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art—he has traversed an unbeaten
path. Has he not, however, gone
too far in attempting to determine
the character of a man by the form
of his hands, ears, &c.—In assign-
ing to these parts an expression of
Whlﬂh they are not susceptible ?
His opinions are sometimes rash,
especially when resting upon such
foundations; but these are venial
faults, and the inquirer after truth
will always adopt Lavater as his
guide.

This subject has already been
handled by celebrated men of an-
tiquity, such as Galen, Anistotle,
Polemo, Adamantius, and many
others; but their systems were bot-
tomed upon very weak grounds;
and they assumed as the basis of
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their opinions, the shape of the
limbs, and other vague criteria.
Their whole doctrine was like
those old empirical recipes, In
which were absurdly compound-
ed a thousand drugs, each destroy-
ing the effect of the other : it would
be just as’safe to rely upon such
remedies for the cure of a patient,
as to trust to the remarks of those
authors ; at whose erroneous ideas
we may justly be surprised, since
they were generally endowed with
a spirit of observation.

The ancient pllysiological.:éjs?
tem has been superseded by ano-
ther scheme, no less ridiculous and
visionary, which rests its decisions
upon certain projections and cavi-

ties of the cranium, mnvisible to
O *
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had a Roman nose with an eleva-
tion on the centre, and 1t was he
that displayed such wonderful ge-
nerosity respecting an accusation
to which he was summoned to ap-
pear. George Scanderbeg, whose
physiognomy indicated a matchless
hero, and who stood unrivalled in
courage and liberality, had a gentle
and agreeable eminence on his
aquiline nose. Junius says, that
the great Sforza’s was elevated
on 1ts centre, and he was invinci-
ble in courage. Itis believed that
Mahomet, the second emperor of
the Turks, who was a great war-
rior, had a nose so curved that it
seemed to touch his upper lip.
John Assimbe, surnamed Ussum-
cassam, had an aquiline nose, large
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eyes, and a gay countenance; he
was very liberal and merciful, pos-
sessed an heroic generosity i war,
and a great desire of glory. Itis
certain, that Ishmael Sophy, king
of Persia, had a nose of the above
description, with eyes remarkably
quick and brilhant, and his man-
ners exhibited the greatest libe-
rality, courage and ambition. His
greatest delight was to be amid
the dangers and chances of war,
where his invincible courage and
noble heroism were always con-
spicuous and successful. Selim,
the son of Bajazet, who for libe-
rality could vie with Alexander
the Great, had an arched nose.
Lastly, the face of Soliman, the
son of Selim, who was a great
10*




























































131

virtue, and repels vice. It is said
that Achilles had a handsome vi-
sage, and that he was liberal and
noble-minded ; in war, generous,
quick, and merciful. Patroclus was
distinguished for his stature, and
was strong and prudent. Priam,
king of Troy, who was endowed
with uncemmon beauty of face,
was highly virtuous. Troilus, who
was remarkably handsome, was
very generous, and an admirer of
virtue. Hecuba was uncommonly
beautiful, just, pious, and possessed
of a masculine spirit. Androma-
che, who was possessed of bright
eyes, fair complexion, and an ele-
gant figure, was modest, wise, gen-
tle, and chaste. Polyxena was fair,
beautiful, and well proportioned,
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and warlike achievements of this
truly great man. Plutarch re-
lates that Darius was the hand-
somest and finest looking man of
his time, insomuch that Alexander
could easily distinguish him n bat-
tle. Evagoras’s face expressed
“honesty ; he was so noble minded,
brave, temperate, wise, and just,
that some thought him to be a
genius under the human form. De-
mocles, on account of his per-
sonal beauty, surnamed the beauti-
ful, was courageous and very pro-
digal. To escape the violence of
Demetrius, who surprised him
naked, and going to bathe, he
leaped into a reservoir of boiling
water. History mentions a young
man. named Galetes. who was
| 12
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age, and his clemency in victory
was never equalled. Augustus
preserved his beauty through life,
and was admired for his eloquence,
and the exercise of the fine and
military arts. He was the most
fortunate of all the Casars. Ma-
crobius testifies, in his writings,
that as Publius Syrus was ex-
tremely handsome, so the facul-
ties of his mind were uncommon-
ly brilliant, which enabled him to
give that sharpness to his jests
for which he was so celebrated.
Lucretia, so celebrated among
the Romans, owed her celebrity
to her beauty and chastity. Ga-
leatius surpassed all his cotempo-
raries 1n virtue and magnificence,
as well as in beauty. He esta-
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have corresponded. Leteus Metel-
lus was so small, and his face so
deformed, that he appeared ridicu-
lous to all. Cicero reproached
Piso for the deformity of his face,
and the shameful profligacy of his
manners. Sallust remarks, that
the pale and deformed visage of
Cataline was more like that of a
corpse than of a living man; he
was profane, cruel, and capable of
the blackest crimes. Xenocrates
had a disagreeable and hideous
aspect, for which reason he often
sacrificed to the graces, that
they might give him some beauty ;
his mind was stupid and dull, and
he used to say that ¢“he wanted
spurs to be roused to action.”


















