, I. add, of the underftanding, of
the heart, of power, love, hatred, pride, humi-
lity, truth, and falfehood. Would I had artifts
who would watch for, and defign, the outlines™
) qf laughter! The phyfiognomy of laughter
" would be the beft of elementary books for the
knowledge of man. If the laugh be good, fo is
the perfon. It is faid of Chrift ‘that he never
laughed. I believe it, but had he never {miled
' ' S 4 he
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he would not have been human. The fmile of
Chrift muft have contaiped the precife outline
of brotherly love.) '
17,
“ Heraclitus fays, *Auvy» Sngn Jusen aopolaln (A
¢ dry eye, a wife mind.”)

18.
# We fhall find few men of great underftand-

¢ ing who write a fine hand.”—(It might have
been faid, with more accuracy, a {choolmafter’s
hand, |

XIIL RE-
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XIIL

. REMARKS ON AN ESSAY UPON PHYSIOG-
NOMY, BY PROFESSOR LICHTENBERG."

THuis effay is written with much intelligence,
much ornament, and a mild diffufive eloquence.
It is the work of a very learned, penetrating,
and, in many refpes, highly meritorious, per-
fon; who appears to poflefs much knowledge
of men, and a large portion of the prompt {pi-
rit of obfervation. His eflay, therefore, deferves
the utmoft attention and inveftigation. It is fo
interefting, {o comprehenfive, affords fo much
opportunity of remark for the phyfiognomift,
and of remarks which I have yet to make, that
I cannot better conclude this volume than by
citing the moft important paffages, and fubmit-
ting them to an unprejudiced, accurate, exa-
mination. - :
Far be it from me to compare myfelf with
_ the excellent author; to make any pretenfion to
his fanciful and brilliant wit, and, ftill lefs, to
his learning and penetration. Though I could
with, I dare not hope, to meet and anfwer him
‘ with
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with the fame elegance as his polithed mind
and fine tafte feem to demand. I feel thofe
wants which are peculiar to myfelf, and which
muft remain mine, even when I have truth on
my fide. Yet, worthy Sir, be aflured that I
thall never be unjuft, and that, even where I
cannot affent to your obfervations, I fhall never
forget the efteem I owe your talents, learning,
and merits.

Let us, in fuppofition, fit down, in friend-
thip, with your eflay before us, and, with that
benevolence which is moft becoming men, phi-
lofophers efpecially, explain our mutual fenti-
ments concerning nature and ‘truth. -

ON PHYSIOGNOMY, -

* CERTAINLY (fays our author) the free-
“ dom of thought, and the very recefles of the
“ heart, were never more feverely {fcrutinized
“ than in the prefent age.”

It appears to me that, at the very beginning,
an improper point of view is taken, which, pro-
bably, may lead the author and reader aftray,
through the whole eflay. For my own part,
at leaft, I know of no attacks on the freedom

of thought, or the fecret recefles of the heart,
‘ : : ‘ It

-
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It is univerfally known that my labours have
been lefs directed to this than to the knowledge
of pfedominaint chara&er, capacities, talents,
powers, inclinations, a&tivity, genius, religion,
fenfibility, irritability, and elafticity, of men in
general, and not to the difcovery of actual and
prefent thought.  As far as I am concerned, the
foul may, and can, in our witty author’s own
words, “ brood as fecretly over its treafures
¢ as it might have done centuries ago ; may as
¢ tranquilly fmile at the progrefs of all Baby- -
¢ lonian works, at all proud affailants of hea-
“ ven, convinced that, long before'the comple-
¢ tion of their work, there.fhall be a confufion

“ of tongues, and the mafter and the labourers
“ fhall be fcattered,”

Nobody would laugh more than I, at the ar- -
rogance of that phyfiognomift who thould pre-
tend to read in the countenance the moft fecret
thoughts and motions of the foul, at any given
moment, although there are moments in which
they are legible to the moft unpradifed phyfi-
ognomift.

In my opinion, likewife, the fecrets of the
heart belong to pathognomy, to which I dire&
my attention much lefs than to phyfiognomy ;
on which the author fays, more wittily than

truly,
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‘truly, it is as unneceffary to write as on the
« art of love.”

The author is very right in reminding us
“ that we ought to feek phyfiognomonical in-
“ ftru@tion from known charafters with great
¢ caution, and even diffidence.”

R S —

“ Whether phyfiognomy, in its utmoft per-
« fection, would promote philanthropy is at leaft
“ queftionable”—I confidently anfwer unquef-
tionable, and I hope immediately to induce the
reafonable and philanthropic author to fay the
fame.

