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other side of the channel, devotion to one particular technical quality
threatens to establish a standard hardly less artificial than that of a cen-
tury ago; but arnong Englishi artists the stimulus which missed the
painters of dry land struck the painters of the sea with its fuil force, thougli
each practicaliy confines huiseif to sonie favourite aspect of the ocean,
Mr. llook paints the breezes and broken water; Mr. Hlenry Moore the
heavier movements of the waves ; Mr. Colin ilunter paints the ocean as
a liquid jewel ; Mr. Macalluiii the play of sunlight through the mists which
lie upon it; and so on with some haif a (lozeni more. There is not a
single painter of landscape proper whom we can put side by side with
these men, unless, indeed, it l>e Millais.

The saine spirit is to be recognised in the hest modern portraits. A
hundred years ago, good portraits were, above ail tlhings4, decorative.
Painters like Reynolds and Gainsborough were content to catch a likeness
and to finish a head on a systein, ieaviing Much of their canvas to be covered
by their pupils. A few sîttings of an hour apiece were ail they asked. It
was inevitable that works produced in this way siiould have littie individu-
ality; ini fact, nothing imnpresses o11e so strungly, iii a gatlierirîg of portraits
from the eighiteeuth century, as the xvant of variety ainong the sitters.
On going back further, this becomes stili More stroîîgly miarked. Kneller,
Lely, even Vandyck, seem to have been content with likeness in the head
alone. Lt was flot so with the Duteh. The portraits of Van Der llalst,
Frans Hais, and Remîbrandt are more comparable to mîodern wvork iii essen-
tiais than any landscape of their school, and the best of our living por-
trait painters are more closely a!lied to thein than to those Venetians on
whom they prefer to fix their eyes. It is oniy at the present (lay that the
practice of Rembrandt and Hls bas been revived, and. that the character
of the sitter hias been allowed to decide thc whioie treatmient of bis por-
trait. The first man of the Eiiishi schools to work conscientiously on this
princijîle was Lawrence, who, whatever his fauîts, could ait least model
a head when hie had one before biin; but to sec it tboroughly grasped, we
Illust turn to living men, like .U iliais (at bis best), Holl, or Bonnat, and
to see its reanîts in perfection, to portraits like those of Mr, llook, of
Mr. Chamberlain, and M. Thiers. The object of this article, if it lias
Bucceeded, is to point to one particular phase ùf modern art, as charac-
teristic of the nineteenth century as its author. This phase is based
011 curiosity, the new substitute for faitli. Men no longer dogmiatise
uPoni Nature ; they go to hier, and find ont what she is, and they bring
hack what they can. Hogarth foreshadowed the newv motive iii one of
bi8s Sialier works ; and thîs new trust in Nature lias given an art of its

Wn to the nineteenth century-an art wvbich is likely in time to be piaced
With those of the sixteenth and sevententb-to be called the Inquisitive.

THE TRUE POSITION 0F FREIYCH POLITICS.

TRIS subject May be effectively studied in the Nineteenth Century, wbere the
PreBenit situation in France is most graphicaliy treated by M. Renaud, who
ýoePlores the fact that the Englii nation at large should bc hopeiessiy
Ignorant of matters concerning politics on the other side of the channel.
"Where do Engyliali people," lie asks, Ilstudy our public affairs and states-

,non IWinl not hesitate to deciare timat they derive their information
lfon the Figaro. 'We have in Paris at ieast haif a-dozen newspapers, care-
fuiily and coflscientiously edited, froin. which-due allowance once made for
Part)' prejudices-a stranger niigbv maire himself acquainted with the true

position of Our atlairs. If any one of these journais be read iii London by
]nore than twenty-five people (not reckoning the French coîony), 1 wiii
Undertake to study for six inontlis nothing but Germnan nietapliysics. The
Pigaro alone is the favourite paper, y et there is on, its staff but one political

haeiWriter who isgifted. with sound common sense' mean M. anr.W
hai rance a number of writers of very great merit, Who make the

raistake of being rather too honest. Do the Englii know thein ? No.
Tey know the literary mountebanks. Our savants, our philosophe3rs, our

