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the pockot, his course suddenly and ingloriously ends.
Siniiar to bis will be the fate of the one wvho is on
bis own reseurces, witli a lino of action inarked out,
but who does not bring bis Will to bear. Hew nany
of the latter clans are found on the list of failures I
For a v.hile they pursue the course :juccessfully; but
a fit -,i the blues cornes on, purpose flags, and another
fai!aro is scored.

But noue, need fail; for succcss, if it depends on
such a purposo as bias been namied, is within the
power of ail. Just how mucli we inake oursolves, or
te, wliat extont our lives are a produot of otber's
influence, is a dobatablo question. Ho whlo considers
man te ho tho architeet of bis own fortune is stili
thouglit by many of tho wise te ho witbin the bo1ýnds
of orthodoxy., and thero is a wvorld of strengthi deiivttd
froas sizzwb a belief. Indeod, tho inan wvbo sta.rts oui',
on the set of life at the nierey of %vind and wave,
without the heiru of volition adjusted, oughit net to
ho disappointed if ho nover reaches port, True pur-
poeo admits of ne sucli possibility; it nxay ho retar<led,
but it can nover ho defeated; it xnay be brought low,
but it will rise again, every blast only causing it te
strike deeper. There is encouragement in this con-
sideration. The terni "e ducated WVil » implies the
all.importaut faet that in se far as this factor in
purpose is coneerned, it is susceptible of growth. The
saine is truc of the other factor-personality. Tho
studlent cau withdraw lîimý if frein the crowvd, lot go
bis hcold on ail props and stays, and with trenibling
yet hopeful mien eau stand alone; and wvhon hoe hias
donce this, and. begins te foc! proud of bis mnainhood,
ho eau, by a repeated exorcise of haz Wiill, accomplish
anything within the limits of pessibility. Uet this
fact ho realized, and acted upon by tho2a wvho corne
te lier, and if Acadia lives te bless the world for
anothor si.xty ye* ars, a niuch larger proportion of those
beginning tho course wiil complote it; for suchi a pur-
pose is tho oxponont of a xnanliood wbich canneo brook
tho disgraco attached te failure

JULIUS CBISAR

CoNCsRINrsc th 'e timent wvbich the tragedy of Julius
Coesar was writtcn, critics have been à~ variance; but
the weight of evidence would seemn te assign it te a
period net Inter than the yeaX 1601, A. D. At this

tiîno tho intellectual peovers cf Shakespearo Nvere
nearing the prime of thoir fulncss and strength, and
this second of bis tragedies is net unworthy cf its
author. Whle not the groateat, it is artistically euee
of the inest perfect cf Shakespeare's productions.
The equipeise betweon the thouglit and f ts expression
is carefully nxaintained: lighit fa'ncies are net dravvn
eut and dcckcd in jowelled robes that hide the fori
beneatb; neither de a surging crowd of thick-coning
thoughits, pressing and oecrleaping ene another in
turnultucus haste, strugglo for uttoranco in brokon,
strong, and pregnant sentences. Shakespeare was far
hoyond the turne o! Romeo and Juliet : ho was yet to
cenceivo and give te the world a Lear and a M3acbeth.

lii historian is Plutarch. Throughout he féllows
bis guide elosely, yet se poweifulIy dom the thrill of
tho poet's teuch traverse his pen, tha, as by magie,
the even, ununpassioned historical narration rises in
miraculous transformation inte -strong, seul.stirring
trag.,edy. Introducing intc, his play little that receives
net sanction freni the trut' 1'ul pages cf history, it is
nîcat wonderful te observe hew each character and
each event reeeives frein his master hand a life and
wvithout lesing historie identity, stands eut in a bold
and certain light.

But, notwvithstanding its evident menit, of ail Shako-
spearo's 1,ays this bas, perbaps, in eue respect, been
tho occasion cf tho nîest contradictory criticisin. The
point cf eontroversy ha- been the representatioa cf
Julius Coesar. W.ithlut doubt~ Shakespeare's Ciesar
is net the maxi wbich his Cornmentaries, that unparal-
lelled cf historie-, show hiin te ho; hoe is net the maxi
wboin every student has ievered a ene of the greatest
geaiuses of any tinie. Instead cf standing forth as
the man who awved and ruled« the world, who iu
versatility and bre&dth of gonius bas nover been sur-
passed, whose character was firm and solid as the
deep set rock, who was as unpretentious as hoe was
great, the disappointed reader beholds in hini nothing
botter than a vapouring arrogant boaster, vaunting
himself most royally whilst bis foot were on the brink
cf the depth te which a remorseless destiny was
hurrying M. OnIy once or twice on the few otcas-
ions whezn ho is brougbt eut dees ho epeak: in true
character. Shak<espeare, howevcr, bad doubtess good
and sufficient reason for what ho did. Tbe supposit*on,
that hoe was ignorant cf CaŽsar's Y-cal chai-acter la ab-
surý, for it is observable that while Lloesar nover do( s


