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» proportion as any brasch of inquiry rives out
¢I>f r?:en details i:m:'uy the bigher generalizations
which slone constitute Science, we find our
scientific men, with rare exceptions, pitiably in-
‘competent. Division of labour here, as elsewhere,
seems to have’ narrowed their minds to petty seg-
_ments, and rendered them incapable of embracing
cizcles, All the sarcasma which Auguste (Jumte
beaps upon the “ men of specialities,” are de-
served, The man whose life is spent in making
the pin's head, never rines inta the philosuphy of
.mancfrtares. Indeed, we sny it without any sar-
castic intention, all over Europe scientific men are
for the most part Hodmea who mistake themselves
for Architects, Because they amass * facts,” they
call themaelves inductive philosophiers; forgotting
that * facta™ are but stepping stones to Yhilo-
- sophy,—forgetting that the object of knowledge is
uot{Y , not even things, but proceuu,—:hw-,-—
- causation. ba elasing i [ i "

Among ¢ ng instanoes of the poverty we

mud:::, th:’ g'ucuniom dicitad by the Vestiges
_gf Creation aro among the most recent and noto-
noos, . There are faults in that delightful work;
errors both of fact and philosopby ; but compared
-with the answers it provoked, we cannot help re-
garding it as a masterpiece, The history of that
« controvervy will hereafter form an amusing chapter
ustrative of the essentially superficial and unphilo-
sophic training of our acientiic men—if, indeed,
" grestey proofs were needed than the immense repu-
tation of two such mediocrities as Whewell and
Bedgwickt  In the opposition which the * de\-eioﬁy.
meunt theory " haa met with, there is unquestionahly
[} m-idnr:{:ly leaven of tarrified Orthodoxy, We
may pity tha insffactusl struggles of Orthodoxy te
. keap & bold froot against the ircesistible march of
scienss (the story of Galileo is incevanntly repeated
pu a smaller ecale), but we can understand the
motive ; our sstonishment is, not that the Develop-
ment Theo shopld be assalled, bug that it shonld
be tmllodrg\ s0 ludiorous and illogical a manner,
To anticipate miaconception we may add that the
. Theory laid down in the Vestiges appeara to us in-
sdminible—even unphilosophical in one of its
fund al 7 itions—the author not keeping
distinctly in mind the cardinal fact that Organiza.
" tion e t{:e resultant of fwo factors—the orgunisin
and the external conditions. .

But we must not wander from' our purpose,
which is to. draw attention to the triumphant
-demolition of Bir Charlev Lyell’s attack upon the
.doctrine of a gradual development in the ucale of

ing, both animal and vegetable, from the earliest
* periods to our own time, by Professor Owen .(the
article can_only be by him), in the last Quarterly
: Review. Lyell is » grest name; and (eology owes
-much % him if hiloloxhy owes little. In a
-eountry liks ours, where Authority is so weighty,
. the poition of a man like Lyell in a queation so

portant as that of development, in one to coerca
sttention, We cannot but rejoice-that the refuta.
tion hus appeared in a popular organ like the
Querterly, and not been hld(fcn from the public in
speme acisatific journal. The refutation is complete,
"and such as any one superficially acquainted with
goology can easily apprehend.  Not one word
owonpes the reapecting the Vestiges. He
m;:- bhimeelf to prowing that, accordling ‘to the
. sate af our geologioal knowledgs, there
. been & successive and progressive develop-
. meat~—which is the position assailed by Lyec
. To ua it appears that, owing to the . wakt of
precise notions sbiout Life, geologicat inductifin is
“¥iisted. Onoce supply the metaphysical cvheep.
tion of development in a chain ‘of helng ac-
sording -to _some plom, by the moro abstract
mod  sdentifio conooption ‘of & {mo of pro.
grearive adgptation ~—ance perocive that the
.augteooe of an arganism implies the existence
Of such external conditions as must_ respond
n —must permit it to exist—and geological }:cu.'
satounding, wil} range themselves uietly
. 4 the serles, and in no way alter the truth of what
- 48 dimly s farth in thee Vitiges of o progresaive,
advanoe from the simpler 1o the more complex farins
o organimtion, Suppose the fossils of Troglo-
dytes, ot sren of man, should be discovered in the
by what would it provel It would
prove that the couditions to which human organisms
e adapied wers phesent in that epoch ak well as in
.9&),\‘, o far would revolutionias geo-
. ".J.a-v ., the dl‘bm!
s m, vis,, Nature wniformly