Pililologists, write and publish works frequently of the highest order, but
as Figaro takes no notice of theni they do not so mnch as suspect their

existence. But if at the shop of somne scandalînonger one of those shame-

te i ()ols should appear, which not evenl a monkey could read without a
biu8h, andi which are exciuded froni our homes, Io the titie of that book,
"'Id the naine of its author, will imimediately hover over every Britishi lp.

i as spoken, and the exclamation is, W hat a hiorrîd race those Frencli
PeopleB are i

tIi0 garo, persistently deceives the English nation. Allow me to refer to,
hast two instances. Eigbteen. months agyo we had in France a general

lOtolTîanks to the culpable division of the Republicans, tlianks also
to th 8Ianerous reports spread against the Tonkin expedition, two hun-

ýred Monarchists succeeded in forcing thcir way into the Chaniber of

bPuties.; themeupon, the Figar'o began to trumipet forth a hymi in favour

eeh OOfling Restoration, and for three whole mionths the Mnis rs
'Iod the di'-go of the Republic. Meanwhiie the fond aitnong the Bepub-

biaris bad t oeetn
able even tof eetn abated, and the Monarchists of the flouse, incap-

din Ofproposing in due fommi the restoration of the Monarcliy, were
î 800vered to be capable only, after the fashion of Irishnien, of parlia-

'entr Rep ubi Scarcely had this demonstration been made when

Pretendersia Government, worried by the inesn nriuso h
the bl' deterniined upon expelling them. &'The French nation,' wrote
A f Igro, 'Wiil energetically condenin tîmîs iniquitous, odious measUre.

th irtdig t elapsed ; the electors were caiied upon to re-elect one-haîf of
U.j deaul.entai assemblies, and behoid! the Rloyalists su.ffered a defeat

Wt' Uat~e in a disaster. The measume, which was to shako the

iolda0 n O h Repubiic, strengthened themn so weli that several depu-
tisgave their adherence to, the constitutional princip les. Stil, on- the
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faith of Figaro's assertions, Englislimen arc convincecl timat Genieral
Boulanger is ' the first man in France.' Lt is said and written seriousiy
in Engiaud that since Napoleon at the zenith of bis power, and Lafayette
in 1830, no man lias ever enjoyed in France a populamity comparable to
lus ; and that lie is (wvith the exception of LU. de Lesseps) the only one
reaiiy popular witil us.

The natural inference froin this idea is that General Boulanger is the
most popular iman in France ; now, the inost popular man in France ouglit to
be the head of the Govemnmnent; therefore M. Boulanger wiii be, ere long,
the head of the I{epublic. So let ns turn to Genemal B3oulanger, especially
as the public abroad have not yet formed as decided opinions as we have
in France. General Boulanger enjoys an immense popularity; no doubt
this popularity does not rest, like that of Lafayette, on a revolution; lîke
Bonaparte's, on victories; or like Gaibta., on his country's honour saved
by hiam ; it is an undefined cotidence, a niysLerious expcctation, and this
makes it ail the deepor and stronger. 1 wili, however, set General Bou-
langer aside, with bis potiticaul aots, \vhich have been. sharply and very
properly criticised ; ani bis qualîfluatimîs "s a military man, the value of
wbich no one bias as yet liad an opportuiiity of g-auging. For, to assert
that Gambetta considemcd ita as one of the four best generais of the Frenchi
arnîy is iost incorrect. Weii, 1 certainly acknowledge Geniemal Boulanger
enjoys a large share, of popularity: (1) among the mank an ie, because hoc
lias sbown a praisewortiy desire to improve their condition ; (2) among a
certain number of youîug ofilcers, because lie imiisclf is stili yonng ; (3)
among certain memibers of Parliamient, because lie is often wiliing to yield
to their requests; (4) anîong the extremne sections of large towns, because
lie is on intimate ternis witiî certain leaders, and also because of bis excel-
lent hor.semansiîip. But this popularity, in reality, is sirnply notoriety,
and it woulcl be superfinous to show that notoricty and popularity differ
as essentially as a figure difflers fromn a numnher. 'Vo be a nuan mucli talked
of is not a common lot ; it is, in fact, a good deal; stili, that cannot bc
called popularity.

