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MARY, QUEEN 0F SCOTS AND 1-ER LATFST ENG-
LISHi HISTORIAN. A Narrative of the Principal
Events in tihe Life ai Mary Stuart ;with some
remarks on Mr. Froude's History of England.
By James F. Meline. New York : 1-urd and
Houglitoni.
It is the duty of those who have surrendcred their

judgments ta Mr. Froude and wvbo have, formed
their opinions of historical characters under the in-
fluence af his seductive rhetoric, ta read this book.
We only xvish there were reason ta, hope that the
duty -,vould be fulfilled. It is sa much more pleasant
to float through pages ai picturesque narrative,
sweetened with mellifluous sentiment, than ta inquire
whether the narrative is truc. There çould flot be
a stranger proof ai the gencral ignorance of history
and the general carclessness as to historical fact
than the reception given ta the wvritings of Mr.
Froude.

Unfortunately the reproach canat lbc confined ta
the mass af readers, Nvho have no access ta original
autharities and na time for critical investigation.
Professed critics, writing in literary jaurnais, have
disgraced themselves as mnucli as the rnost grilible
girl. Warse than that, Mr. Burton, in bir recent
history of Scatland, not only joins in the general
adulation af Mr. Fraude, but fallaws him almast
blindfold. Our awn estimnate af Mr. l3urtan's trust-
ivorthiness wvas neyer very bigh, but in comman
repute hie bolds a respectable and even an eminent
position.

The secret ai Mary Stuart's characier is buricd in
her grave and in the graves wbich hold s0 many of
the secrets of thase dark, and tragic times. No anc
traincd ta bistorical investigation and sensible af the
duty ai measuring his judgment by the evidence will
commit himself ta a decisive verdict. We canfess,
bawver, tisat Mr. Meline bas made a strang im-
pression on aur mind in Mary's favour. Above al
hie hias, we tbink, camplctely tumned the balance of
e-vidence against the authenticity ai thc famaus Cas-
ket Letters %vhich farm the mast important cemrent af
the case against bier. WTe inay almast say that hie
bias praved tbem ta lac fargeries. And if lie bias
proved them ta lac fargeries, he has not mnereiy
relievcd Mary af the wcight ai their testimony
against her, but created a general presumptian ai
bier innocence ; since, if lier enemies deemned it
necessary ta resart ta fargery, they must have been

cansciaus that there was no genuine evidence suffi-
cient ta -support their accusations. Nat only so,
but their villainaus conduct tawards bier iii tItis
instance renders it highiy probable that in. ail other
matters between bier and tbem, rcspecting wbicb
histarical contraversy bas arisesi, the viliainy was on
their side.

But wlbatever may lac the resuit ai the inquiry as
ta the character af Mary, Queen af Scots, anc thing
is certain. Uniless Mr. M1eline can be answered, hie
bas canvictcd Mr. Fraude nat anly of inaccuracy,
flot only af carelessness, nat only af prejudice, but
of tampering with documents, perverting evidence,
practising disingenuaus artifices and habitually dis-
regarding trutli-of offences, in short, whicb if com-
mitted in the ardinary affairs ai liCe wvauld entail a
loss ai banaur, and wvhich cati bardly bac regarded as
racre literary blemiý.hes when committed by a wvriter
af histoxy.

It wvauid lac impossible for us ta lay befare aur
readers, in the farm i ofcxtracts, adequate specimens
af the investigation and its resuits. Such artists as
Mr. Fraude do nat in general lay tbcmselves open
ta palpable and ovcrivhelming exposure by broad
niis-statements and grass fabrications. They Nveave a
pervading web af artifice aîîd misrcpresentatiant, the
unravelling ai wvbicb is a minute and intricate pro-
cess, and cati lac appreciatcd oniy by fallawing it
tbraugbaut. Even the garbling ai documents is
usually managed s0 as ta lac dîstinctly appreciable
anly by thase who are tbarougbly aware ai its bear-
ing upon the case wvbich it is intended ta affect.
One ar two instances, baovever, may perlhaps lac
selected. Mr. Fraude, weli understanding baw
essential are the Casket Letters ta the case against
Mary, labours wvith ahl the artifices ai whicb lic bias
a sinister cummnand ta prepassess the mind ai bis
readers in favaur ai their authcnticity. But flot
contcnted with this bie attempts ta involve Mary
herseif in an admissian ai the existence af the letters
priar ta the date at which they wvcre praduced, and
at wbicb, if they wvere fargeries, the fargery in al
prababiiity toak, place. He gives an elaborate
accaunt ai the interview between Murray and bis
sister at Lachieven, faundcd an a letter ai tise
English cnvay, Tbrackmarton, whai hadl the details
from Murray bimseli. Tbrackmarton is represented
by Mr. Fraude as writin" "He (Murray) bad
forced bier ta sec bath bier ignaminy and ber danger,
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