' rudimentary

degree affect | b

proceeds from the simple to the complez, from the
more general to the mare specific organization, No
facts can invalidate & position so perfectly established
ss that ; yet that, and that only, is the proposition
underlying the theory of development. Geological
discoveries may alter our views of the great lupses
of time which occurred between the various stages
of development; but they cannot slter the funda-
mental law of development, which is a process from
the simple to the complex. Professor Owen shows
that all the yound generalizations we have of geo-
logical facts point to the same conclusion :—

*All that'we st prescnt know of the vegetation af the
globe, at the period of the carlieat known fossiliferaus
depoeits, is, that it was of that more simple or luss
developed kind which characterizes the tribes grow-
ing in tho #ea, No doubt tho lowest strata which
wo have hithertofound happen to be marine ; but it
helps us very littte forward in the sulution of the
great question of stationary or progressive creation,
to suggest that the contemporancous silurian land
may very probably have been inhsbited by plants
more highly organized ; because those plants may
also, with some probability, have been lichens,
mosses, ferna, or forme at least of s kindred grade of
organization. We do not know what they were, and
our hypotheses must wait until we do.””

He alludes also to the indisputable fact that Cryp-
togamin, Phrenogamia, Gymnnosperms, and Dico-
tyledonous Angiosperms constitute a progressive
series ; and this series is precisely that in which our
present collection of facts compels us to arrange

possibly be discovered to modify or subvert that
order; but what philosopher rejects the generaliza-
tion of actual facts in favour of ‘dome possidility
that subversive facts may be one day discovered?

We have already indicated the Metaphysical (and
consequently vicioua) nature of the ordinary con-
esptivn of the Development hypothesis, which
treats organization as if it were in sume sort inde«
pendent of external conditions, and not the re.
sultant of (wo fuctors—Life and Circurnstance (to
use brond familiar terms). ‘e influence of that
error inay he traced in this sentence, which Lyell
belicves & crushing argument :—

“ Pifthly, in regard to the animat kingdom, the
Inwoat siturlen stratn contain highly developed re-
presuntatives of the three great divisiuna of radiata,
articulata, xnd mollusea, showing that the marine in-
vertehrate aniouln were as perfoct then as (n the cxist-
ing sear.”

The anawer ix 50 simple we are almost ashamed
tonake it: if the marine invertebratn which ex-
isted then, exist now, ‘it only proves that the con-
ditions to which those formn of life were adapted
are still found in our seas; nothing moret Whe
ever disputed. that? - Lyell’s argument may be
paralleled thus :—John Jones, the wealthy cilizen,
did not rise gradunlly to his opulence, beruse
evidence “existe that at the time of “his greatest
poverty he ate wheaten bread of & quality aé fine
as that which he eats now with venison, stewed
eels, and phite de foie gras.  If he eats bread now
when he can command cake, it is because Lread
fulfils all the conditions he requires of it. On our
planet there are conditions which suffics for the
infinite varieties of life mnging from the plant up
to man; but if we know anything of those con-
ditions, we know that the conditions Which will
suffice for the lower will not suffice for the higher
forms, o e

<A word on the ‘ question-hegging phrase”. of
Riyhly developed representatives: to talk of the
high development of invertebrate animals ix to throw
dust in the eyes of the world : no invertebrate Ia
highly develo,nd. except in comparison. with the
orms of anitnal life.  Lyell wuakes use
of the same question-begying language in this
sentepce :— .

* In the carboniferous fauna there have been ree
cently discovered severnl akeletons of reptiles of by
no means Jow or simple organization,”

Upon which Owen properly ‘remarks :=-“ But no
reptile has an organization that can properly. be
called simple or low—pn fish even'’; fur the verte-
brated type intheliighestof all. The question is—
whether the ‘carboniferous fauna has yielded any
evidence -of a reptile ‘which presents & high and
complex organization comnpared to the rest of its
clasa,  He further saynsm— -~ il T g
*“Every flah and every reptile was doubtless na
perfecily sdapted to the circumnatances under which
it lived at ghe remoteat of the geological periods, as
any fish or'septile at the prescut duy: in that respect
it was * ns fully developea,’ Palwontology, however,

s made us acquainted with different races of fishes

lin different formations, to which thosa races ro.

the records of ancient vegetation, New facts may-
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spectively are peculiar, and of which they are COnse-
quently characteristic; and nas - thoss formationg
succeeded ench other in point of time, o we infer
that the diffcrent races of i{;hm WEre successively dg.
veloped. But what Bir Charles Lyell appears 1o be
contending for is, that the forms of animal life that
suceceded each other did not differ in the grade of
their organization; man, of course, always excepted,

