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Suîbistantially we tlîînk titis im uniletuiable. Shakespeare
*milroool aslie i îîr'I shich is lunch miore-tL..t boumton sorietv and ciiszaiîî are founsled, firnit%ilion aîffectionî, and seci)ndly upon discipline. -Con.-taîîein horn of lovse," he says in one of bis sonnets;nuid thatimj the whoile îirimary lihilosophy of evolution

tin a nutsell. But the tinît ctoés wlýmnn love and affse.titin, whielî iii tn(, oîf its retflee, net discipline in theittrest both (if tire inîlisitual aid of mie social organism.<irder, cuitton, and habit aie am necessary as fodonsmaid spontaneity ;in <ther winrîs, thre conservative ele.ment in as necessarj as the progressive. Now the familyiii the tiret degrue tif social order, and un une bas yetsliiwn boit the f.snil 'y im possibile a itliîsut tnarriage.The two togetlîor secure-not perfely, lînt as faL %finîay lie thé ie ncialization of thre sexuel impulse. Letthîrt instinct, seul thîe ither great instinct of seif-preser.vrtion-nnder whiclî ai oîrr émnotions na bd subsumeil
-oiehavé almnolute fric îuiay, uleked hîy laws,frman, and social regrîlations, aid we should acon failIîrîk througli tarîacisnt into savagery. Shakespeare

pute Ibtis in hie iîîconîîîaralîle way, at thé close of thatlon1g and wonderftîl passage of socislpioépyi
Troilus and Cressida ": 1piooh

-rben eîe )tirng rnîiuris ilseif in pomter,
Po"sr int ui, wili mur appeiî
And appeie, an unirersai reniE,
Sn oul " vuj setonied i th %-il] andi pîrwer.
Mst uîake perfisrce an univeesai prey,

Andi, ast, car up lirniseif."
'Wé lullv agrée with Mr. Goldwin Smnith on tlîis point,but we ditfer fronti hini on a collateral topie.
[t Ilînusi le owned tbat in "Measure fîrr %leasure," in saine 'filhe Falstaff scentes, andi cisesirere, Shakespeare piays wîth crctai,subjer Is n a sray suggestie f oseness n sesuai morairîy.'Jack Falstaff taîke in character. Huxley, in a letterte G rant Allen, calledlI Horist Jack'" a great philoso.

lier. This je truc enougit, Isut his philoisophy beganand ended wjth thme world hé ljved in. On thé sexualaide ho was a pure toc impure) anarchiet. He tailli as'sucb, and acte as sncb. W e may ce Il him a moet de.lightful old rascal. But one Jack Faletaif je enough eta time, and Shakeepeare drew but one; and thât hédrew bum with as much loving cars ae hie drew Hamletonly proves tbe itstonislîing catholicity cf bis gentius.With regard to certain scénes and passages in IlMeasurefor Measure,' wue admit that titey disiplq loosenees inséxual miorality, but muot that they are ssqqeslztre of it.Coleridge dishltked that play; probabIy not for the ratherfantastje rmasons lie assignes!, but b"cune of ite gri naîîd relentléess tréatment of the darker sides of bumannature. Yet tbrougb ail the mire of that tremendouoîlrama the noble Isabella moves witb epotios sid radiantîîurity. [n présence ouf titat divine woluan, the weakand profligate Lucio exclaints: 11I hold you for a thingenskied and sainted." He was nable to perceive thépossibility of a taint in lier adorable character.

ilI.-His VmaWS ON Litre àeO DIATE.
Vit e rmbould like to follow Mr. lodivin Smith throughactveraI other applications of bis ceos, particularly anto Shakespéare's social and political leaninga, and more,

espeeiaily as to bis view of the natural aid inévitablerelation of thé sexes. But we fel that our review mouetiow be concluded, and we douceo to devote the wbolr afthiâ inetalment of it to Shakespoare's views of lif. and'death. This je a subject, no doubt, on wbieh it iepossible for difféent persona to hold a gréat variéty ofopinions. Juat as Shakespeare bain been shown to bavefollowed a considérable number oS trades aid professions-wbicb in a tribut@ to tbe univeraality ouf bie informa-tion-i e lias lisen îîrgued to have bé ni a RomanCatbiilic, a member of thé Cbucch ouf Erigland, aid aNîîîconformiet. Our own opinion, for wlîich rotsonswill hé given presenîly, is that ho was neither. Homei thé princpal cOmmentators bave noticed, with regretand @von with dismay, what they are pleaeed ho call thelevity with which lie too often trente réligious topics.iiff'n)rd, thé zéalous edihor of Ben Jonson, callelShakespeare the coryphueus ouf profanity. Ho certainlyput inho thé unouths of clowns and fools, for wbouu hécould ldaimi al traditional licensé, somes remarkahle thrusteat the Ltets of thé Chtristian religionî. WVe intend hoelaliorate this point in otur projéetéel work on Shakspeare.
For thé présent it muet suffice Lit raIl thé réader's atten-tion ho it. Tîmose wbo bave rosid the îilays carefullywill recolset rsany instances. Vie nîiu-t likewieérémark that more titan oie comnuentattir lia diveltupon the great poeols ëepticien,. Mc. Gireein, théhistorien, for instance, admîts that hée stood outeid .IlChurches and outeude aIl religion. It will hée apparent,théceforé, that wé are far front leinqç alojue In Ouropinion of Sbakéspeare's religious (or irréligions) con.
victions.

Mr. Golduein Sîuitb je ver y certain that Shakespearewae not a Nonconformiet Ho tbrew ridicule upon thé['uritans. IILat osf aIl,' Mfr. Smith saya, IIcala it béw',.atained that Shal.espeare ws a Romami Catbolic."Hia noble prsslentaticn of thé friar in IlRousso andJuliet'I only shows that lié won Ila large.minded artist."Hé wss trie ts nsature, and ho knew that theré were goodas wsll as liadt aid indifférent in thé army osf prient@anmdmoulkn. Elséwheré hie makée a character opeak ofsouietbing heing se fit "Ias thé nun'w lips ho thé friarsomouth," and a host of similar thinge might bé quotedif we badl roont for thent. We are asoc gladi t0 héar Mfr.Goldwin Smith déclare bis viéw that "lThé ghoet aid
the pui-a tory in 'Hmiet' 'are ovîiîît itmoré part osf
in Shakespeare je mère stage mciey i eeallowed ho, interfere réally witb thé natural devélopmént
of thé plot and cbamalters, or ho precipitate a esta-strophe. Even in Il aralet," wbéré thé ghost appears.o décisive.y, ss asupérficial railler mighit eaeily' imagine,it will hée fsne on a close examination that it dosa fotactually hastent thé natural progreseof évents. Furthéc,we beg thé réader ho note that thé impernatural wbicbShakespeare usée as stage inachinery te neyer distine.
tivély Christian. He introducea no aigeh or devils.Ghoet, fainies, and fate-for such are thé ues-clledwitcelue in IlMacbeth "-belong ho thé immémtorial
primitive superstition of mankind: and, instéad of héingdistinctively Chritianu, are distinctis'ely asnti.Chrustian.

Mc. Goldwin Smith saya ve may Ilmfely"I taire itthat Shakespeare was "la Conf.ormiat." But tie mayjnstaaaae " Itake theep a Whetherbhowua
church.goar, Lr. Ooldie mith 'ays, w.r bave Ilnoméana of te'lling." Nor dos it very mach matter. Ne
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