Il If to be talked about is suffucient to constitute populamity, whîo could
be more popular than Mdlle. Sarah Bernhardt, or M. Constant Coquelini
General Boulanger enjoys an immense and unexpected notoriety-this is
unquestionable. It is because people do not take the trouble to distinguisli
between two nouns and two things that they make the mistake I bave
been endeavouring to point ont, lu our pamliamntary constitution, Par-
liamnent deternuines iii meaiity the chioice of the President of the Conncil,
and appoints tbe President of the Rýýpublic. Can any one sc a plausible
reason for raising to the higbest mnagistracy of tic country a man who
may possibiy be a good Miist8er of \Var, but who wouid not be accepted
to play the political part of any of our parliamnentary leaders.

"lBut liow is this error to be explained?
tgBy two essential causes. First, nations, even. the nxost forward in

civilisation and democmacy, expemience the childish desîre of pemsonifying
their hopes in the naine of one man. Now there was rather a scarcity of
prominent men at the vemy time when a succession of fortuitous circuni-
stances broughit General Boulanger to the Ministmy of War, Gambetta had
died, and af ter bum, Chanzy, Victor ilugo, and Admiral Courbet. With ail
bis skilh, M. de Freycinet lîad neyer succeeded in appealing to the beart
and to the imagination of the country. M. Leon Say, wlio was but one
man in an eminent but linîited group, lived a nmore or hess voluntarily
secluded life. The elections of the 4th October had cmuslied M. Brisson's
expectations. M. Ferry was stili bearing the beavy bmunt of the Tonkin
expedition. M. Clemnenceau bad aliowed"Ibis opportunity to slip, and was
at the tume the subject of mnucli distruat. Just then General Boulanger
was caracoling bis black charger in the Champs Elysées. Secondly, there
was at that precise boum a great stir in the Repubhican party in favour of
the army. Up to the tume of the Tonîkin expedition it liad been a defeated
army. The splendid enterprise aimed at and carried out in the far East
showed that the young, Frenchi army was botb strong and valiant. Lt bad
brought victory to, our standards. Wlîen political passions began to cool
down, the popuiarity of the armny grew apace, and with it that of the head
of the arnmy. Had bis naine been Lewal Tbibaudin Thoumas instead of
Boulanger, matters would have been exactly the saine. iThe cheers raised
on the l4th July, 1886, when the amniy of Tonkin was reviewed, were in-
tended for the beroes of that expedition. Tiiese cheers weme intercepted
by the present Minister of \Vam; that was aIl, but at the sanie time it wvas
a great deai. The position of Gencral Boulanger shortly af ter luis elevation
was materially strengtlîened by the action of M. de Bismarck, who
appeared to require bis dismnissal froni the important office to whiclieh had
been lately appointed ; this was sufficient immediately to check the opposi-
tion of ail lis enemies.

"Our political parties may bave inany defects, but they are patriotic to
the bonie. -Wben the great Chancehlor seemed to, require froni us the
humiliation of France, the sacrifice, not of a gentlenman calied Boulanger or
Durand or Duponut, but of the soldier who stands at the head of our army,
as if by a tacit and unanimons understanding, or by a kimîd of watcbword
which no one had given, but which ail readiiy accepted, General Boulan-
ger's name was from. tiîat moment no longer to be rnentioned until the
stom lad blown over, viz., tili the end of the Geriuan electiomîs.

66Ahl European nations err in thc matter of the French desiring war.

None is reaily in itself so, anxious for peace, ail the more so, as our army us
not, an army of mercenaries, but an ainîy including evemy Frenchman,
whether midi or poor, educated or ignoranut, capable of bandling a gun ; in

short, evemy available man f rom eighteen to forty. At the beginning of
tlie present year General Boulanger said to me, ' Any man wishing to go
to war is a madman or a criminal and ouglit to be put in a strait-waist-
coat.' ' Ay! ' replies M. de Bismnarck, & but not a single minister lias
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