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A CANA DIAN.NATURALIST
We have much pleasire ln presenting

to our readers this weei a portrait of Dr.
A. t. Ross, the- distingulihort naturalist.
Dr. Ross is fOrty years of ago, a Canadian
by birtb of lighland Scotch descent.
During the past twenty years hl has du-
voted himself to the collection and classi-
fication of Our nativo Flura and Fauna.
iii Ornithological, Entomological, Botan-
Ica] and Zoolngical collections are un-
doubtedly the most extensive and complote
ever made by one ludividual Dr. Rossa
has embodied the results ol his labours in
several valuablù ansi interesting works
from bis peu, which ihave met with a cor-
dial and appreciative reception in Canada
and by naturalista ln Europe and Aruerca.
lits firet work, theI" Birds of Canada,"l wasa
publiahedl l 1871, and subsequentiy, the
I uuttertlies aund afoths of Canada," the

eFloraof Canada," the É Feras and Wild
Flowers of Canada," the "I Forest Trees of
Canada," and several valuablo scientific
papers on kindred subjecta. Dr Itos' la.-
bour as a naturalist have been highly
appreciated by the lcading saranm in
Europe. He its been elected a Fellow of
the Royal Society of Literature and the
Zoological Society of ngland, a iellow
of the Royal Society of Antiquaaries of
Dennark, a member o the itmpeial So-
ciety of 'aturabstai of Rulsmia, the Royal
Linnean, Botanical an<i Malacological
Societies of Belgiun, the Paleuontolo.gical
and \rchwological Society of Charleroi
Belgiulm, the Entonological Societies oI
England, France, Italy, Rutaia, Germany,
svwitzerland, Belgium and Umtljdl States,
the American Association for the À dvance-
ment of Science, etc., etc.

It i a matter of congratulation that we
have resideutamongus agentleman whose
achievementl in thec fascinating sciences
oif Ornithology, Entomology, and Boitany
bave made him a standard anthority
througbout the scientific world. 41

BEECIER ON SJJAKES.
PEAR E7

Raving been asked to give liti opaniorn
of the recently published article, " Who
Wrote Shakspeare? "Henry Ward Beecher
replied- "I am Interestedi sl u mcha a di&-
cussion as this, not because I regard it as
sound and not because I am intcrosted in
Its inganuity alone, but because It ieads to
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new studies from different standpoints of
Shakspeare's work and gnius. Hle is pass-
ing through the samre proceses that somoe
yearsago, especially in Germany, Homer
was subjected to. Admitting the acute-
ness of the criticisms, and feeling to a cer-
tain extent the improbability of Shaks-
peare's dreama proceeding from a man
who had had no known education ln the
various departments of learning, from
whose stores his works are made to be so
rich, I yet feel that the improbability of
Bacon's being such a dramatic gunius is
far greater. The fundamental error in this
whole criticism, as I regard itis In not
taking into consideration the nature of
dramatic genius. It is not neceseary that
a man should know trom personal expe-
rience, or even from observation, those
things w)aich are neceesary for making the
most vivid dramas. The events of life are
like an alphabet. The dramatic genius
eau combine them in infinite varieties. ]f
he know here and there single fragments
and elements he can recreate them, recom-
þine them, make them pictorial A simple
sickness in a village sud the prescriptions
of a country doctor are material enough
for the dramatic genius to greate a whole
realm of medical practice. A streetbrawl
in a village or ln a ward of a city becomes
the eaven of rote and revolutions ln the
imagination of the dramatist. We find,
therefore, very little difficulty ln Imagin-
ing how Shakspeare, from the most sien-
der resource, could produce the wonder-
fui resuits which appear inb is works.

£ Now Bacon, although he had fancy and
imagination, was clephantine! in his nature
essentially. It almost strikes one with
dismay t attempt to imagine how this
broad, philosophical, factual man could
set himself to the creation of "I The Tem-
pçst "and all its airy content. The pre-
dominant quality of bis mind, pure and
simple, is intellect. Wit and fancy are
merely illuminators. The structure of bis
mind and the method of its operation are
such as, to me, make it absolutely impos-
aible that he should do Shakspeare's work.
It seems to me very much as if one should
attempt to show that Frederick the Great
was the author of Beethoven's symphonies.
He played the fiute, he had a certain taste
-for music, and it would require only a la-
borious ingenuity to collect hundreds and
hundreds of eleu enta, out of whicb could
be constructed a very respectable theory
on this subject. It is quite likely that
Shakspeare, with the cross lights thrown
upon him, may seem even more wonderful
than he bas been esteemed hithert.»
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