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ther these whole fine presentations of.the Ir
‘quaetiBi7aflar all they are so di scordant, so
o -frapidentary, so onedided; that it
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wholo Yitérary/work, If hé Had not” hud oced-
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sofewhatat lebgth l‘.liistory\ of ‘Treland
it olagion ¥o the ‘ff&%gh';f;Govefn?pent, und T
confess, With-the’exception of the dutes and the

names, I should not?have recognized the pic-

tare which the brilliant essayist drew., I're.
member once Mrs, Butler read for us a- strik-
ing extract from Marmion. I have declaimed
‘jt, listened to it, sung it and croened it over a
huadred times, and when I heard it announced
it seemed to me it would be but a tame piece

" o Hsten " to; buf when thé desp-studied and

uncqualed voice, and that soul that permeates
all her-‘public readings, gave me the piece
anew, I thought I had never seen it at all.

" 8o when I listencd to'this history of Froude's|

taking out the names and the dates, I did not
racognize the story: No doubt, it was fair
caough' to- England. With rare justico, he
painted her as black as she deserved. Thatis
honestly to be said. ‘But having given one
begid, liberal black pigment to the whole can-
vag,‘he took it all off and brightened up the
lines. : As it wassaid of Joshua Reynolds, that
he would proclaim an artist the first of pain-
ters, and then in detail deny him every quality
of the artist, so Froude, having told us ina
sentence of marvellous frankness that Elizabeth
was ohargeable. with every fault that a ruler
¢ould commit, that she lacked every quality of
a worthy ruler, wenton pieee by picce to say
that-in no other possible way but the one she
did oould she have met the exigencies of her
reign. Then when you tarn to Ircland, every
statement, I think, of
' THE ENGLIBHMAN I§ PALSE;

false in this sense, shat it clutched at every idle
tale that reflected upon Ireland, while it sub-
jocted to just and merciless scrutiny every story
that told against England. He painted the
poverty, the aparchy, the demoralization, the
degradation of Ireland for the Iast three cen-
turies, as if it stood out exceptional in Europe,
as if every other kingdom was bright, aud this
wis the only dark and disgusting spet on the
continent, whercas, he knew, and would not if
questioned have denied, that the same poverty,
ihe same reckless immerality, the same inecre-
dible ignorance whick he attributed to the po-
pulation of Ireland was truc of France at that
day, true of Kngland at the same period, truer
still of Scotland at every date that he named,
And then when he came to the public men of
Trcland he painted them monsters of corruption,
steeped in the utiost subserviency, in the wost
-entiro readiness te traffic for votes and prinei-
ples, when he koew that, all that being granted
these men were toiling and panting in their nar-
row capacity to lifc themselvesup to the level
of the corruption of their Kuoglish brothers.
(Applause.) He pninted every leading Irish-
man but Grattan either as a noisy demagogue
or & childish sentimentalist, and cven Grattan,
when he had said that he was honest, he finally
ended bim by paivting him as a simpleton. I
krow that you ean pick out of his lectures here
and thers a just sentence of acknowledgment ;
but I um endeavouring to give the result of all
the discourses—the impression that would be
ioft on the patient listener after hearing them
all. Now, it scems to me that 2l this indicates
the partisan, the pamphleteer, the pleader of a
cause, not an impartial searcher after a great
trath or the generous and f{rask ackooledg-
ment of agreat national error.  Some wen were
sarprised that an Kunglishman should bring to
this country & question apparently of so little
interest as the relations of Ireland, but it would
be only a superficial thinker that would bo led
ioto that mistake. The relations of Irelund are
the gravest,
: TOE MOST IMPORTANT FEATURK
of Brogland's politicall ife. Eight years ago I
was bissed in Cooper Institute for having said
thas Baglond was a second-rate power on the
eless-board of Burope, but to-day her journal-
istshave ccased to deny the fact, and are engag-
&d in.un cxplanation of why she is 'so. And
the two great influences which have made ber
fall from a first-class pewer arc the negleet and
oppression of her own musses and sevea ceo-
turigs of unadulterated and infumous oppression
of Ireland. Mr. Frondo told us, with epig-
rammatic force and great truth, that the
wiokedness of nations was always punished,
t¥at, no matter how long Provideoce waited, in-
theend.the wickedness of a race was answered
by the punishment of their descendants. Eog-
jand has held for seven centuries to the lips of
her sister Ireland a poisoned chalice. Its in-
grodionts were the deepest contempt, the most
uameasared oppression, injustice, sach as the
worldever saw bofore. As Mr, Froude said,
Providence to-day is holding back that same
cup to the lips of the mother country, which
bas; withia a dozen years, felt the deep punish-
ment, of her long injustice to Ireland. Ten
years: 270, when  Germany pressed to the wali
the small kingdom of Denmark, which gave to
Rugland her Princess of Wales, England longed
to draw her sword ; whean, two years ago, Bis-
marck snubbed her in the face of all Europe,
again and again insulted hor,smote her actually
in the face, England longed to draw her sword,
but she knew right well that the first cannon
ghe fired at any first-rate power, Irelund would
stab her in the back. Checkmated, she cannot
‘mové on the chess-board of the great powers,
and one of the great causes of this erippling of
her powers is the Irish question,
© Tdo not wonder at all that the thoughtful
Bnglishman should long to explain to the world,
if he oan, how the steps by which his country
Bas beeu brought to this step have heen, inevit-
Aable, that by no wit of statesmanship, by no
geéngrosity of high-toned: and magnazimous
‘houor could she have avoided the path in whigh
‘she’is treading. If Mr,. Froude could make out

