the incorrect are iliustrated in Figures 2
and 8, tho ficst showling one in * form,”
and the sccond, the sume broughom, men,
and horscs, with such sins of omission or
commission as ‘would relegate it to the
category of the vory bad style. For the
nonco assuming the self-deseribed role of
fago, 1 shall ¢ confess it is my nature’s
plague to spy into abuses” and teld
wherein lie the faults. Beginning at the
pole-head, we find pole-chuins instead of
straps, the former being *‘ correct’ only
in a trap not driven by a scrvant. Next
we ece bearing-reius, which for general
town work are uunobjectionable, and for
some horses almost o necessity, but we
obxerve that thoy are merely supported by
“drops,” instead of baving a seprrate
bridoon bit. Nor are roscttes allowable
on any but & woman's turnout, and cven
these suggest the bow on the whip. Going
flankwards, we ece ioin-straps and tracee
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FIG. 3.—A BAD-STYLE BROUGHAM.

bearers, which are always to be avoided,
except for carringes made after the pat-
tern of state coaches, and go only with
cmborsed harness and bits. On the ho.s.s
we sce flowing manes, aud tails bang.d,
hut not docked. The hanged tail is as
inappropriate for the heavy, as the docked
tail is for the trotting rig; of the long

flowing tail nothing nced be said, further
than that it is simply inex:u.able. Come
we now to the *‘ men on th? Lox:"” and
par parawtbese, o word of expanation
of the distinztion between & foututan and
a groom. The former is always a hou e-
servant, «nd has no conncetion whatever
with the stalle; he goes out on the box.

FIG, 4.—STANHUPY THALTON,

with his mistress, and, if perfectly
trained, knows her visiting list and ad-
dresses quite as well as she horself; his
livery is differeat from a groom's, in the
cut of his coat, in his collar, and in his .
wearing trousers instend of ooots and
breeches.  Returning to our criticism, we
notice these scrvants on the box weunring
tnoustaches, which embellishment, to be
‘“ bated ” by the knowing, “ nceds but to
be scen;” and, further, they are sitting
with their knces wide apart, the coach-
man with a straight whip, aud reins in
cach hand.  Later on, we shall glance at
the proper manner of driving and holding
the reins,—the same principles obtaining
alike for muster and servant. Within
late years there has arisen in Paris and
London, among some very smartly turned.
out cquipages,the custom of the men on the
box sitting with knces bent, as showa in
PFigure 7, but it is not so cffective in
appearance, nor so strong in  command
over the horse, as the position shown in
Pigure 1.  But never, under any circau-
sianzes, thould either man sit otherwisy
than with knces almost, if not quite,
tourhing. There is upon the question of
the sccond man’s arms some difference of
opinion, and either of the two wayy, Fi
gures 8 and 4, but no other is correct;
the former position, however, with army
crossed, is by some counsidered rather the
smarter. And while .upon the subject of
the man, a fact in connecetion with the
color of liveries and painting of carriages
chould be mentioned—the fact that theso
+hould correspond with the color of one'’s
armorial buarings it is owing to this
fazt that such polychromatic brilliancy
is yometimes seen abrodd, und th: unjust
accusition of shoddy ostentation made. -
Most Americans are fortunate in this re- °
gard, not being landen with quarterings,
and ‘therefore being Jree to selezt what
color they fancy. But when they claim'?
this cvidence of gencalogy thoy must resé
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