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orators seem ta bave cauglit no bright ray, and are not
lit up witb the lambent spark. There are no McGees
now, and but one Macdonald, whîle the duil and uninter-
estiug are counted by the hundrede in the college, the
forum and the Leg ielature. G.

GLADSTONE AND THE AMERICAN CIVIL WAR.

To the Editor of THE WEEK:

SIR,-Tbe discussion recentiy raised by aur talented
!ellow-citizen, Mr. Goldwin Smith, in the North Amerîcant
Review, bas called forth observations from representativo
Americans upon the supposed iil-will o! A moricans ta
England, arisîng out o! questions connectod witb the Civil
War. Ln my letter, appoaring in THE WEE'< for June 27,
I sbowed that in 1870-71 1 !ound in New York and New
England that the real Amoricans, at that time, were free
from any euch feeling. After the lapse o! 20 years of un-
interrupted poace it is abeurd ta suppose that the roal
American feeling on that subject bas risen f rom tomperato
ta boiiing paint.

1 re!erred ta Gladstone tàs the anly British statesman
who wished ta depart !rom the very etricteet neutrality.

or Lu justice ta him it muet ho etated that heoanly advocated
tbe recognition o! Southern independence but nat the
slightest active interference. But an bath sides o! the
Atlantic ail foît that simply acknowledging tbe independ-
once o! the Sautb-without the slightest act of hostility-
would bave practically decided the struggle. As Napoleon
L. continually asserted witb respect ta warfare-moral
force (in tbe sense in wbich lie understood it> ta physical
force is as three ta one. The recognition a! independence
by Europe, witbout any nation actively intorfering, would
practicallyý bave meaut an increase of power o! the Soutb
by one-third, and a corresponding diminution o! tbat o!
the Nortb. Besides this special trouble it wae clear that
Napaleon (who was strongly urging Great Britain ta join
witb him and bis satellites in taking the dreaded stop)
would have been happy ta achieve a littie cbeap military
glary, ta, have dazzled the eyes o! the French, wbo s0
deariy love political theatricalism. Hie bad a great Iiking
for limited-liability wars-a maximum o! glary with a mini-
mum o! riait. Hie ruling passion was ta perpetuate bis
dyuasty on tbe tbrone. A succeseful and triumphant

* Republic was an eyesore ta a man wbo bad strangled one
o n the banke of the Seine. It wouid bave been easy for
bim-there was no one in that dread haur ta practically
say him nay-ta bave sent 20,000 French soldiers ta sweil
the farces o! Lee. The French, as military co-partuors,
excel in making people believe that IlCodlin is the " man

-"and not Short." Sa that wbile the Southerners would
have doue nine-tenthe o! the fighting, the ignorant smal
farmers o! France, wbo mainly upbeid bis tbrone, wauld
have believed that France had doue nine-tenths o! tbe
figbting and the Confederates the remaiuing one-tenth.
Or ho miglit have figurod as a mediatar, and, borrowing
from Lafayette'e tinselling, been bailed by hie adherents
as the Il Hero o! Two Worlds." From bis reetlees intri-
guing nature it is certain that after the recognition o! the
Soutb ho wou]d not bave looked on with foldod arme.

Lu time ta came wben third-rate American politicians
and Irieli-American editors will have ceased grinding their
axes at the expense of their dupes, the neutrality o! Great
Britain, under great temptations and provocation, will ho
looked upon as one o! tbe grandest bietorical actions o!
this century. No otber great power woubd have doue the
like. While L was in the States, in 1870-71, L repeatedly
read accaunts in tbe daily papers of projected warlike
invasions o! Cuba, the territory o! a nation with wbom the
United States was at peace, and againet wbom tbey bad
not the sligbtest cause o! quarrel. The particulars o! the
sbipe, cammanders, etc., were !ully given, but only occas-
ionally were any stops taken ta prevent these acte o! open
piracy. They caused great boss o! life and treasure, and
tbe commission o! many crimes. The Cubans nover bad
in arme mare than two or three guerilla bande, sa that as
againet the power o! Spain the struggle was a hapelees
one.

