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by those who need it most. But as the
religious paragraphis apparently' occupy
quite a subordinate place in this delight-
fui pot-lxour7-i of literature and art, they
are read with, andi partly for the sake of,
the rest; and if the reader's minci is at
ail open, they are sure, soolner or later, to
produce their proper effect.

The truc mtental attitude iii whjch to
view diffrences of religious doctrine and
l>elief is aintirably expressed in the follow-
ing paritgrapli front "The Professor ":-

IlDo you kînow that evex'y man bas areligious behief pecuhiar to hinîseif 1'i 8nithis always et ý1xîîiitlhite. H-e takes ii, exactly8iiiitli's-woth of knowledge, Sinith's-worth.
oft truth, of heauty, of dlivinity. .And1lrown has frotte tine imnnxorjal beeîîtrying to humi hit, to) excoînnîunicate
Min, to &Lltlyttîous.ar-ticle io i hm iîeeausc liedid iiot take in Brown's-worth of know-ledge, trutlî, beauty, diviniity. I{le eannot(Io it, itiy more thien a pilet pot ette hold
a qualert, or a qjuart pot bo tilled hy at pitit.Iroti is essentiahly the saine everywhere
and always ; but the suipliate <)f iron isnover tlîo saine as the carbonîate of iroît.Truthi is invariable ; leut the Siteroftrutit must alwitys <lifl'ei froin theBlroirnu
<de of truth.",

A partial itimiglit into Dr. IHolines'i-
teýrpretAttuon of U'hristiaity niay l>e oh-
taiîîed fromte tho iul)joiiie(l pisinges:

'-rhe< lroad Churcli will ilevem. be basedUpoil anytiîing tîmat rt('qUire-s the use oflanguage. The cul) of cold water doesmiot ro<juire to lie traltslated for, a foreigner
to tiiderxtniid it." ...

llhe ( hristinn religion, as titught Ibyits Fouinder, is full of sentimnîît....those y(ernting., of hunt sîyîmîpjthy whiclîpredomnate so nîuch more in the serionsof the Master titan iii the writiîtgs of Riseluccessors-wltich, have made tlhe parableof the Prodigal Son the consolation ofmankind, as it hms been the stuînîîîing-
block of aIl exclusive doctrines."

Religion and morals are treated througt..
out Dr. Holne8' works as being in a very
large measure identical. The ethical
questions of freedom and responsîhility
are discussed in an exceedingly interest.
ing Inanner, not only ini the "Breakfast

Table" series, but elsewhere. The book
IIElsie Venner: A Romance of Destiny "
is, in tue main, an illustrated exposition
of our author's theory of morals. Then,
in 1870, he delivereci in Harvard Univer-
sity an able address, 'which. was afterwards
published uender the title IlMechanismn ini
Tliought and Morals."

He describes hiniself throughout as
seeking flot to limit, but to defi ne, respon-
sibility. But the process of definition is
literally and essentiaîîy one of limitation,
and Dr. flolmes, in his exposition of free-
dont, has flot escapeci the inevitable. This
is evident front the following passage:

"Do you want an image of the humaliwill or the self-determining principle asconîpareci with its prearranged and imn
passable restrictions 1 A drop of wateriniprisottei i a crystal; you inay see suchaL Ote in any mineralogical collection. Onelittle tluid particle in the crystalline prismlof the soljd universe !"

While eîîlarging on the influence Oflieredity iii produciîtg moral aberration
bie yet eniphatically scouts the notion Of
inherjted responsibility. Much of what
îis usually called sin and crime lie con-
siders as tîte outcoîne of a state of nmoral
lisease--tiis disease itself being eitlier

bereditary or the necessary resuit of the
untavoidable environnient of tîte victim.-
lue suchi 'a case responsibility, of course,
does8 îot attach, to immoral acts. The fol-
lowi ng paragraph adinirably illustrates
I)r. Hoîntes' position:

I do miot know that 1 ever met witha humt being who seerned to nie to havea stroxîger dlaimi ont the pitying coinsidera-tioti and kincltîess of lis Maker than awretched, puny, crippled, stunted childthat 1 saw in Newgate, who was pointedout as one of the most notorjous and in-veterate little thieves in London. I haveno doubt that some of those who werelooking at this pitiable, morbid secretionof the diseased social organismn, thoughtthey were very virtuous for hating him soheartily."

But there is ground for objecting that
Dr. Holmes goes too far in his compari-