higar i led, that it
’@?K_&‘ii:ﬁhﬁﬂjﬁé with the character’ of his

of iTreland in..

through the American people that Eogland ac-
cepted the inevitable fute which the geographi-
oal proximity of Ireland had entailed upon her,

it ‘would have gone half way to wipe out the’

clots on bis country’s fame. I do not wonder
he should make. the attemps.’ I believe that
-istead; of England’s having conquered Ireland,
‘that inthe t
88 it stands to-day, 7 .

‘i IRELAND HAS C6NQUERED ENGLAND.

. She has summoned her before the bar of the
civilized world tp judge the justice of her legis-
lation ; kg has checkmated her as a power on
the chessboard of Europe« she has monopolized
the attention of hLer statesmen; she has made
ker own island the pivot upon which the des-
tiny of England turns; and her last great states-
mac and present prime minister, Mr. Gladstoue,
owes whatever fame he has to the supposition
that at 148t hie “has devised a way by which he
can conciliate Treland and save his own coun-
try. ‘But in all the presentations of the case it
seems to mé that'our English friend has been a
partizan and not a judge: Let me illustratein
one or two instances what I consider the jus-
tice of this charge. The population of Ireland,
previous to 1811, is wholly matter of guess.—
There never was a census till after this century
had opened. Sir William Pettie, Fynes Mor-
rison, the Secretary of Lord Mountjoy and
othera have formed an estimate of the different
periods of the population of Ireland. Now,
what I charge as & proof of partisanship is that
whenever it served his purpose to adopt a small
guess in order to excusean English injustice or
to bear hardly down on the critical condition
of the Irish, he has »lways selected the smallest
possible estimate. Whenever it zerved his pur-
pose, on the contrary, to exaggerate the moral
inefficiency of the Irish people, tho divided
councils, the quarrelsome generationg, the totally
inefficient race, compared with some interval of
English rule, he has alwnys adopted the largest
guess, Tor instance, the historian's estimate
of the population of Ireland was made about
the year 1600, the beginningef the seventeenth
century, which was made by Fynes Morrison,

ITe puts it at from 500,000 to 600,000 men.—
Mr. Froude adopts this when he wants to say

that James I., in coufiseating six of the best

counties in Ireland and settling them om his

followers, was not very harmful, beeaunse he

says there were very few inhabitants in Ireland,

and room encugh for a great many more. I

do not see myself by what priociple he would

justify a despot in eonfiseating the counties of
Essex, Suffolk, Norfolk, Middlesex, Bristol,

and Worcester, turn out all the inhabitants,

and give the property to alicns, beeause there

was a great deal of

VACANT LAND IN NEBRASKA !

