
which does not suit his ideas of- simplïeity,* but the average
judement of readers will decide between' them., Canada has haa Ï11%
no Case in anywise likely to be confound6d with Wm. 0'uE6 Fu

It will bc said that he has descended too -often to trivial

matters, and has related them in a style too familiar, or that ti
such things should have beéü preserved alone in notes. Hiï L

answer is, (1), he has not' aspired to the dicrnity of history
(2), that the incidents referred to, were necessary to, a just

à he has writtien
portrai-ture of tbe times of whic (a), and
if ùecessary ýq be preserved at all, they might as well appear in
the tert as apywhere else, or even better. Notes'call off the
attention and. where they recur often, which ià this book

they mul,it have done, teaýe tbe reader's mind.

One Cher objection will be but toô justly made-the style- is
more -parenthetical than it shouid bc in order to easy readiiig,
This'is laygely characteristic of the. author at all times, Who

early acquired the habit of crowdina what he wrote about into
a small. space but» it arose especially from the brévity be
affled at in this work, joined.to the maltifarious iteins' hebad
to preserVe -some of -whieh came to I*,opht after a parao-raph, or
sentence, was written, and had to, be tb1rust in somehow,

Had he posses*sea-.all the materials it now, contaïus at the
beginning, it might have bee'n written more flowingrly or if
he had now time to re-write it, this characterïstie might be,
secured. This is not now possible and he will never be.

p id for -the drudcery he. has already" performerdý without M;J
taking on tiàt -aadi-tional labor.


