
e cu.rr nt lhousie eview is fl.Jl intore ting .,hough somewh t 

un ven, iber. Pe.rhap, the -rticle to which most red.er will first turn, nd 

in ich st will find v..nmixed njo ents ie th t by th Editor hi msel f, on 

Samuel epys. In the hole e tholic r lm of literature ere i of 001rse no 

more enJt:-"'ing Dr. Stewart h s treated it ith hi s usuals e t ouch , 

and with much unostentat ious lee.rni~ . The trtiele which stiffen the texture 

of th number, an r i n s the ?' (; der thc,t the publicat ion is a Revie , nd not 

po u.l r ma"' z i ne, is th t by rofessor Knox on Shakespeare s !ouehstone of 

Li t r ry Criticism. Though not beyond the ken or the YeraJe student of liter-

t ure, t11is 1s a scholl:aly piece of writing, pithy, point d, nd. 'critical . A 

po er or critici is wh t one s t desider tes in Canadian public tions. Here 

it y be seen. A. o. cR e contributes a very interesting sketch of the Jew 

d nti-ue itis in ~ rope history. One wi hes, vie of the ti eline s 

or such articl, es eci lly, that t he riter had voideo the ttFor- 1 ck-of-space-

this rapid-surv y" t ouch. and iven ns ore ref rence to his authoriti e, as t 

t e o set the ~rtiele promis d to do. Th title 

misnomer for the art i cle on th t engagi ng eight enth eentur1 period or urke nd 

Fo.x. But the articl itself is not disa pointing . ere is promi in an 

rticle on the Ace ians by young gradu- t e of lho s ie, J . s . ~rtell . 

In Topic of the y the gre t experiment of President 

Roo evel t i s inter tinJlY tre ted. In the ame ection there is e tribute t 

t t e l t r . •c ehan , which many will e g rly r ntl. . 

'l'be weakest thi in the number is bit of sciolistic gibber-

ish c lled "In fence of ~vertising" . 

The ook Reviews show much better ense of proportion than is 

usu l either i n the Dnlhousie or in ether C ad.ian public tions . 
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