(Laughter and applause.) I do not see any
cxact moral principle. Then he brings us
down to 1641-49, the era which Cromwell, with
14,000 troops, subdued Ireland. Then it is
his purpose, as an advocate, te swell Ireland
iato large proportions, and show you a great
people swept like a herd of stags before one
single poworful English hand, Then he tolls
you that Sir William Pettie has estimated the
population of Irelagd in 1641 at a million and
a half of human beings, an estimate which
Hallam calls prodigiously vain, and it is onc of
the most marvellous estimates in history, Hero
was an island, poverty-stricken, scourged by
war, vobbed of its soil, and still it had trebled
in population in about thirty-eight years, when,
with all our multitudinous and uncouated emi-
gration, with all our swelling prosperity, with
all our industry and peace, with all our frait-
ful lands and no touch of war, with all this, it
took our country more Lime $han that to treble.
It took France 166 years to trcble, but this
poverty-stricken, war-ridden, decimated, skarv-
ed race, trebled in a quarter of the time, How-
ever, having put dowu that point, the advoocato
goes on in qpder to exaggerate the trebled im-
morality and frightfnl fratricidal nature ef
Irish life, and tells you that in the next nine
years this-curious population, which had trebled
four times quicker than any other natien in
Burope, lost 600,000 in the wars. How the
wars became so much more dangerous and
bloody and exhaustive in these nine years than
in the thir¢y-eight before, nobody explains.
He tells us there were 900,000 men, women,
and children when Cromwell came to Ireland.
These 800,000 were the old; the young, the
women, the deerepid, the home-keepers, Crom-
well landed with 14,000 men, and hew many
did he meet? How many did this population
send out to meet him ? :
. TWO AUNDRRD THOUSAND MEN !

Every other man in the island went out. When
France elevated horself with gigantic enmergy to
throw back the utter dirgrace of German annihila.
tion, how many men did she put into the ficld?
One in fifty. When Germany moved to the contest
for the imperial dignity of Europe, raised all her
power to crush France in that terrific struggle, how
many did she raise ? One in thirty-five. When the
Soutb, in her terrible conflict with us, was said to
have emptied everything but her graveyards into
the cause, how many did she aend out? @ne in
twenty. But this poverty-stricken, decimated, wo-
men and children population, went ont one in fonr!
(Laughter.) Massachusotts, stirred to the hottom,
elovated to a, heroic enthusiasi, in the late war,
sent out how many? Oane insixteen. Massachu-
sctts, swelling, earnest, prosperous, peaceful for
forty years, full of adult, robust men, sends out'one
in sixteen, or one in eighteen, it is 'hard to say pre-
cisely ; but Ireland wasted by a hundred years’ war,
gent one 'in four, if you will believe Mr. Froude.
T'here never was such a nation on tho face ot the
carth. Well, all I can say is that if 960,000 sick,
infents, men, and old women tcontrive to putan
army of 200,000 into the field to fight a nationality
that is trying to crush them, God crush the nation
that ever dared to lift a hand against it | (applause.)
But that is thc idlest tale in the world, of course.
Sho naver raised the army ;. ne creditable autherity
ever supposcs it.  Shohad probably 30,000 or 40,000
men in the field in different parts of Ircland, and
that would.give her'a much larger army than any
other natien of simila® size was ever supposed to
send into | the  field, and  Mr. Froude says they all
‘united against Cromwell, whereas they were about
equilly divided emong tf]pmsel\'r.es,'nnd that discus-
‘sioi ‘wag worso than English arms. - But you'sce it
was necessary - to make out -the -picture: that’ we
.should get a large aimy of 225,000 men, because

~

the true, essential statement of the case,:

brilliant egsayist to. ith 1 ngure b
after one or gvo stalwart blows they alldisappeared
like a snow-drift before  the: sun.. Yes, that is a
favorite phrase; it occnrs half-a-dozen times in ‘de-.
scribing the defeat of the’ Irish "army; and if it is
wanting, then comes - another . thati they wero like.
straws 8ot on fire. Cromwell wentto Drogheda:
‘and massacred every living being; he. went to Wex-;
ford and met with stalwart .resistance, and then-
fleshed his sword in bloed with. a barbarity which
even Macaulay hesitates to describe. * At last Ire-
land kuelt down at his feet”
XNELT DID IT?

Well, the next city he went to was Clonmel, and
she resisted so gallantly that he granted her honer-
ablo terms. In Kilkenny nothing but the treachery
of some persons inside the walls would have got
Cromwel) inside, and he himsclf said, *I never
could have touched you, if you had not a traitor
Yother side of the walls” That did not lock much
like a snow-drift. But Scotland is the great 1d§n1
of our eloquent friend. - It was Scotland that never
made a mistep: it was Scotland that exhibited the
finest qualities of national unanimity. Well this
great English soldier went to lrcla.nd,g.nd had s_pgnt
a year, and.after massacreing, butchering two cities,
and having a hard fight with two more, and leaving
them with compliments and honors, and then unable,
even then, to leave Ircland till- the Protestants be-
trayed their own Ireland, this same soldier went to
model Scotland, high-toned, chivalrous, united,
brave, ideal Scotland, fought two battles, took ope
city, had no butchéry, and in six months Ieft it sub-
Jjected.