“ No doubt vvery fish in alike perfect in relation to
ita sphere of existence; but a gradation of com.
plexity of organization is traceable throughout the
clars, s wenow know it, and the lancelet and lam
are, in this comparison, pronounced by naturalists o
be inferiorto, o7 less fully developed than, the tunny
or the shark. There is, however, but a short range
of gradation within the limits of this classas eom-
pared with that which extends from thoe fish to the
mammal, or from the invertebrate to the vertebraty
scties ; and in the class of fishes it inscen that when
s species overpasses another in certain organs,
¢. 9., in the brain or the parts of generation, the sd.
vance is usually counterbalanced gy & less full deve.
lopement of some other system, as, e, g., the respina.
tory and osseous. In no shark or destracion, o, .
are the gills free, or is there any rudiment of the
lungs, such as the air-bladder of most osseous fishey
presents ; and the lower grade of the skefcton of the
sharks is indicated by the pasition in the so-called
¢ eartilaginous ' order of fishes. When once the
skeloton becomes ossificd in tho claas of fiahes,
little, if anything, can bo distinctly predicated of the
ﬁmde of organization or of devclopeinent of the

sh, as such : in the rest of their organization they
are much alike. ¢ ¢ . .
Probably, therefure, the conditions of the seas In
which the primeval placoids and ganoids existed,
were such as to dispenac with that state of the back.
bone which ia required at its highest stage of deve-
lopment. In relation to the circumstances in which
they lived, palwuzoic fishes were as perfect as their
successors | but, in comparion with these succosson,
they were ¢ leas fully doveloped,’ and the state of
thoie worldmay bae inferted 1o have differcd pro tanto
from the stato of ours, We cannat shut out this
evidence of a different order of things. Not any of
the srguments which Sir Charles Lyell has endes.
voured to Apply in explanation of the non-discovery
of terrestrial mammaiia in the marine strata of the
old world will apply to the remains of scs Askes. .
Palwantology demonstrates that thers has been, not
unly a succemsive development in this class, but, s
regankn their vertchrate skeleton, n progressire one,”
Elsewhere summing up evidence, he says 1~

“ We cuimut controst the total sbeence of cotacean
mammalia in the deposits of the polmoreic and
secondary scax with the abundance of ganoid fishes
in the rame depoits, and the analogous sbundanoe of
marine vetacea with the tutat stinence of inbricated
ganvitts in the sews of the prescut day, without the
conviction that there must have been some ditterenee
in the conditions suited to animal life associated
with such cvidence of succensive development.”

. Indeed, Sir Charles Lyell's obatinate persistence’
in--his ohjection to the ‘1levelopment “Theory is -
evidence of the force of prejudgments (wae will not
say prejudices) in determining convictions ; but
after the absurd attempta to reconcils Geology snd
Astronomy with Scripture notbing in that way is
incredible.  As a scientific question the root of the
error lies, we beliove, in the false conception of
life. Professor Owen, who has a clearer concep-
tion of the essentinl functions of external conditions
(and whose accurnte extensive knowledge of geology
we s0 gladly avail ounselves of, to give to our
position an authority which our own very inado-
uate knowledge would disclaini), insists duly apon
this ashect “of “the question. To those passages
already quoted let ua add thie i
‘ That “the forms of animal life now are very dif- .
ferent from . what they wers in the secondary and
oo i -is shswn not merely by the hon-
discorery of; existing forms and classes” In thoss.
ancient rocks, but by the non-oxistence nowof the *
creatutea that then lived in no mean numbers. The |
ingenious reasons asvigned by Sir Charles 10 aecount
for the non-discovery of mammais and: birds in the
Sslurian and other fess anclent marine formations do
not apply to the non-discovery of Afegalichthysns-
and Ensliosaws in the preaent sens, - No naturalist -
dreams -that- the “air:breathing “fchthyosaurs still
¢ tampost the ocean,’ snd have only esenped notice by
the slenderness of theit anouts, which they Are cOMe
{x:)led to protrude” ta'inhale the atmosphere, m
ungs and the decomponing flesh would have floa
into viow their dead bodies, which, like those of all
existing ait-breathing sea-gionstors; would have beet
ocessionatty - cast on shite. No event in ratural

