
ROUGE ET NOIR.

sce'era ' seniors appear solicitous, almnost anxiaus, about his
future iveif.irc. Tlicy have furniture, books, etc., to
dispose of at nu cnormuous re(luction. WilI lie inspcct
thoni ? Hie %vould inspcct anytlîing in those days, andcie
ait once asscîîts. Somle of the ar-ticles are damaged or
brokcen, but hie is assured thicY arc ail the botter for
that, and lie hcars; intich talk about thc vcncrablc tradi-
tions attachced ta stucl and suich things. So lie pays f-
the traditions and obtains the articl. After bis rooru is
furnislicd lie is ait liberty to look about hiim and to sec
hio% hoe can use his timie to the best advantage, and it is
at this point that malny mistakces arc made For some
inmmediatcly drap) inta an casy,-Yoig, indolent style of
lufe, wluiclî the>- neyer entircly shako off chîring thecir uni-
vcrsity course. Somectime or otlior the%, wilI bc conmpellcd
to make up for the tUrne lost 1>3 the saine hiard %wark
wliich tlley took< so much trouble ta avoid duringr thecir
erratie career at collego. Otlhers fil into the opposite
error, anid strive, for the first montlî pcrhaps, to includo
the whole curriculum in their courseof study. The resuit
is thiat many of thcrn become so disgtîstccl %itlî thecir want
of success that they drop evcrything but %vliat is strictly
necessary. This is a case of misdircctcd cnthusiasm, and
conscquently of violent reaction. One hionor course is
enougb, ayc, more than cnough, for the great majority.
Radical profundity cati only bc c.xpictcd in ane brancbi,
but as ax set-off ta the cxclusivcness of one line of study a
stildent- shiould join the literary socicty, an athietic club,
and wicld the pen on bet~alf of bis colge papler. If a
student we're to devote lîinîsclf, as cvory loyal studont
should, to flic literary society and the college- paper, ho
%vauld be surprised at his own facility in writing and
speaking at the end of throe ycars. The popularity of a1
stuJent in ai college is no more determined by lus stand
at the examinations than it is by the amount of moncy lie
possesses, but hoe is judged by blis zeal and loyaIlty fer col-
legre customs and institutions, by the social and literary
qualities %whicb hoe possesses, by the liberal distribution of
his time and talents in the intorcst of bis Alma Mater ami~
fclloiw students. After aI1 l wen a man bcaves colleg"
it is 'lot the stiff course which ho bias taken that wili
rtuaini longe-st iii the " invidious halls whec memozy
divells," but bis fondest recollcctiolis %vil] bc of the literary
institute with aIl1 its keen cross-firing and persiflage, its
votes of censure and w'ant of confidence.

ACIIILLES' SIIIELD.

It lias before now becin rcmarkcd by l-lomcri.c scholars
thiat thîe description of Achiilles' shield occupies a soine-
what anomalous position iu theIl I ia.d." Viewvcd on thc
one hand, kt %ould sccm aç if the description %verc out af
pla.cc-il(cbed, kt mighit hc looked upo; as a complote
pocii in itself-wil'Iist on the otlier, it is plain that 1 lomier
lcd up) to a description of the shicld by a seties of intra-

cluctory, eonts. Anl argument comunonly urged against
the gttieniness of the Ilshield " is fotinded on the lengatli
and stilted character of the description. Grote in(leed
acîmits thc- force of this argument, and conicedes thec possi-
bili'ty that the Il Shicîci of Acliulles " mlay bc an interpol-
ation-perhaps thc %vork of another luand. Thiat tluc
lengtlî of Ille description should be an argument agans
the gcnuinieness of thc passage is not at ail conclusive.
Ev'ents lhave been haistening to at ci.sis tip to the end of
Book XVI I., but this action is clcced by the "Oî.'lopoei.a'
iii Book XVIII. X'ct it is quite in accordaince w'itlî
1-onier'g nuanner to introduce betwecn two series of
important evecnts an interval of e.,onts iviolly differenit iii
character froin those of cither series. This ive notice iii
Books IN. and X. 1-lere the appeal to Achilles and tlie
nigiui a(lventure of Diomed and Ulysses are interposcd
'jctvwcn the first groat v'ictory of the Trojans and tlc
struggle in wliicli Patroclus is siain and Aganrnmnon,
Ulysses, Diomcd and othiers wvounded. Inced in sticl an
arrangement admirable taste and judgment is exhibited,
and thc cantrast bctwoen action and inaction is conceived
in the truc poctic spirit. As a rule there is scarccly a
notcd author whosc works do not afford instances of cor-
rcsponding contrasts. H-ow skillfully Shakespeare for
example bias iinterpcrsed the Ilbald (hisjointed chat " of the
sicepy porter betwccen the conscicncc-wrouglit borror of
Duncan's murderers and the Ilblorror, horror, horror "
wvbici< <'tangue nor becart could flot conceive nlor name "
af ]lis followcrs. lu Dickens' works tho same tlîing is to
ho obscrvod, and bis contrasts betwccn the humorous and
pathetie are vczy effective.

Scarcely any one, I think, can rcad a description ai the
shicld without wvondcring that Hamer should describe the
shicli af a m',rtal liera as adorncd with so many and such
important obiects. Amangst others wc find the sun,
moon, stars-abjects better flttcd ta adorn the temple of a
deity than the shield af a borao. Evcn on the .tEgis ai
Zetus niucb lcss descriptive talent lias beeni cpon<iled;
indeed it is dismissed in flvc lines, wvhile anc hundred and
thirty are cmployed in flic description of thc celestial anid
torrestial objects depicted on the sIîielrJ of Achilles.

Anather circumstance whicli attracts notice is the dis-
praportionatc importance attached. ta the shieki, as cam-
pared ta the rcst of the armnaur, the description of which
is disposed af in four lincs. Undaubtedly the shield
farmcd the principal pertianof a bicro's armour. Stili
that is flot suflicient reasan ta accounit for such a, dis%)ro-
portion in the description,

But apart: from, aIl this is the occurrence, iu a pocîw
ascribcd ta 1 Iesiod, af tic description ai tlîc "Shield of
Hlercules," wliih is uidoubitcdly only anotlicr version ai
thc *'Sliield of Acli'es." Thtat tluis is not 1llesiod's w'ork
thecre eau bc but little doutât, as it cxlibits no trace ai lus
dry, clidactic style. Sainc have ascribcd the IlSluicld af
1 lercules " to an imitatur of 1Iuler, but ai coniparisan of
the two, descriptions slicivs us that iii many places tlîcy
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