IS THAT A SNOW DRIFT?

Rather it is'more of a snow-drift than Ireland. I
claim no praise fer Ireland especially. She ch'd
make no gallant resistance, broken up in races, di-
vided by sects, worn by centories of oppression.
When (irattan, with his heroic energy, and by the
powers of bis simple life and eloquent tongue, cle-
vated Ireland into the union of 1782, taking advan-
tage with statesmanlike insight of the great oppor-
tunity of England’s affairs. Mr. Froude has no
praise for him, and he tells us that the constitution
he founded if allowed to live wotuld have amountad
to nothing, because every Irish membeor of Parlia-
meqt was corrupt ; and he told us of this man offer-
ing himself for sale, and another asking for a thou-
sandlpounds, sndiwhen he had painted the infam v of
the traffic, he said, Where is Grattan ? It was &
just and honorable testimony against political cor-
ruption and did hener him who made it. - Cannot
wa sea that this effort is made to prove that nation
is unfit to be trusted with self-government ? Can-
not we sec that the man points to the Irish Parlin-
ment, with such'a leader as Grattan, and says it is
unfit to be trusted with a constitution, until someo
wiser, purer minded rnce is allowed to intervene and
save them from themselves? May we not ask
where is that race to be found, and are you sure that
sou will find it in London, composed in equal parts
of Scotch and English members of the Honse of
Comraons? Scotland sold Charles 1. to his cnemics,
tho old English nation, for 400,000 pounds.

THAT IB ANGELIG!

{Laughter and applause.) The French minister of
Louis XIV. reported to the French Government the
pames of the men who took money to sell their
conntry in the time of Charler Il.—every great
name except thatof Russell, the younger Hampden,
Algernon. Sydney, and all the great names that
figure in a boy's rhetoric at college. Will you go
down a little farther ? Walpole, ufter being expell-
ed from the Bouse of Commons, becomes afterwards
the prime minister of that respectable’ body, nnd
boasts that he knows the price of every man in it
and dies the inhabitant of a palace filled with the
plunder of his official life. Chatham, that name
that no stain never touched, becomes the paymaster
of the English forces, and refuscs to steal the inter-
est of the public funds and put i§in his pocket:
and Grattan says Buch honesty astonished Europe,
Macaulay says siich integrity was not known among
politicians. Miss Martineau says his course was in-
credible, and King Geoerge Il said that an honest
man like that was an honour to human natare. If
a simple honesty liko thatastonished the world, what
must the world bave been? Well that same pick-
ing and stealing, which Chatham disclaimed to
touch, was well known to have becn the foundation
of the princely fortunes of tbe house of Flalland.
This is the angelic nation that comes down to help
poor Ireland, and befere whom does Mr. Froude.
first make his argument ? To whom, on hir land-
ing on this soil, does he offerit? To an andience
of New York, where, if he had said it threc years be-
fore, it would have taken alanterh infinitely brighter
than Diogenes' to have found one honest man in the
city or State Gevernment. Why, it seems to me an
actual impudence, astounding, to give that a5 a rea-
sen why the constitution of Grattan could not have
succecded. How should we have borne it if Tweed
bad lived in 1790, and some Englishman had pro-
posed that the song of George 111, with their mis-
tresses, should come over here, and the members of
the House of Commeons, and help New York to nn
honest government-? It seems to me that the pain-
ter of such & pictare is not a fair judge of the condi-
tion of Ircland, Then again, take this very criti-
cism on Henry Grattan, Wolfe Tonc of 1782, who
undertook, under tho constitution, to carry out the
nationality of their country, )
MR. FROUDE READ US,
with grest nausea, seme very absurd proclamations
that proceeded from the pen of Wolfe Tone, but re-
member that there have been a great many silly pro.
clamations, and it does not prove at all, bscause a
man’s head may have been carried away with the
excitement of the controversy, he may notbe an
honest man and a patriot after all. What was it
that turned the hearts of the young men of Ireland
of thatherioc day ? Why, he tells usthat it was the
French revolution, the revolvtion that was & tornado
and earthquake combined. Itswept up i its great
maclstrom Mackintosh, Jefferson, the Duke of Rich-
mond, and the finest intellects of Europe. It swept
kingdoms from their places, and c¢ven agitatcd the
young republic. It was no'fault of Grattan. It was
the common misfortune of that generntion that the
violence of the French Revolution npset the hopes
and rendered uscless the labors of many a patient
and great soul. It is not to be {hrown apon Grat-
trn as an cvidence that he lacked common senso
and statesmanship, but only that in common with
all Europe he felt the violence of that eritieal
period in the history of the human race, " (Mr.
Thillips next referred to O'Cranell, another great
name whicly, he said, it had pleased Mr. Froude to
fling & sneer nt. He paid a glowing tribnte to his
memory, and then procepded to compare the condi-
tion of Ireland with Poland.) )
Mr. Fronde never mentioned the name of any mnn
who played o part in  Ivelnnd'’s history, with the ex-
ception of Grattan, but tbhat he snecred at him. -I
appeal, s;id Mr, Phillips, to the grand jury of the
Amcrican people, where & nation that ennnot rnle a
nation except with the sword, after 700 years, is not
Lound to give up; that in cndeavoting to rule an-
other race it -bhas no policy except extermina.
tion, is it not bound to give up? TFor seven hun-
dred years prond and conceifed Tngland has bheen
governing impoverished Treland under the pretonce
that Irclund cannot take care of itself,