T histery would create grester Kstonishinent than the™ 7

discovery of & living Trilobite, Ammonite, 1'terichs
thys, or Ichthyosaur! And why? Decsus

the tixed, and, we will add, well-grounded convies
tion in the law of the succeasive development of
animal forms on this planet. Did it never oecur 0
Sir Charles that tho absencs of a aammal and s bird




Var sy -

n 'op«iod:myhapkmonoj tAs samae
.m abunce of pelaosoic forma in our present
world?** ‘
In conclusion, we should observe that while
dermoliabing tho arguments of Lyell against pro-
ive development, Owen is not to be counted
ss an advocate of the form of the hypothesis set
forth in the Vestiges—s form we ourselves regnyd
2 imperfect nndg too metaphysical. Dut the dif-
ferences are reconcileable between all furms of the
development bypothesia directly we substitute for it
the more abstract and comprehensive forinula of the
Law of I’rogressive Adaptation,

PROUDHON ON GOVERNMENT.
Jak Clinérale de la Révolution au XIX Sidcle,

udhon.
Proudhen. (Fourth Notics.)

Qun survey of this powerful and interesting book
now brings us to one of Proudhon’s mast startling
potitiona—the absolute and unequivocal denial of
all Government. DPerbaps, after his fsmous on-
aaught upon Property, nothing equals in its
mdacity and destructive vehemence this negation
of the principle of Authority. It is no new out-
burst. In his first Memoir on Property it is as

Par P. J,
W, Jefls,

eaphatically announced as in this his Jast work. aga
What he means by it we shall endeavour to show,

if we oun disengage his meaning from the envelope

of polemical and dialectical sulitleties,

heré hias been lately, in France, considerable

di ion on the principles of Government—dis-

cussion which has resulted in angry veparation of

the republican partyinto opposite campu ; Ritting.
hausen, Considérant, Ledru Rollin, and Girardin
having Leen severally aiming at the destruction of
representative government, and the erection of

Direct Leyislation—a scheme which Louis Blanc, in
tvo pamphlets, Plus ds Girondins and La Répub-
ligwe Une et Indivisille, has flagellated with vigour.
Proudhon, after flageilating them, turns upon Louis
Blano, and is pitiless.  Not only to them, but to
the two great democratic idols, Rousseau and
Robespierre, is Proudhon pitiless. ‘Their adinirers
will read with indignation the fierce denunciations

snd sarcastic cpithets I'roudhion heaps upon the

two tribuns ; and their enemies will chuckle, ewpre-
cially at the Carlylian epitheta applied 10 Robes.
ierre, “ the bastard of Loyola, and tarfufe de

FH!n supréme!" ‘I'ake away fromn these pages

the bilious vehemence of their polemic, and we may
consider with prefit their criticisin of Rousseau's
8ocial Contract - and. Robespierre’s. democratic
tyranny.

Government under all its forma he aitacks as
falwe in principle and vicious in effect. Ile believes
neither in’ Absolute Monarchy, -in - Constitutional
Monarchy, nor in Deulberacy; he admits no
Divine Right, no Leyal Right, no Right of Majo-
rities. e only Delievés in the Right of Justice—
in the Empire of Resson. “I'he principle of Autho.
rity he rejects in Politics as in Raligion; he will
admit only Liberty—Reason. The purest, sincerest
form of Government is Absolutism—between that
and Anarchy he sees only transitional compromises.
Absolutiem is the initiatory state of Humanity, the
final state is Anarchy. We caution the reader
iginat & natural misapprehension of the - word
Anarchy, which is not used as synonymous with
disorder; but simply what the Greek word implies,
A . &b O'f Gover L beol chﬂy.

Wherefore do all governmenta pretend to control
the actions of men! To secure order. Bo com-
pletely is the idea of order connected with that of
government, that anarchy irresistibly calls up the
idea - of - disorder—~the . two  become. synonyines,
“ But,” he asks, ““ what praves that the true order
of wociety i that which it pleases our governors to
assign to us}’’ A question, indeed, which is implied
in all political agitation. He answers it by say-
m%, that true order muat repose upon perfect
Liberty, whereas Force (Government—Lawa) is a
perpetual negation of Liberty.