Phyfiognomy, in its utmoft perfe@tion, muft
mean the knowledge of man in its utmoft per-
feGtion—And fhall not this promote the love of
man? Or, fhall it not, in other words, difcover
innumerable perfections, which the half phyfi-
ognomift, or the unphyfiegnomift, are unable to
difcover? Noble and penetrating friend of man,:
while writing this, you had forgotten what you
had fo truly, fo beautifully faid, “ that the moft
“ hateful deformity might, by the aid of virtue,
“ acquire irrefiftible charms.”—And to whom
more irrefiftible, more legible, than to the per-

fe&
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fe phyﬁognomxﬁ ?>—Irrefiftible charms, furely,
promote love rather than hatred.

From my own experience, I can ﬁncerely de-
clare that the improvement of my phyfiogno-
monical knowledge has extended and increafed
the power of love in my heart.

And, though this knowledge may, fometlmes,
occafion affliGtion, flill it is ever true that the
afflition occafioned by certain countenances en-
dears, fan&ifies, and renders enchanting, what-
ever is noble and lovely, which often glows
in the human countenance, like embers among
athes. My attention to the difcovery of this
fecret goodnefs is increafed, and the obje& of
my labours is its increafe, and improvement ;
and how do efteem and love extend 'themfelwre's, ‘
wherever I perceive a preponderance of good-
nefs'—On a more accurate obfervation, like-
wife, the very countenances that affli& me, and
which, for fome moments, incenfe me againft
‘humanity, do but increafe a tolerant and bene-
volent {pirit; for I then difcern the load, and -
the nature, of that fenfuality, againft which they
have to combat.

All truth, all knowledge of what is, of what
a&s upon us, and on which we a&, promotes
general and individual happinefs,. 'Whoever de-

nies
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nies this is incapable of inveftigation. The more
perfe& this knowledge the greater are its advan-
tages. . ’

Whatever profits, whatever promotes happi-
nefs, promotes philanthropy. Where are happy
men to be found without philanthropy? Are
fuch beings poflible ?

Were happinefs and philanthropy to be de-

ftroyed, or leflened, by any perfeét {cience, truth
would war with truth, and eternal wifdom with
itfelf. ' :
‘The man who can ferioufly maintain, * that
“ a perfet {cierice may be detrimental to human
¢ fociety, or may not promote philanthropy”
(without which happinefs among men cannot
be fuppofed) is certainly not a man in whofe
company - our author would wifh to philofo-
phize ; as certainly will he, with me, aflume it
as an axiom, that, :

¢ The nearer truth the nearer happmefs

The more our knowledge and judgment re-
femble the knowledge and judgment of the
Deity, the more will our philanthropy refemble
the philanthropy of the Deity.

He who knows how man is formed, who re-
members that he is but duft, is the moft tolerant
friend of man,

Angels
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- Angels I believe to be better phyfiognomifts,
and more philanthropic, than men ; although
they may perceive in us a thoufand failings and
imperfetions, which may efcape the moft pene-
trating eye of man. ;

God, having the moft knowledge of fpirit, is
the moft tolerant of {pirits.

And who was more tolerant, more affe&ion-
ate, more lenient, more merciful, than thou,
who neededft not that any flould tefiify of man, for
thou kneweft what was in man 2

“ It is certain that the induftrious, the infi-
“ nuating, and a&ive blockheads, in phyfiog-
“ nomy, may do much injury to fociety.”

~ And as certainly, worthy Sir, it is my earneft
deﬁre, my known endeavour, to deter fuch block-
heads from ftudying phyfiognomy.

As certainly, can this evil only be prevented
by accurate obfervation. : |

Equally certain is it, that every fc1ence may
become dangerous, when ftudied by the fuper-
ficial, and the foclith; and the very reverfe
when ftudied by the accurate, and the wife. Ac-
cording to your own principles, therefore, we
muft agree in this, that none but the fuperficial,
the blockhead, the fanatical enemy of knowledge
and learning, in general, can with to prevent

“all
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¢ all inveftigation of phyfiognomonical princi-
« ples;” none but fuch a perfon “ can oppofe
¢ phyfiognomonical labours ;”’ none but a block-
head will fuppofe it unworthy and impra&icable,
. % in thefe degenerate days, to awaken fenfibi-
¢ lity, and the fpirit of obfervation, or to -im-
« prove the arts, and the knowledge of men.”
To grant all this, as you, Sir, do, and yet to
fpeak with bitternefs againft phyfiognomy, and
phyfiognomifts, I call fowing tares among the
good feed.