I BAY, LET HER TRY .

(Applause) Mr. Froude snys why if Ircland wants
it we will Tet her Ro, but we know it will be te
anarchy. Still I say,let her try. Suppose she fallg,
suppose ‘that her statesmen fall her, whose fault
.willit be ?. -Her own? I.submit not. Suppose a

Y

man/were kidnapped, gagged, bound, robhed, abused,

‘and if:theylet hiim looso .and_ flung him u
‘into "the- sea

haye followed Smith_ O'Brien.,
tanght by the long, experignce,‘convingéd.by,the in
tellect and-proved statesmanship of “Gr ﬁ&m ang
O'Connell, Mr. Gladstong turns; ‘Bimself taj¢h

—~At{Tagh howev

nation in Europé’ feels {that until'.this
settled Englandtan never draw a sword

;'g_t‘:yvést_ion is’
““while her-

ligh race,-to” claim of us a verdict that hall bé o'
salve to a conscience that has po rest, hannted by
the ghosts of Elizabeths and Henrys that have made
tha blood of the Saxon race infamous on the records
of history. (Applause.) b
In thecourse of the lecture the speaker was liber-
 ally applauded, for his andience was largely made up
of those Bostonians who believe inand always swear
by Wende!l Phil 5ps. A :

MR. FROUDE’S FOSITION.

A REYIEW BY THE AUTHOR OF * MARY, QUBEN OF &COTS,
AND HER LATEST ENGLISH MIETORIAN.”

{To the Editor of the Tribune.)

Sir,—~When I answered (Tribune, 23rd Nev.,) your
question “ Why should not Mr. Meline accept the
Challenge which Mr. Froude has just uttered in
Boston ?” it was my intention to say no more upon
the subject. But our American hospitality has been
s0 liberal to our distinguished English guest, that,
while his Boston proposition has been everywhere
reprinted, my reply to it has had scant notico or.re-
petition.  While T do not complain of this, it is but
sitople justice that the objections te Mr. Froude's
specious challenge should be understood and Lis
true position made kunown.

For one, I find it to be my dury to protest against
the reception of that gentemnn's « History of Eng-
land” as a work unworthy of the name, and to do
all in my power to avert the calamity of having
such a travestie of history read by and impressed
upen the minds of the rising generation in this
country ag a trustworthy record. The grounds on
which { base this protest are very fully set forth in
‘“ Mary Queen of Scots and her latest English His-
torian,” and 1 declined to accept Mr. Froude's so-
called " challenge,” for the following, among other
reasons :—"If Mr. Froude had been accused im
merely general and sweeping terms of bad faith in
his treatment of historical documents, he might
Justly say that it is impossible for him to reply to
the vague and the indefinite, and demand something
specific. But that is mot lis case. The charges
made in the book to which you refer—¢ Mary Queen
of Scots and her latest English Historian’—ure clear
and explicit in cvery instance, citing page and
volume, chapter and verse.  Wherever ihe historian
is charged with unaathorized assertion or suppres-
sion, with interpolation, with adorning his own lan-
guage with inverted commas, with changing exprer-
sious which do not suit him for such as do—every
such objectionable passage is designated by italics
or otherwise, and where he claims quotation, con-
fronted with the original in such a manncr as leave
no possible room for mistake. Now these originals
arc pot always state papers.  Mauy of them are pub-
lished works ; some relate to I'rench listory, some
to the Simances papers. A very large number of
Mr. Froudc's historical asscriions are totally with-
out support of reference, and what are charged as
his gravest offences—his sniyestions, concealment,
iznuendo, altributing of motives, pictorial exaggern-
tion and pretended psychological introspection—are
all matters which utterly clude and such test as he
proposes.”

