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celebration nenturally recalled the similar ovation given to Voltaire a liundrèd
years ago (1778). And in both cases it ivas prob. ]y as mucli to the chamn-
pion of the cause of frecdom. tbroughout Europe, as to the great littérateur,
tbc.t the bornage of the masses was oflered.

We have to record the death of another man of distinction in letters, that
of James Spcdding, the editor of Bacon, on Mardi 9tb. He was over seventy
years, of age, aud bis death was the rosuit of au accident. The friend and
contemporary of the Poot Laureate ani of other ominent mon at Cambridge,
lie devated his timie and talents to the illu8tration of Bacon, another alumus
of bis own University. Macaulay's picture, wvbich is followed in its main out-
lines by Green in bis IlShort llistory," wvas an expaîision of Pope's cululirated.
uine. Macaulay falcd to make allownnco for the times in bis wholes.ile con-
deinnation of Bacon's moral and politiial charatter. Speddig atteiiiptud tlie
reversai of the essayist's verdict. The truth, howvor, lies betwecn them.
If Bacon was not ccthe, mcanest of xnk nd, tnitlher on the othor baud bad
he any liigh moral clevation. But whatevcr views may be entertained upon
the subject of Bacon's charactor, it is uiîiver8ally conceded that Spedding's
labours, for the first time, put the wlbole facts within the roacli of everyone,
and that no reader need look further than bis volumes for the menus of frm-
ing an opinion.

Besides bis Baconian studios, Spedding's naine will always ho connected
with Shakespoarian criticisin and spucially with the play of Henry VIII, la
wbicli ho first attoxnpted to distinguishi the parts tu bu a-ssignued tu Fletcher
and Shakespeare rcspectively. This was in 1850. Fle lias sinco been an
active memiber of the New Shakspere Society andl one of bis latest acts was
to express bis strong disapproval of a late vagary of ith Lircctor, Mr. Furni-
vail. This subject has attracted much attention in London and elsewbcre.
It will ho rememnbured that Milton once reflused tu -i dispute philosophy with
this l)ork ivbo bas noer road any." Suclb Ianguago it was bopod hall disap-
peared from literary disputes, but it bas Iately been revived by Mr. Furnivail.
The modes of criticismn adoptud hyth is gentleman bave excitod keen criticismn
from Messrs. Swinburne and J. 0. IH illiweli-Phillips, the latter of wbow is
also a distingniblied and able Shiakespearian critie. Mr. Swinburne bas
constantly uscd language in relaLioîî tu Mr Furnivail, at wvhich by this tirne
no one is surprised, but wbicbi no one can resent as lie loos it on his personal
responsihility. But the case was different whexî Mr. Furnivaîl, as Founder
and Director of the New Shakspere Society published, under the shadow of
its uànîe and in a proface to a fac-simile of the second quarto of Hainlet, an
attack on Mr. HallIiwell1-Phillips as «t leading member of the firni of
Pigsbrook & Co.," and decribed bis crit.icismn as "iporçine vagariesl' lromui-
gated cion the prongs of a dung-fork,." The use ot this inteml)erfto language
bas been properly condeuiied aud bas led bo tbe resignation of many
distinguished mombers of the Society. The wbole subject is intecresting as a
Isurvival"I in the inidst of culture, and because of the proper mannor in whicb

suob conduot bas been treated.
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