What Gladâtone Actually Did Do.
Ln Il reland Under Coorcion" (Houghtan, Mifflin and

Company), W. %H, Hurlbert, one o! the ableet and mast
judicial-miuded o! American autbors, refera (p. 7 and
note A) ta Gladstone's celebrated speecb at Newcastle, on
October 7, 1862. Gladstone, as a Cabinet Minister, stated
that IlJefferson Davis bad created an army, navy, and a
nation "-and that it wae "las certain as anything in the

*future could bo, that the "South muet separate itef f rom
tbe Union." This rash statement, witbout regard ta
cansequences, wae evidently a bid for popularity among
unthinkiug people. At tbat time (see IlObambers' Ency-
clapedia-Cotton Famine ") a million o! mon, women, and
cbildren iu Great Britain were snfferiug tbrougb the cotton

Sfamine-and Napoleon was bringing all tbe influence ho
cauld ta bear upon the British Goverument ta get it ta,
recaguize the independence o! the South. Lard Palmerston,
the Premier, and the other ministers were naturaly ini-
nant at Gladstone's conduct-and Sir G. C. Lewis, Ilthe
echolar statesman," one a! bie colloagues-wbo was looked
upon as Paimerston's future successor-although thon su!-
fering f rom an ilînees whicb ultimately ended bis life-

À* repudiated Gladstone's utterance at Hlereford, an the i 7tb
o! October. Miluer Gibson, a Second cabinet minister,
also, publicly did the like. Lt is notewortby that, except
Gladstone not a single statesman, eitber amang the Liborals
or Canservatives, advocated the recognition o! the South-

and, so far as actual force was concerned, there was not a
single instance known of any one advocating it.

Why Did Gladstone Acft Plus ?
Probably from several motives. Firat, from a reason

which bas neyer before been pointed out. He was, from
family antecedents, predisposed to look leniently upon
slavery--for his father had been a slave owner, and part of
his own fortune was derived from that source. His maiden
speech was an excuse for slavery-"l honourably and legally
acquired property." But by what will be known in future
ages as the verb, "lTo Gladstonize," he characteristically
worded his speech so that, when desired, a portion of it
might be quoted to show that he was opposed to slavery-
whiie his father and ail other slave-owners would ho
impreseed by bis vigorous defence of their real or supposed
rights, and exultingly quote him as a great champion on
their side. There was a cejebrated barrister in England,
Sir Charles Wethereil, whose handwriting was a miserable
scrawl. When solicitors tried to read bis written opinions
they were often sorely puzzled to decipher them. There
was a saying in the legal profession that he bad tbree sorts
of handwriting-one that bis clerk and no one else could
read, a second that he could read but no one else, and a
third that neither ho, nor his clerk, nor any one else could
read. This applies to some of Gladstone's speeches-but
the simple key when one is puzzled is from Dickens-
"Codlin's tbe f riend-not Short."

Gladstone spoke bis maiden speech on the 17th of
May, 1833. Lt was on a question of slavery. Gladstone
senior owned many slaves on bis estate in Demerara.
Lord Howick-a Liberai-had, in the House of Commons,
charged that owing to severity in working the slaves on
the Gladstone estste there had been a loss of 71 lives.
Gladstone, in reply, stated (see Cassell's Life of Gladstone,
p. 78) that when the estate of Vreedom Hoop came into
bis father's possession Il it was s0 weak owing to the great
number of Af ricans upon it, that he was obiiged to add
200 people to the gang." (This, of course, proved that
Gladstone, Senior, bought 200 slaves.) He then added
that the loss of life was caused by changing the cultiva-
tion from cotton and coffoe to that o! sugar. He was
ready to admit that this cultivation (sugar) was of a more
severe charactor than otbers. But what sbould we say of
a system of management wbich caused the deaths o! 71
people on one estatel 1Tbe truth really was as a corres-
pondent of the London Spectator stated-tbe father
was a man capable o! great hardness te others. Evidently
he was bound te have bis pound of flesb, and his slaves
sufféed accordingly.

