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il His Brain R

Dr. Simms, the Brain Specialist and

Student of Physiognomy, Dies and
Leaves His Skull and Its
Contents to His Fellow Brain
Specialists to Dissect and Study

" Under the Microscope

working of the machinery of the

humsan body =0 far as heart, lungs,
stomach, kidneys and most of the other
important organs are comeerned.

But inside the bony shell of the skull s
the noblest and the most mysterious of ail
~—the Hrain. Unfortunately, science lmo"_l
very little about the brain, the most ¥m-
portant of all the organs of the human
body.

From the earliest time the brain has
been the subject of intersét to mankind.

Somncm' anderstands fairly well the

* Savages realized the importance of the

brain and by observation arrived at many
crude but fairly mccurate guesses as to the
gimpler functions of the brain. Of Iate
years specialists have spent their lives
trying to solve the mysteries of the brain.

Dr. Joseph Simms, one of the oldest stp-
dents of the mysteries of the brain, dled
the other day in New York and bequeathed
fis head and the contents thereof to his
fellow brain specialists. Dr. Simms was

elghty-seven years old and for seventy
vears he had focussed his mind on the

rain the gkull and the features of the
oman face.
. ' Dr. 8l s dated back to the earlier

times when the study of the skull, known
as phrenology, had a respectable sclentific
standing. But the advances of sclentific
experimentation gshowed that the bumps of
the craniuim might or might not have any
relation to the peculiarities of the brain
that lay underneath the skull,

Dr. Simms also was a student of the old
seundo-sclence of physiognomy, and be-
ieved that the eyes, the mouth, the nose,

the ears—all of the features—had a direct
relationship to the brain. He believed
that the individual peculiarities of the hu-
man being were usually reflected in strik-
ing pecullarities of the features of the face.
Dr. Edward A. Spitzka, perhaps the fore-
most brain specialist in America, is the
happy possessor of the skull and brain of
his late friend, Dr, Joseph Simms. The
mewest and greatest treasure in Dr.

Bpitzka’'s New York laboratory is the brain*

of his old friend. Brains of miscellaneous
mrfzu from the morgue are easy enough
to tain.” But their previous history is
msually unknown and they are seldom
pprains of highly cultivated persons. The
special value of Dr. Simms’s brain lles in
the fact that he’ was not only a man of
scholarly attainments, a man of rare cul-
ture, but he had specialized on this pecu-
fiar subject of m‘-un.

Never before the brain specialist
fhad the good fortune to get under his miec-
roscope the brain cells of such a subject.
fit will take not less than two years of in-
tensive study to exhaust all the possibill:
ties of examination of this brain.
will the two years' research into the late
:Dr. Simms’s brain reveal to science?

, Sixty years ago physiognomy flourished,
and with it phrenglogy.. Professors, both
gpurious and authentic, toured the coun-
tries of Europe and America, giving lec-
tures and “readings.” Learned bodles in-
westigated, held lengthy disoussions, gave
put exhaustive reports. Treatises were
. written—didactic volumes seiting forth
gust what qualities, emotions and faculties
of the individual were shown by each hu-
feature and projection of the skull
T080 wvombined physiognomy and
phrenology and produced his famous the-
pory of criminclogy. Dr. Simms lectured
on physiognomy in the United States,
Great PBritain and Australla, and was
@lected to membership in ecientific organ-
dzations of high standing. Darwin was
getting ready to publish his “Origin of
Species,” HuxleY had not yet “arrived.”
A few years later, when Huxley and Dar-
win wers famous names, Dr. Simms
Xanked equally high in certain quarters.

And-pow physiognomy is a thing of the
past. -It 1s not recognized ag a sclence.
The  library classification of what few
books on the subject survive is under the

Occult \Science—that 18, no sci-
gnce at all. Lombroso is discredited—
curiously enough Dr. S8pitzka was the fore-
most of his victoriots opponents. Phre-
nology is considered only in a humorous
light; the part of a phrenologist is played
by the chief comedian in the revived
“Florodora.”
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ognomist ‘argued, and he attempted to
show the connection. - The movement was
in line ‘with the evolution of other sciences.
Other sclences had their beginnings in
wonder at natural phe.
nomena, and so, prob-
ably, did physiognomy.