- Universal Suffrage, or any other mode of Repre.
sentation, he regards with ity. What! he exclaims,
In a question of that which is nearest and dearest

“to mo my liberty, iny labour, the subsistence of my

“wife aind children,‘ly
in lieu of a direct compact! When I wish Yo form &

o eontract, you interpose;-and insist upon my electing

arbiters, who, without knowing me, withoiil hearing
what [ have to say, pronounce. for of dguinal e,
and I must act ax they. determine, not as I detér-
mine! What is the relation between such a congress
and me? What guarantes doea it offer? Wherefore
should T submit to its decisions respecting my in.
tereste? And when this congress sfter & wordy

“#m to ceept: Representation:| utterly diseredited that.the. phrase.whi

debate, of which I understand 1o syllable,
greaenu ita decision in the shape of a law which it
olds out to me on the point of & bayonet, I beg
to know what hecomes of my sovereignty if it be
true that I am one of the soversign people? Ohol
I have elected hanourable M.P."s—the wisdom and
thi(y of the Nation—the representatives of the
Nation; and by so doing I have delegated my
sovereignty. HBut why must these wise and honest
gentlemen necessarily know more than I do mynself
what my own interest is? My labour, my sub.
sistence, my whole activity, are tobesettled according
Lo their wisdom. 1f I am atupid enough not to
see that they know Letter what is good for me than
I know myself—there is the police and the County
Gaol to enlighten me!
Hereupon follows a chapter on Universal Suffrage

{ which Carl‘v‘le might have dictated. ‘The conclusion

is that neither the Divine right of bayonets, nor the
wisdom of Delegates chusen by Universal Suffrage,
can do anything more than impose Force upon
Society—Dboth are tyrannics which Liberty proteats
against,

Thera is much that is true, much alao thatis
sophistical and confused, in Proudhon’s atiacks upon
Government, upccin“ where he directs them
inst the principle of all Government which he
rightly names Authority.. \We hold it to be quite
certain that Government, as external Coercion, will
finally disappear, Herhert Spencer in his Nocial
Statics bas placed this point in so clear a light
that we need only refer to his reasonings. Dut
neither Herbert Spencernor Proadhon take sufficient
care to represent this condition as one indefinitely
distant—as the goal of social development, not s
condition practicable in our times; above all,
neither Spencer nor Proudhon has with sufficient
distictness brought forward the internal Coercion
(so to speak), the Spiritual Authority which will
replace the external or purely Physical force of
Governments, DBoth have seen this principle, but
neither has given it sufficient emphasis.

To us it is incontestible that in the Govern.
mental, as in the Religious question, the principle of
Liberty, as commonly understood, is a destructive,
vicious principle.  Auguste Comte has luminously
shown the anarchial nature of this pretended Li-
berty, while admitting its importance and absolute
necessity as a destructive and transitional principle.
e truly says that liberty of private judgment is
absurd in astronomy or physics—no man is free to
doubt their “demonatrated truths, unless he aspire
to the freedom of a Junatic asylum; and this om-
nipotence of the Authority of Reason in matters of
Science will be accompanied by au equal omnipo-
tence in matters of Social life, when Sucial life has
its Science. ‘I'he anarchy of Liberty is only the
transition to Faith. No man rebels against the
tyranny of Science—no man rejects the inward
coercion’of his convictions ; but until that Faith is
establivhed, until the Empire of Reason is founded,
the Empire of Force must prevail.

Proudhon had some glimmering of this when, in
his firt Memoir on Property, he said that the
science of gavernment belongs Ly right to one of
the sections of the dcademy of the Sciences of which
the secrétaire perpétuel (Prerident) becomes the
prime minister ; and inasmuch aa every citizen may
sddress & paper to that Academy, every citizen in a
legislator ; Lut as no one’s opinion counts for more
than it is worth, is ooly acceptable in as far as it ia
demonstrated, nobody can subatitute his will in the
place of Reason—no one is King. i

But we are speaking of & future so distant, that
“ practical politiciana® will impatiently shrug their
shoulders. . ‘I'o them we will address a, few words
more immediate in their bearing, - e

That Government, like Religion, like Property,
and some ather *“ Bacred fnstitutions,” has nhder-
gone throughout the slow march of History a

gradual disintegration, is s position demonstradle §

to every open ind., That it is no longer the
Power it once way ia patent to every undesstand-
ing. No longer do the Nations believe that, “ If

the King but knew what misery they suffered, he |-

would remedy it;" no longer do they look to
kings or “kaisers for succour, Divine. Kight iv a0
1 escaped.
‘T'hiers at the foot of the trihune, * Tlte King reigos,
but dees. not govern,” flew over Europe as the.
formulx of “the “universil conviction:: “Hat if-the

‘King doew riov govern, who - does 2 - Have we, as-
Proudhon says, discredited Rayalty to believe in
the Royalty of the Natioval Guard? And if we

believe in them, upon what basie rests their autho-
rity ?