There was somtbing very rich in Gladstone's speech.
Lt has often been stated that bceovidently lacks the sense
o! the ridiculous. Lt recalle to mind Squeers' pathotic
description of the imaginary happiness of his unfortunate
and deeply-wronged pupils at Dotbeboys Hall. Mr.
Gladstone stated that be beld in bis baud twa letters
from the agent (the practical overseer of bis father's
estate) in which that gentleman spoke in the kindest
terme of the people under bis charge-described their state
of happinees, content and beaithiness, etc., etc. Under sucli
circumetances, as the Irish comic song rune, I"Oh, why
did you die 1 " Could Squoers, when morally riding hie
bighest horse, have beaten thie?1 This slip is a striking
corroboration o! wbat Mr. Goldwin Smith has written o!
Gladtone-that he o! ton appoars to be unable to undor-
stand the consequoncos resulting fromn what ho doee or
says.

On the debato being resumed, Gladstone obsorved that
he Ildeprecated slavery," but he asked, Il Were not Eng-
lishmen to retain a right to thoir own bonestly and legally
acquired property 1 H1e thought there was excessive
wickodness in any "violent interference (i.e. freeing the
slaves without camponsating the ownere) under the
present circumstances."

Gladstone's father was one of the leading Liverpool
merchants. Until the slave trade wae abolished, oarly in
the century, that town was tbe headquarters o! those
engaged in that most iniquituous traffic. Gladstone in hie
early life muet in his fatber's house have met numbers o!
those who believod it to be an honeet trade-consequently
ho was in sympathy with hie father and othor slave
owners, and not with the slaves. Lt is reasonably certain
that these facte greatly influencod hie opinions on the
American Civil War. We shouid especially note bie
opinion as ta "the excessive wickodness o! violent
intorference."

Another of Gladstone's Reasons.

Unfortunateiy for the general wlfare, the real hietory
of Gladstone's conduct wbile he was a member of
Palmorston's Cabinet has been unwisely withhold from the
public. A !ew facte, howover, are well known. Palmerston
complained that Gladstone nover behaved as a loyal
colleaguA. Ln plain Englisbhe subterraneously intrigued.
Palmerston said he had a drawer.full o! Gladetone's letters
of resignation. Wae one of those anent the public
repudiation o! hie Secession Speech I Doubtiese when he
!ound that ho could affect notbing by such devices, ho
suffered friends to persuade him ta withdraw them. Lt
should also be borne in mind that it was Only s0 late as
1858-lie then being !orty-nine-tbat he definitively joined
the Liberal party. The late Earl Derby asked him tojoin
bis Conservative Cabinet in 1858, wbich he was willing ta
do if lie had the leadership o! the House of Commons.
But Disraeli would not vacate that position in favour of a
man whom he regarded as a rival. Therefore Gladstone
finaliy broke with the Conservatives.

À Third I2eason.
One of the leading features of Gladstone's character is

his excessive love of approbation. Lt is hie ruling p)assion.
Bearing this in mi, and alea wbat Palmerston eaid o!
hie bebaviour as a colloague, the inforonco naturally is
that hie fanious Secession Speech wae an attempt to force
Palmerston's band ; an effort to make himself the leading
man in tho Cabinet; a bid for popularity among unthinking
people; to figure as Ilthe observed o! all observers," and
this without the sligh test regard to the dîsasters that wouid
have heen caueed by sucb reekiese conduct. But provi-
dontiaily it was otherwise ordered. Youre, etc.
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TJHE NYMPJIS' GROTTO.*

Siceiger,i ilpis errat qiium forte Caystri,
Inter Ledoeos ridetur corvius (dores. -Martial.

*BEsIDE the Euxine son, beneath a bill,
There is a del bore grows a laurel staid;
And, clinging ta ite boughs, a laughing maid

With timid foot piays with the waters chili.
Her comrades gay, at conchal trumpet's sound,

Dive 'neath the dancing wave ; the foamy brim
Shows bore a body white, and there a lîmb,

libre sbining hair, there rose of bosom round.