“ T'o obviate old mifunderftandings, and avoid
“ new,” the author diftinguifhes “ between phy-
“ fiognomy and pathognomy. Phyfiognomy”
he defines to be * a capability of difcovering the
¢ qualities of the mind, and heart, from the
* % form and qualities of the external parts of the
“ body, efpecially the countenance, exclufive of
« all tranfitory figns of the motions of the mind ;
“ and pathognomy, the whole femeiotica of the
¢ paflions, or the knowledge of the natural figns
“ of the motions of the mind, according to all
¢ their gradations and combinations.”
I affent to this diftin&ion, entirely, and like-
wife fubfcribe to thefe given definitions.
‘ ‘ It
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It is next afked is there phyfiognomy? Is
there pathognomy? To the latter the author
juftly replies, “ This no one ever yet denied, for
“ what would all theatrical reprefentations be
¢ without it? The languages of all ages and na-
“ tions abound with pathognomonical remarks,
“ and with which they are infeparably inter-
“ woven.” (Page 13.)

But, read the work as often as I will, I cannot
difcover whether the author does or does not
grant the teality of phyfioghomy.—In one paf-
fage, the author, very excellently, fays (page 3)
“ No one will deny that, in a world where all
“ things are caufe and effe@, and where miracles
“ are not to be found, each part is a mirror of
“ the whole. We are often able to conclude .
¢ from what is near to what is diftant, from
« what is vifible to what is invifible, from the
« prefent to the paft and the future. Thus the
“ hiftory of the earth is written, in nature’s cha-
. “raCers, in the form of each tra& of country,
« of its fand, hills, and rocks. Thus each fhell
“ on the fea-fhore proclaims the once incladed
“ mind, conne&ed,. like the mind of man, with
“ this fhell : thus, alfo, might the internal of
“ man be exprefled, by the external, on the
“ countenance, ccncerning” which- we particus
- Vou, II. T “larly
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“larly mean to fpeak. Signs and traces of
“ thought, inclination, and capacity muft be
¢ perceptible. How vifible are the tokens im-
¢« prefled upon the body by trade and climate !
“ Yet what are trade and climate compared to
“ the ever adive foul, creative in every fibre;
“ of whofe abfolute legibility from all and to
¢ all no one doubts ?” (Pag. 4.)

From all mankind, rather than from the
writer of this very excellent paflage, fhould I
have expe&ted the following— What ! the phy-
¢ fiognomift will exclaim, can the foul of New-
¢ ton refide in the head of a negro, or an an-
¢ gelic mind in a fiendlike form ?’—

¢ Shallow ftream of youthful declamation !*

As little could I have expe&ed this paflage—
¢ Talents, and the endowments of the mind, in
¢ general, dre not exprefled by any figns in the
. firm parts of the head.”

Never in my life have I met with any thing
more contradiGtory to nature, and to each other,
than the foregoing and the following para-
graphs. \

“If a pea were thrown into the Mediter-
“ ranean, an eye more piercing than ours,
¢ though infinitely lefs penetrating than the
“ eye of him who fees ail things, might per-

- “ ceive
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¢ ceive the effets produced on the coaft of
¢ China.”—Thefg are our author’s very words.

And fhall the whole living powers of the foul,
¢ creative in every fibre,” ‘have no determinate
influence on the firm parts, thofe boundaries of
its a&tivity, which firft were yielding, and aGted
upon, imprefled, by every mulcle; which re-
femble each other in no human body, which
are as various as charaCters and talents, and are
as certainly different as the moft flexible parts
of man? Shall the whole powers of the foul, I
fay, have no determinate influence on thefe, or
not by thefe be defined ?

But to avoid the future imputation of indulé-
ing the fhallow ftream of youthful declamation ;
inftead of producing facts, and principles de-
duced from experience ;

Let us oppofe experience to declamatlon and
fa&ts to fubtleties. i

But firft a word, that we may perfetly remove
a degree of ambiguity, which I fhould not have
expeted from the accuracy of a mathematician.
~ “Why not,” afks the author, “ Why not
¢ the foul of Newton in the head of a negro?
“ Why not an angel mind in a fiendlike form ?
“ Who, reptile, empowered thee to judge of the
“ works of God {”

T 2 Let
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Let us be rightly underftood ; we do not fpeak
here of what God can do, but of what is to be
expe&ed, from the knowledge we have of his
works. We afk what the Author of order a&u-
ally does ; and not whether the foul of Newton
can exift in the body of a negro, or an angel
foul in a fiendlike form. The phyfiognomonical
queftion is, can an angel’s foul aé the fame in a
fiendlike body as in an angelic body? Or, in
other words, could the mind of Newton have
invented the theory of light, refiding in the head
of a negro, thus and thus defined? -

Such is the queftion.

And will you, Sir, the friend, as you are, of
truth, will you anfwer, it might? You who

. have previoufly faid of the world, ¢ All things .
¢« in it are caufe and effe&, and miracles are not
“ to be found ?”