In his lecture at Association Hall, on the cveaing
of November 30, Mr. Froude refurs delicately and
carefully to this reply, giving it treatment anbny-
mous, and evading angwer to any of the charges ad-
vanced inthe work aliove mentisned. And here I
avail myself of the opinion of one of our leading
dailive: ¢ We do not Inean to be so discourteous as
to say that he deliberately evades them, Bat lie
practically evades them.” [ Phe World, December 1.]
And, referring to Mr. Froude's Boston proposition,
the same paper adds: » This has an appearance of
candor and fairness, indeed, but, while it keeps the
word of just criticism to the ear, it breaks the scnse
of just criticism to the mind.”

That Mr. Froude at this or any other time would
answer the charges prerented in “Mary Queen of
Scots and her latest Knglish Mistorian,” T have never
expected.  He cannot do it and better his position,
ind I am, morcover, sufficiently familiar with bis
“ manner of fence” with critics at bome io know
that he would not now attempt serious responscin a
case of any gravity. Mr. Froude cannot reply to my
allegations, becnnse, he says, “I am on one side of
the Atlantic and my books and paprrs are on the
other;” and he then repeats the plaintive wail made
several vears ago in The Pall Mall Gazetle touching
his pigantic labors with documents and MSS, “in
half a dozen languages” But during all the years
Mr. Froude wag at home among his beoks and pa-
pers, his most aggressive critics and those of bluntest
speech succeeded no better than I have in obtaining
answer, explanation er apolegy from him. In reply
to the rmost damaging imputations, to the most
oflensive accusations, he had nething to sayr—and,
wigcly, said nothing. Tuke one instance. In his
ninth volume, in describing the scene where Both-
well at the head of 1,000 bersemen intercepts and
earries off [Mary Stuart, Mr, Froude represents that
hvr guared flew to her side to defend her, but that
“ with singular composure she said she would have
no bloodshed ; her people were outnumbered, and
rather than any of them should lose their lives sho
wotild go wherever the Earl of Bethwell wished.”
Upon this passage, Mr. Hosack, in hia ¢ Mary Queen
of Scotz and her Accusers” (p 302) makes this
withering comment : " But this is the speech, not
of the Queen of Scotw, but of Mr. Froude, who bas
put it into her mouth for the obvious purpose of
Icading his readers to conclude that she was an ac-
complice in the designg of Bothwell.” I8 the aceu-
sation sufficiently explicit? Now this little speech
of 28 words—a pure invention of Mr. Froude, for
which he wisely abstains from qnoting any authority
—is ome of the hundreds of instances of flagrant
literary outrage which could not be brought within
the purview of Mr. Froude's clever Boston proposition.
e cites neither ¥ state paper” ner anything else for
it, and thus tho thronging crowd of fictions with
which hig nevel is filled wounld totally escape tirial
and candemnation, Of yet another passege : (Froude,
vol. ix.. p. 119,) Mr. Hosack remarks (p. 346) : “ For
the circumstancer here so graphically detailed, Mr.
Froude is infiebted entirely to bis imagination” Mr.
Hosack's work was published in 1869, at London,
the abode of Mr. Froude and of his books and papers,
but to thesc peculiar charges he Las never attempted
defense or reply. ]

Another instanee: At p. 295, vol. ix,, Mr, Froudo
speaks of the examination of the so-called casket
letters submitted to the Dnke of Norfolk and others
as Commissinners for Queen Elizaboth, and says:
“ He (Duke of Norfolk) inclosed extracts from the
Ietters in his dispateh, and he loft it to Elizabeth to
sny whether, if they were genuine, which he and his
compantons believed them (o be, there .could  be any
doubt of the Quoen. of Svoty’ guilt.’ The portion of
this pasrage most damaging to Mary Stuart, the one
which T give in Ttalics, and which algne Mr, Froude
adorms with quotation marke, is presented to his
readoers ns an oxtract from Norfolld's dispatch. Tere
is Mr. Alexander McNeel Caird's comment npon it:
% There nre no such words in it, nor anything like
them.? (Mary Stuart—Her Guilt or Innocence.

