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STRAY THOUGHTS ON HISTORY.

T HERE lias been tor somne time astan(ling dispute between fhose

who take a soinewhat abstract scien-

tific view of history, as a pturcly (lisin-

terested sttîdy of facts,wxithout regard

to practical issues, an(l those who in-

dine to thecview that 'history is philo-

sophy teaching by example.' The

schaol, however, if it mnay be called

sncb, 'whîch nndoubtedly lias tie larg-

est following amnong those who amni at

definite restilts and care littie for the

refinenients of learning, is that whichi

regards the valie, anid indee(l the dtv

of bistory as consistiîîg alinwst entire-

ly ini promoting a vigorons forni of

patriotism. To the intelligence of sncb

people nothing appears to be more oh-

viotns, than that the 'history wbicb is

perniitteCl to be studied in tlie c(uca-

tional institutions of one's couintrv,

mtist contain notbing which can i anv

way refleet tupon the ancestry, cither

personal or instittntional, of any sec-

tion of the comitinity. On the con-

trary, a souiidly written hîstory niuqt

prove ta tbe youth of the country, as

well as ta ail others, that its past bas

been invariably of a noble and pro-

gressive character.
In history, as in other wholesone

and attractive works oi art, things

shaîld- always work ont successfully

for the bero, whiclh is, of course, the

nation to which anc happenls to be-
long(. The villamn, on the contrarv,

I)l,)n of nccssitv thic nation withi

which we have mo1st iitercotirsC, imist

as inevitaly turn ont hadiv. ( thcr-

wise, where shovld wc get our corputs

7'ile uipon whîch to denmoistrate thc

cviis of other systcmis than our own?

Once adn it seriotiS defccts ini our de-

veioprneiit, or aniv important, virtues

in that of other nations, and ail standl

aris of natbonial honouir and self-re-

spect are confused. andl the vonth of

the country can ncver bc certain as to

the fi'ndamcentals of true 1)atriotismn.

J)oubticss it is very 1)aiinftil to (lis-

cover that rival nations arc apt to

shamcefully pcrvcrt the history of onr

country, and as brazcnly vaunlt that of

their own, fromn t'li iiiost wnworthy

motives of self -glorification. Bu~t then

xvbat can we cxpect fromn forcign

states with sncb a tamnted national

hcrcdity as is invariabiy the curions

fate of the natuiral rivais of the bcst

nations ?

Que niay îlot have the temierity to

serîously question the principles of the

large and popular school of historical

nîethod whichi is here represeflte(l.

But one mav, wit'h more safety, critic-

ally consider for a moment. the atti-

tude of one at least of its minor rivais.

No. 12.