1 were indeed a reptile, judging the works of
God, did I maintain its impoffibility by miracle ;
but the queftion, at prefent, is not concerning
miracles ; it is concerning natural caufe and ef-
feQt. .

‘Having thus clearly ftated the argument, per-
mit me, Sir, to decide it, by quoting your own
words.—* Judas fcarcely could be that dirty, de-

: ¢ formed
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« formed mendicant painted by Holbein *. No
“ hypocrite, who affociates with the good, be-
“ trays with a kifs, and afterward hangs him-
“ felf, looks thus. My experience leads me to
“ fuppofe Judas muft have been diftinguifhed by
¢ an infinuating countenance, and an ever ready
¢ {mile.” How true! How excellent! Yet
what if I were to exclaim,—* Who impowered
¢ thee, reptile, to judge of the works of God ?”
—What if I were to retort the following juft
remark,— Tell me, firft, why a virtuous mind
“ is fo often doomed to exift in an infirm body?
“ Might not, alfo, were it God’s good plea-
“ fure, a virtuous man have a countenance like
“the beggarly Jew of Holbein, or ‘any other
¢ that can be imagined ?” But can this be called
wife or manly reafoning? How wide is the dif-
ference between fuffering .and difgufting virtue !
Or, is it logical to deduce that, becaufe virtue
may fuffer, virtue may be difguftful ? Is not fuf-
fering effential to virtue? To atk why virtue
muft fuffer is equivalent to afking why God
has decreed virtue fhould exift.—Is it alike in-
congruous to admit that virtue fuffers, and that
virtue looks like vice ? Virtue void of confli&, of
fuffering, or of felf denial, is not virtue, accu~
* Vol. 1. Fragm, XVI, pag. 65.
T3 rately
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rately confidered ; therefore, it is folly to afk,
why muft the virtuous fuffer: It is in the nature
of things; but it is not in the nature of things,
not in the relation of caufe and effe@, that vir-
tue thould look like vice, or wifdom like fool-
ithnefs. How, good Sir, could you forget what
you have fo expreflively faid,—* There is no
¢ durable beauty without virtue, and the moft
* hateful deformity may, by the aid of virtue,
“ acquire the moft irrefiftible charms. The au-
¢ thor is acquainted with feveral women whofe
« example might ‘infpire the moft ugly with
¢ hope.”

We do not inquire what may be the infirmi-
ties .of the virtuous; or whether a man of ge-
nius may not become a fool; we afk whether
virtue, while exifting, can look like prefent vice ;
or actual folly, like aGtual wifdom. You, Sir,
who arqfp profound an enquirer into the nature
of man, will, certainly, never grant (who, in-
deed, will ?) that the foul of the beloved difciple
of Chrift could (without a miracle) refide in the
dirty, deformed mendicant, the beggarly Jew
of Holbein, and a& as freely in that as in any
other body. Will you, Sir, continue to rank
yourfelf, in your philofophical refearches, with
thofe Who, aving mamtamed fuch fenfelefs pro-

pofitions,
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pofitions, rid themfelves of all difficulties by
afking, “ Who impowered thee, reptile, to judge
¢ of the works of God ?”’

- Is there any occafion to add another word 2—
Certainly not.—* But where are the experi-
“ ments, the fa@s ?”’—If, Sir, the example of
Judas be infufficient, you will find fome few
in the following pages; with fuch, indeed, the
whole work abounds, |

T 4 I. TWELVE
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- TWELVE outlines of idiots given promif.
cuoufly, without eyes, or additional lineaments,
Who wauld feck, who could find, wifdom
in any fuch countenances? Were they all ani-
mated, of which would any man afk advice?
Would not the world pronounce that painter
ridiculous who fhould beftow fuch a portrait on
a Solon, or a Solomon ? Would not each accu-
rate obferver of the human countenance diftin-
guifh thefe natural idiots from fuch as might
have become idiotical, in confequence of fick-
nefs, or accident? 1 might have been wife, per-
~ haps, but could 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, ever have been
fo? And would it not be affetation in any
philofopher to anfwer,——* I do not know:
¢« wretched mortal, how knoweft thou? Might
“ not God have pleafed to have permitted any
¢« one of thefe Proﬁles to have written the theory
“ of light ?”

1I. FOUR
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FOUR arbitrary profiles, not drawn after na-
ture.—Excellent underftanding is confpicuous
in 1 and 2, and diverfity of underftanding, and
of the powers of the mind, in both.—In 3 and
4 extreme weaknefs; in 4, more than in 3.
We can .as little refift thefe impreflions as we
could the voice of God. Experienced or inex-
- perie