and thrown on board a ship and taken to sea; and

Preface to 2nd Ed, p. 34) Mr. Cuird's book’ wnﬂ.
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Tebegine with his« History” Tho. one. all.imped:
ant poiit.of controyersy.in the Ma.'x_'j!';Btl.mrt;'I\in s
ANEDES of th Casket Tottors - - ‘they are oo
Mary Stuart is beyond doubt é."'g.,uilty’}miii'ﬁing?
Gase agpinst her js closed. If they are foreers,
xj;gg:igggnt{,tgpga}}jg;ncm;i@ﬁ. afeithe mu
Barnloyy with Quieen Flizabéth and Cedif qe
ries béfore am aff lﬁrthe:fécli?t. el e
‘turné’the whale quiistion;and
‘a8 every one else” knows-it,
‘into his History, his first. duty

T

ingy

erem ‘of
iy ac
gt lingls pote:
42 Frotde knowy, i
Om'-jxt:trbdd_cing,s:th;m_
] w igh this
authenticity—if -he could, ~He dﬁ;&ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ Micie
‘but promises-to discuss the authenticity “ip g fpt !
vo]}lme.’.” fl_‘he reader, all’ anxiety to haye uttm:e
major question settled, reaches the futuro v, 1 hie
caly to be evasively informed by Mr, Froudg ltllllm
“the inquiry at the time appears to me to 8npe u
authoritatively, all Iater conjectures,” and t,s ?ede’
to some twaddle as to the genins of Shakes isten
being required to invent one of the letters [’}em
this performance, here is the opinion of bigh lite -
authority in Scotland—that of the Glagoe I, Yy
“That the writer of & voluminous history gﬁr ald
pook pooh as unnccessary’ such discussion ‘ff-'d
scores of able men hold opinion opposed to l;is Py ile
is cowardly and impertinent ; that be should v bl
them into the texture of a history both beforn e
after the time for discussing them arrived is “n_Bnd
amIi unworthy of a historian.” ! Jost,
am aware that it may be claimed f
that he did sustain a coﬁtrovcrsy in ?:tlg;ﬁ;mf de
instances. The first and earliest case was that h
which he was-taken to task by Tie Edinpy "
Revizw for attempting to blacken the chammrpﬁ
one of the greatest and best of men—Sir Thom
More. I am under the impression that he wi?;
thank me for not-dwelling ‘upon it It may be
found in the number of the Review for chyob
1858. The sccond case is that of an unﬁnish::f
controversy with ' Miss Agnes “Strickiand out of
which Mr. Froude contrived to—ivﬁgg]é_ Ia
sorry Lo be obliged to usc.the word, but it is an
only one which properly describes hig 'tmumnme:-3
In his history Mr, Froude suppresses all mention of
the fact that Darnley's mother,,the Countegs &
Lennox, became satisfied of the innocence of Ma
Stuart, and se wrote her in a letter which i5 cn!.ir::y
ly accessible in the English Record office, whors
Mz, Froude is 50 entirely at houe. (Séc! “Ma ¢
Queen of Scots and her latest English Hl'storim?':
Pp. 281,282.) A controversy upon this point wes
carricd on in The London Times, which I am fortyn
ate enongh to be able to_describe in RMigy Strick-
land's own words. From a letter of that lady to.;
correrpondent in the United States, dated March 22
1872, I make the following extract: "Of coureo
you are aware that T was the first to introduce the
letter of her (Mary’s) mother-in-law, to the world—
a complete justification of the calumniated Queen
I obiained FHer Majesty’s leave to have g Jac-simile
of the precious document made by Netliereliffo and
printed in my volumes as an nct of justice to Mary’s
niemory. 1 then said: ¢ Now the controversy ig at
an end ; for if the mother of Darnley could writa
in such a loving and revential style to Mary, who
shall dare to doubt her ? Judge then my ;;h'ong
surprise ‘and indignation at Froude's disgracefnl
book, which appeared jost aftcr mine wag f?nished
I wrote {0 the editor of The Timee, exposing his falge
witness respecting Darnley’s murder, and inquiring
his authority for the scenc in Darnley’s house st
Kirk o’ Field, after the Queen was gone, and his
singing the 55th Psalm to his page, remin::‘ing him
to whom T wrote that Darnley was a stanch Roman
Catholic, and would not bave tolerated the English
version of the Psalms; for when John Knox pre-
sented him with & copy of his version of the Psalms
which he had dedicated to Darnley,
youth tossed the book into the fire,