A gleesomenees divine fille ail the wood-
But seee! two eyes tbrougb sombre shadowe gleam;

The Satyr's laugli breaks in upon their play.
The nymphe, tbey fiee !-Sa wben, of sinister brood,

A rayon ewart croake o'er the snowy etroamn
0f Caystros, hoe friglite the swans away.

ARNOLD HAULTAIN.

A SHORT DEFENOE 0F VILLAMIS.

MD the universal grayness that bas sottled mnistily down
AMupon English fiction, amid the delicate drab-coloured

shadinge and hialf-liglits wbich requiro, we are told, se
fine a ekili in bandling, tbe old-fashioned reader misses, înow
and thon, the vivid colouring of bis youtb. lRe misses the
slow~ unfolding of quito impossible plots, the tbrilling
incidients that were wont pleasantly ta arouse his appreheni-
sion, and, most of ail, twa charactors once deomed essentiai
ta every novel,-the horo and the villain. The beoaine is
lef t us stili, and bier f unctions are far more complicated
than in the simple daye o! yore, when little was requirod
of bier save ta ho beautiful as the stars. She faces now the
most intricate probleme of ife ; and she faces theni with
consciaus self-importance, a diemai power o! anialysis, and
a robuet candour in discussing their equivocai aspects that
wauld have sent bier buried sistor biuebing ta the wall.
There was somotimes a lamentable lack of salid virtue in
thie fair dead sister, a pitiful human woakneee that led ta
ber undoing ; but. she nover taiked so giibly about sn. As
for the bora, lho owes bis banishment ta the riotous manner
in which hie masters handied bini. Bulwer strained aur
endurance and aur credulity ta the utmot; Disraeli took
a stop further, and Lothair, the last of bis race, perished
amid the cruel laugbter o! mankind-

But the villain ! Remombor wbat we awe ta him in
the past. Tbink how dear ho bas become ta every rigbtly
constituted mind.And now we are told, soborly andoildly,
by the tbin-bioodod noveliets o! the day, that bis absence
is one o! the crawning triumphs of modern gonius, that we
bave ail grown too discriminating ta tolerate in fiction a
charactor whom wo feel doos net exiet in life. Man, we
are reminded, je compiex, subtie, unfathomable, made up
o! good and evil so dexterously intermingled that no one
element predaminatos coarsely over the reet. He is ta ho
situdied wariiy and with miegivinge, not claeeified witb
brutal ease inta the virtuous and bad. Lt is uselese ta
explain ta, these analyste that the pleasure we take in meet-
ing a character in a book doos net always depend on aur
baving known bim in the famiiy circle, or eucounterod bim
in aur morning paper; tbough,judged evon by this stringent
law, the villain holde bis own. Accopt Balzac's mule, and
excludo f rom fiction not only ahl which migbt not really
happen, but aIl which bas not really happened in truth,
and we would stili have studios enough in total depravity
ta darkon aIl the novels in Christendom. 1 have before me
now two newspaper cuttinge, briefiy narrating twa receut
crimes, wbich display in one case an ingenuity, and in tbe
other a tolidity of wickednes8 quite unparalloled in the
regions o! romance. The first-whicb I would liko ta
commend ta the canideration o! Frances Power Cobbe,
who thinke thatjealousy is an obsolote vice-le au account
o! a young Cuban, who revenged himeol! on a succeseful
rival by mixing the dried virus from a smalîpox patient
with some tobacco, which lie proffored bim for cigarettes ;
the result being the deatb, not o! the victim only, but of
his entiro household. The other is a hietory o! a poor
German farm band who, soeiug bis mietrese attacked by a
rabid dog, went bravely ta ber roscue, and throttled the
animal, after having been bitton several times in the bauds.
Hie employer ascertained that the dog was really mad, and
tbat bydrophobia migbt possible onsue, and thon promptly
and coly turned out-of-doore the man wba had saved hie
wi!e. Alone; friendlese, pennilees, unable even ta speak
a word o! Euglish, the young fellow wae carried ta the
aimshouse, there ta have bis wounds dressed and ta, takre

* Translated from M. José-Maria de 1{eredia's "Sonnet Antique,"
iu the Revïue du Deux Mondfes of May 15th, 1890.