From the very incep-
tion of human con-
gclousness, doubtless,
there must have ex-
isted a feeling for phys-
fognomy. The savage
of the stone age gained
his first impression of _
his fellows’' characteris-
tics from their looks.
Experience verified his
suspicion, and there-
after he came to look
for similar gualities in
beings with similar fea-,
tures. Successive gen-
erations followed -the

same practise until it
became a human habit
and eventually a sci-
ence. Bo with other
soience. Early man no-
ticed chemical changes
and other phenomena
and associated them
with the supernatural;
he was content with
this explanation. His
degcendants tried to
bring about these
changes themselves,
but believed that what-
aver success they had
was due to supernatural
agency — the alchem-
ists, for example, who
tried by means of magic
charme and formulae to
change base metals in-
to gold. And from al-
chemy, with its combi-
nation of formulaes and

incantations, rose the
pure chemistry that we
know to-day. Dr. Joseph Simms,
So physiognomy fol- the Brain Specialist
lowed the mnatural line who chuuthod His
of evolution. But it
was an attempt ¢to He_ld _f*ﬂ"
;Ichievecﬁthe ca,lh:mi- Scientific
a. emi are Exzamination
absolute substances, £

It is quite possible

to analyze and classify and divide them
until the final constituent elements are
discovered, and then to prove the result
by synthesis. Not so with human facul-
ties. There is too much wvariation, too
many and too fine subtleties. There is
nothing absolute about the faculty of rea-
soning or the ability to perceive form or
the desire for children or the power to
gain wealth. There is nothing tangible or
concrete about the qualities of courage or
will. Yet the physiognomist attempted to
show that the possession of these and
‘other abstract qualities was evidenced in
the concrete, that strength of purpose or
the lack of it was shown beyond cavil by
the shape and size of the nose; that the
form of the lips betokened sensuousness
or asceticism and so on. The phrenologist
found the same evidence in the size and
shape of the head and its. protuberances.

th physiognomy and _ had a

in fact, but both went too far.

Dr. Simms followed Lavater and Gall
and Spurzheim in his system of physiog-
nomy and introduced new theories., He
took all the human facuities he could con-
ceive of and classified them as related to
the eye, mose, mouth, chin, ear, eyebrow
and other parts of the face. He attempted
to prove the correctness of his assump-
tions by showing the portraits of men
known to possess certain faculties in re
markable degree. A musician with a huge
nose, slightly hooked, or several such mu
sicians, proved, so far as he was con-
cerned, that any being with a big hooked
nose was a natural musician. If the sube
ject also possessed a weak chin or & re.
ceding forehead he might never get any-
where, might never use his musical talent
enough to become known as its possessor,
but, neverfheless, he had it. -And, 88 no
one could prove, under these conditions,

wepe for a while unassailable.

sMany and curious his theories of phys.
iognomy were. In 1874 Dr. Simms pub
lished “Physiognomy Illustrated; or, Na-
ture's Revelations of Character. A de
scription of the mental, moral and volitive
dispositions of mankind as manifested in
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‘A'I: Interesting
Model of the
Nervous
System
of the _
Brain. ®

love of gain; associative
ness, or desire of company;
appetitiveness, or propensi-
ty to eat, and retaliative-
ness, or disposition to re-
turn Hke for like. And so
on 'with the other bodily
forms. ¥For each of these
qualities he lists the {fea-
tures symptomatic of iis
possession or lack.
Aquasorbitiveness, for ex-
‘ample, is shown by .“a
rounding or puffy fulness
of the cheeks, from one-half
to three-fourths of an inch -
outward, backward and
glightly upward’' from the
mouth ‘that is part of the
face where the love of
liquid first manifests itseli”
Heavy jaws, large neck and
heavy chest, he says, ars
signs of large rapacity, and
cites as proof the fact that
the “conformation of the

and the lower animal king-
dom for grasping and re-
taining possession of their
food, and therefore denotes
the degree of the predatory
proclivities of the individu-
al,” which is not confined
to food alone.

“A long, prominent nose,

|Curious Chart

Neo. 1—Charl

Fowler’s Phrenolo

the nose to the lower part of the chin, Dr.
Simms asserts, and shows a picture of
Beau. Brummel to prove it. The likeness
of another pugilist is printed to show the
characteristics of physical courage, which
are chiefly a large, thick neck and wide
nostrils. A round ear standifg well out
from the head indicates the ability to re-
ceive -and appreciate soun and the

square, full face, like 's, is

the physiognomical premonstration of

. ‘sconomy. . -

d'roﬂ!nmtathasynrptomaofﬂndwm
posseasion—a bro:

from the Late Dr-. josaph Simms’s Book

: though unable to write his own name, promoted achools, arts, civillzation,
and was the most powerful and enterprising monarch of his day. No.

