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' »“ied 81 'f1,1 «“ mnmvm. for he

».ta»k intolmMy hiliuiw: lie mav however confine 
himself to those that relate to the 
let ; and these after all

is “ had ”, , but leaves the ellipsis—his favorite “ ergo” 
o be supplied by the reader. The ellipsis supplied, 

Ins argument,» thi, This might be a good argu­
ment in a heathen or Pagan but is a - had" argument 
m a Christian. This is all that proceeds from the 
promising "but.” To apply hi, own language- 

this conclusion would justify the logician in saving, 
negatnr consequons." A mere assertion cannot be 
admitted as a substitute for proof when proof was 
that which It was undertaken to be give, and this more 
especially when it was undertaken to show the fallacy 
ol another person’s reasoning.

Shakespeare has sometimes been charged with in­
consistency, because, as it is alleged, Hamlet, who 
was a heathen, is represented as having the know- 
ledge and expressing the sentiments of a Christian 
and as an instance of this inconsistency the 
quoted has been adduced.

reasoning of Ham- 
notice 1,11,1 may perhaps lie so presented",'hat unvoup8

wiwtilv his . Imri.. i. r i.iM.ing tl„. iiiultitiul.-, we will ,|, s,! „,| to 
full uiil.Ti.s amt analyze tills I'll moils Soliloquy." (luLlMMITH.

His first objection is based upon the following part 
of a sentence of the text :_ ° *

He says : “ The obvious and indeed the only 
mg that can be implied in these words is ôr exert 
his faculties in order to surmount it,” (misfortune)

It is to he remarked that the sentence in the

stated. He thus fabricates for Hamlet what there is 
no reason to believe ever entered his mind. The 
concept involved in the alternative—“Non 
veils vivure ” U Suiride..

passage
1 hough it lie wandering from our course and may 

render the march through a very dry rountr some'- 
what longer than i, necessary, the call to examine 
this charge ts almost irresistible 

It may be admitted at once that Hamlet is repre- 
sente,1 by Shakespeare to he a Cliristian, to be ac- . 
quaint,d With the truths of revealed religion and with 
the institutes and peculiar practices of the early 
church. How then, ,t i, asked, could such a Christian 
as Hamlet speak of “ that undiscovered country from 
whoso bourne no traveller returns" I it may b6 saM 
in answer, that the after-death state or country it un­
discovered. Most theologians hold that it is a place 
an, a place whose locality or position remains hitherto 
undete,mined, e., it is an undiscovered country if 
country it may be called. ’’

Again, Hamlet says:—“from whoso bourne no 
traveller return, when lie had just been conversing 
W l iu l|“"",„|»m" etc. It i, to be remembered 
tt at Shakespeare in Hamlet's monologue i, speaking 
°! » thoughts, of their emotions and lias­
sions and purposes. He says nothing of spirits and 
spirits arc not men ; what men over returned 1 It is 
true that Shakespeare had a complete conviction of 
the existence of spirits and of their appearance here ‘ 
on earth but he never classed spirit and man as co­
ordinate. It was not long Hamlet doubted whether 
tint spirit of his father had returned :

esse cur
88 Hv ( 1 famlct>

by thi1 thoughts ol" wliut '■wns himself ileti-m-il from Suicide 
follow dentil :

piSïï'ïii....
The passage from the Soliloquy given by Gold­

smith 1, produced by him as an instance of i lie ineon-
2tn„7t°l - 88 °! 8h"k™l'""*''" reasoning, as
part of the general charge" which lie has under
ar^lm m “U|,put,' ,H“ 8“-V“’ “ tb« might be a good
aigument in a heathen or 1‘atran hut ■ ” ii„*
what / It is to be oliserved that lie is now proceeding 
to show that Hamlets reasoning is “ bad" and il is 
interesting to mark the recess by which lie imagine, 

bus attained his object. Now, all that follows 
but in tins connection is an attempt to prove that 

Hamlet was a good Catholic or Christian. The whole 
of Ins proof consists in the assertion of this fact He 
docs nothing more. Ho is so careless of form in this 
case that ho doe, not even affirm that Hamlet's argument

May b, ,h. éwïTÏÎK'hïJifti'üï^

SyrÆixteexr- 
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That many spirit, liave returned after death is a 
truth of revealed religion (Mat. XXVII. 53,63 and no 
doubt to Shakespeare was a truth well-known ; hut, as 
aforesaid, Hamlet is speaking of what belong, to 
men and, it may be presumed, refers to t|,„ authentic 
information they might he expected to supply

gSra/MT......
Iberau.n-inaineth unrevealcd ;
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