The most important and far reaching change in

| of Sorrow.seated b

modern Europe is the cbangs from ¢ fendal sad
milic.:? condition to an Industrial condition. The
Crystal Palace is our Agincourt and Waterbeo? :
The rise of the Third Estato—the gigantie "VT
ment of Commerce and Industry—~bare altered .
ever the anpect of society. What a revolution i con
tained in that name—dA Cotton Lord / & '
beside which all the ‘other revolutions that have
agitated Europe, are hut as the streetquarrels of a fi
turbulent men : a Cotton Lord—a c%ﬂef, [
tor, once himself, perhaps, & miserable drn
the loom, now sentup from the mills of
to influence the deatinies of the world |

- It requires but & modicum of logic to perosive
that in a society which has seen cbanges so wam,
thers must havs been coextensive changes in the
principles of Government; and thess changes we
sum up in the “ Safeguards of our Constitution
—and we express them when we my the King
reigns, but does not govers. The Government thay
is to come must be an Organization of [nduatry,
precisely because the social atate which we are ap.
proaching ‘roust be preéminently industrial

The Leader, therefors, in sdvooating the prin-
ciples it does, is only leading the age in the v
di;ecﬁon which it has inevitah! ‘g:d':ldm on. be:):c,
wheu we protest aguinit any of t! iat oc
as premature .:g incomplets, we do so because
they seem to us to violate one of the cesential con-
ditions of the social problem, and | the ex-
istence of much of the old lesven, ]
assuredly Industrial and not Military, if we
it in itse dominant aspett; but the Industrial Phasla
.is far (rom complets, universal ; rempanta of Fous
dalism, of Military feelings, thoughta, impulses, etill
Fom{ully operate, and find their exprossion in
acts and institutions. Thess you cannot eradicats
by :dcoup de main; these cannot be ruppressed by
an edict, '

®.

KNIGHT'S LAST SHAKAPERK,
The National Kdition of Shabipers. -Comedics Vel 11, Edited

by Charles Koight, . C. Xnight and O .
Witk Shakspere, Goethe, and Comte, & thought-
ful man has & magnificent library: there ha may -
find food for endless meditation on humanity in

its complex and multiple manifestations, and on
science in its encyclopeediacal grandeur,

Probably Charles Knight, in his unwesried en-
thusiasm, would declaro that Shakspere was alone a

library. No man has worked so incessantly, none
halfso effectively, to get Shaksperoa mi:rnbh
niche in every house. Pictorial editions have
tempted the craving eys of many; library editions 1
have graced the shelves of others ; pocket editions
and ons volums editions have risea up 0 claim -
thieir separats usefulness ; and here we have a sort -
of eclectic edition—the National £dition—uni
something of almost all the others. It s
for the study or the drawing-room; but -is too -
bulky for the portmanteau (an edition is announced
for that purpos), xnd no pocket
hold it. But on the table or desk it is
useful, desimble. The text is printed acroes the

e in fair type, not in double eolumns. The
oving vigilance and erudite care with which thag '
text is composed are known {0 oll students, If we
sometimes openly rebel against bis -smendations
and new readings, we always feel that ha is guided
by the earnest desire 10 settle what Shak spere .
wrote, and not by the poor desire of passing off
ingenuity ; in other words, we are constrained 40
diffr from him-—but dwiys with respect. The
principles upon which hie taxt is founded bavs our
entire concurrence § bmmmm
be coerced by ten thoussad waa ot
accepting such & reading ss Charles’ X has
ventured on in King JoAn.  All the world kaows
and marvels at the sublims passage r— s

. *Here I snd Borrow sit,

Here is my throne ; bid Xings some bow to it
This without & word of explanation, but doubtiess
following the first folio, be printa:—

, o Heelondswrrowestt”
Thus not only introducing a hisstog dificulty tuto
the rerse, but destroying the gv:dnd personification

;,?H; wreichod Queen, But dyd

I8 not sorrows the woed
ho wrote? Nobody can decisively settls sach w .
poiat ;- but - poetic - Jusicn’ insists: upod ‘the dowbt -
Leing in- favour.of the suthar. . U1 ‘
right have we 1o Theobald's !lu-w
Falstafs babbling of green felds ; or of
change from “dedicate her bezuty to the seme™

into

Shakspere write Sorrow !

* And dedicate het beauty to the sunt