ﬁy Chart, Which Is Partially Correct
but Not Scientifically Exact. :

Z—James Boswell, the cele.
brated

of Dr, Bamuel

Johnsom.

He o=
sembled Johnsosn
as a Sy does =mm
elephant, while his
sslf-aasuranceand
rarel been
egunl

Neo. 3 — Cingha+
lese, A gentieman
from the moun-
tains of Ceylon.

No, 4 = John

a distin-

pher. »
No. -
fan, am wamborigine
of His

head doer wmot,
while his face

modore Vanderbilt, and for Z:.' lack of
| this quality the likeness of & thin, dish-
faced being denominated “a sguanderer.”
Pictures of Mrs. Margarst Fuller Osoll,
who preferred to drown rather than leave
her husband, and of Brigham Young, “the
noted polygamist,” are shown to prove the
signs of “momnogamy, the disposition to
love one only,” a round shape of the eye
opening being the “most unexceptionabls
evidence of large mating love.” Mrs, Osoli

The Motor Centres of the Brain ' Which Especially
Interested the Late Dr. Simms Because They Were
the Most Closely Associated With the Features of

the Human Face—the Eyes, Nose, Ears, Mouth,
- ete.~—~Which Were Dr. Simms’s Specialty.

impudence have -

- or not. For cerebral morphology has al-
, with

_ great opponent of physiognomy

The Ingenious Kallometer,
or “Beauty Meter,” Which
Is Placed Upon the Face to
Test the Symmetry of the
Features and Their Beauty
Proportions or the Contrary,

The Brain of Laura Bridgemast

The Deaf, Dumb and Blind Girl who, Be- ¥
fore the Da of Helen Keller, Aston-
fshed the Scientific World by Her Learn-
ipg and Intelligence. the Convolu-
tions of the Brain Are and in Wide
Folds. The Cellular Area Is Very Exten-
sive and the Brain Itself . There
Are in It Traces Very Strongly Marked
of Undeveloped Areas. These Are Cen- -
tres Directly Comnected With Sight and -
Hearing. n the Other ortions
of It, as Can Be Seen from Photo-
Erapll. Are Very Abnormally Developed.
ompare With It the Beauti Bulance
Brain of Dr. Edward D. Cope.

pocket of New York, and Willlam Tyndale,
translator of th& Bible and martyr, are
shown side by side, one possessing all the
physiognomical attributes of honejty and
the other lacking them. And so on {hrouzh
the whole category of human sins and vir-
Aues, likes and dislikes, and.even the pet-
tiest foibles.

But now Dr. S8imms is dead, and physi-
ognomy with him. The present-day inves-
tigator traces the facuities through the
nerves which lead from various parts of
the body to the brain. The whole interior
of the skull has been mapped out and di-
vided into lobes and the wvarious parts
named. To the layman two brains look
alike, but a.scientist of Dr. Spitzka's at-
taidiments can discern vital differences.
Dr, tzka asserts that, shown any brain
_he 1as studied, he can tell whose it was
without any label or other artificial dis-
tinguishing mark. .

" 80 Dr. Spitzka is examining the Brain of
Dr. Simms, whose pseudosclencs he
helped displace. Physiognomists were not
in the habit of analyzing thelr own coun- - I
-tenances and thers is no record that Dr. 3
Simms did so. But Dr. Spitzka has known N
him for a long time and is familiar with
his mental characteristics. Will the con~
clusions that might be reached by Dr.
Simms’s system agree with those of g:
Spitzka after he has completed his
amination? Wonld & “reading” of
Simms's face show certain things
Dr. _Egitzka'n dissection of the bralm will
prove .

Or would the two methods collide? 'Wili
the results of the careful weighing and
dissecting of Dr. Simms's brain show him
to have qualities which
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qualities? If so, P i
achieve one last would havs dealt
‘an expiring blow to its suc- -

But If not—if the results of Dr. Spitzka’s

tion wvcolnelde with what was
&known of Dr. Simms—then the younger
science will have completed its victory
whether the Simms physiognomy

i

ready proven itself, and physic
phtrenology and a host of other ologles, has
passed into the realm of forgotten fads. ~ P
But it will be interesting to see what the

the brain of its great
will Dr. 8pitska 8nd3 R
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