ing Knex for his compliment, Froude, afier a few
days, inade 8 most lame rely, to which I rejoined,
and quoted Lady Lennox's Ietter.  He answered by
queting = letter written two years previous, when
Lady Lennox was under the impression that Mary
was gui]tx of her bushand’s death, Of course I
qute again, explaining the misconception under
which Lady Lennox at first labored, and quoted her
own ictter to Mary in which she apologizges for her
mistaken iden of her guilt; but——of The bt
whao had written .the laudatory review of Froude
being his brother-in-law, of conrse prevented the
insertion of my letter, which must have floored the
falsc witness. So he went on in his career of auda-
cious falsehood unchecked.” :
I havecited these instances to show that Mr.
Froude's refusal to answer my book is part of a
system long since settled npon by him, and that it
does not arise from the fact that the Atlantic is
between him and his books and papers. That my
book merits an answer, or—more properly speaking
—that Mr. Froude's reputation stands sudly in need
of a reply to it, is not my judgment, but that of per-
sons fur more competent than I am to decide.
Goldwin Smith, late Regius Professor in the Univor-
sity of Oxford, says:—* Unlevs Mr. Meline can be
z.mswered, he has convicted Mr. Froude not oaly of
inaccuracy, not only of carelessness, not only of pre-
Jut_lxce, but of tampering with documents, perverting
evidence, practicing disingenuous artifices, and
habitually disregarding truth.” ‘ .
A distinguished American author and critic ex-
presses himself to the cffect that “if Mr. Meline is
sustained, if there is no evidenes to offsct his show-
ing, Froude is a fraudulent writer of history;” and
the New York FEvening Pou, which editorislly,
means Wm. C, Bryant and Parke Godwin, is- of the
opinion that “the case made agninst Lim by Mr.
Maline’s work should ot be left to stand if Mr,
Fronde places cven a moderate value upon his good
name.,”
But if Mr, Froude will not answer my whole Look,
I have a right to exact thai he shall, at least, com-
plete the nnswer already entered into by him againet
one of its charges. I have, se to speak, a lien nupon
him, and am justified in ingisting that he shall finish
what he'has undertaken. At page 211, volume viii,,
Mr. Froude presents a vivid pictire of Mary Stuar
full of passion and revenge, and adds, “ she said she
would have no peace till she had Murray’s or Ohat-
elheraut's head,” supporting the passage with this
teference, ¢ Randolph to Clacil, Oct. 5, Scotch Mss,
Rolls Honse” Mr. Froude was told -that there was
no such Ietter in existence, in or out of the Relis.
House, and, saon after, a reply evidently inspired, if
not furnished, by Mr. Froude himself, appeared in
the New York Zribune of October 15, 1870.° It
claimed that there had beer v either by himself or a
compositor, u clerical error in giving the name of
tlo lotter.” #It was the Eail of Bedford instead of
Randolph who wrote the letter, though, owing te
the fact thnb Randolph was at tbat time about the
Court and in connection .with Bedford, the latter
could only have been written with authority of
Randolph.” That in the letter I was right, but in
the spirit false, &c., &c., and much more to the same
effect—all claborately misrepresenting the nature
and tenor of the Bedford lotter, and fotally failing
to show wheré Mr. Froude found the passage, “She
snid she could have no peace,” §c. I procured from
the English Record Office o certified. copy of the
Bedford letter, which, with. an aceount of the con-
troversy so far as it was carried, may; be soen in the
8th chapter of « Mary, Queen of Scots, and Lier latest
English Historian," “Lhic pastage “ She said she
could haye no peace till sheo'lind Murray's or Chatel-
heranlt’s bead;”is pot- ihithic ‘Randolph letter a5
cited by, Mr. Frotde, for -thet; letter, be ndmits; has
no existence. * It is'not in the Bedford letter. . Whers
did Mr, Froude obtdin'it? . I pange for a.teply..
Porhaps it is this case wliich provokus ME. ¥roude's
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