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And not only (to make an end of fault-
finding), not only has Mr. Wilson made
himself a mouthpiece for all that the per-
fervid genius of the Scots has ever found to
say in praise of itself, but he has been some-
what hasty and inexact in his historical en-
quiries. Certainly, in 1414, the English
King Henry IV. did not take James I. along
with him on his second expedition to
France. If there were no other reason,
Henry IV. had then been.some time dead.
And certainly Mr. Wilson ought not to have
printed Lapraik’s ¢ When I upon thy bosom
lean.” They arve shocking bad verses, what-
ever Burns may have thought. .And besides,
good or bad, they are not Lapraik’s. They
.are a bungling plagiarism from an English
piece in the Weekly Magazine ; and the really
lamentable mauner in which they have
suffered in the stealing is the last article in
the charge against

“the odd kind chiel
Aboot Muirkirk.”

‘We have him convicted on two counts; not
being able to write verse himself, and not
knowing what was good in other people’s
verses. Again, the fable of the “ Eagle and
Robin Redbreast” should certainly have
appeared in the collection, but as certainly,
I apprehend, should not have appeared under
the name of Alexander Scot. “Ar. Scot”
was the signature with which Allan Ramsay
chose to send abroad his forgeries; it con-
tains, it will be seen, his initials and a
declaration of his nationality which is cha-
racteristic of the race. The fable in ques-
tion, which is here attributed to the *“ Scot-
tish Anacreon,” and the ¢ Vision” which
has been rightly enough placed among the
selections from Ramsay, both appeared for
the first time in the Kvergreen under
the same signature of Ar. Scot. And,
unless Mr. Grant Wilson has some other light
unknown to me upon the matter, I cannot
understand upon what principle he has
separated them. Kither they are both by
Scot, or both by Ramsay. There is no
third way. And, as a matter of fact, I
believe they are both Ramsay%.

But Mr. Grant Wilson is not without
qualifications for the task he has set him-
self to do. Of course, all anthologies make
bad blood. Of course, one is far more sorry
for the good things left out, than pleased
that so many have been put in. I am in-
consolable for Drummond’s sonnet, begin-
ning ‘““In vain I haunt the cold and silver
gprings.”  Where is “ Auld Lang Syne?”
What strange blindness .fell upon Mr.
“Wilson when he began to make his selections
out of Scott ? Scott, of all men, is the man
to gain in a properly made anthology. And
here he has not gained; here he has lost
cruelly. The death of Marmion has been
printed, the admirable battle-scene imme-
diately preceding is left out. And of all
those inspired fragments of song he scattered
here and there about the pages of the novels,
we have no more than the barest representa-
tion. On the whole, however, the selection is
well done. There might have been a little less
of what is Scotch in no real sense, and the
same principle which led Mr. Wilson to in-
clude Susanna Blamyre might have led him,
not without advantage, to leave some others
out, She was English by birth, but wrote

in the Scotch spirit ; these others were born
Scots, but aped the English manner just
well enough to fall between two stools.
And, indeed, they will not long detain the
reader—they are so dead and so dead-heavy
—and he will pass on to what is genuinely
national in the collection, to the specimens
of that merry, coarse, and somewhat prosaic
poetry which began with James I. and is
yet scarcely cold.

“ Christ’s Kirk on the Green” is a direct
descendant of the Canterbury Tales, and
its best successors are all more or less in
the same vein. A clear stream of narration,
a plentiful scarcity of serious images and
similes, a sort of dry slyness, a gross, un-
flinching realism in humorous disquisition
or description—these arc notes common to
almost all that is good in Scotch poetry.
Even when an author seeks to move pity, it
is not by strong language that he sets about
the task, but by dramatic truth. In the
simplest words, he makes his characters say
what they might have said and do what they
might have done. Hé relies entirely on the
inherent pathos of the sitnation. He does
not scek to heighten or idealise. He is no
Shakspere, only a sort of provincial Boccac-
cio at the most.

All this is fairly ,well illustrated in the
volume under review. Here also the rcader
will find that gem of a poem, Alexander
Hume’s “Day KEstivall.” In speaking of
such work, one must beware of the Grant-
Wilson school of oratory. Let an carnest
recommendation here suffice.

A point of curiosity is the rest of Burns’s
ode about Washington, some lincs of which
appear already in his Correspondence. It isa
very poor performance, but interesting as
another testimony to the profound sympathy
of Burns for all democratic movements. Why

“does Mr. Wilson tell us no more about’ the

history of the piece; and why (since we
are at fault-finding once more) does he not
give us explicit notice when a picce is origi-
nal and when it is a translation from Gaelic.
Roserr Lovrs STEVENSON.

THE SUEZ CANAL.

Lettres, Journal, et Documents pour servir
Uhistoire du Canal de Suez. Par Ferdi-
nand de Lesseps. Premiére Série (1854,
1855, 1856), and Deuxitme Série (1857~
1858). (Paris: Didier et Ci¢, 1875.)

(Second Notice.)

Tre second period, which is by far the

longest, extending through ncarly all 1853,

and ending with July, 1858, forms the

greatest part of the work. Itis by no means
the most important or the most interest-
ing; still it deserves carcful study by the
historian of the period, and by those whose
fate it may be to apply for similar conces-
sions. M. de Lesseps, who scems to have
lived on the railway and in the stcamer,
once narrowly escaping shipwreck, ranged
over the whole of Europe, Scandinavia alone
excepted.. His conviction evidently was
that nothing could be done without his
personal influence to correct the apathy of
the public, in presence of such absorbing
eventualities as the Crimean War and the
Indian Mutiny., At the same time we can-

not but think that much of this work was
demanded by the restless cnergy of his
temperament, and, especially, that he wilfully
wasted the whole of his time at Constanti-
nople, where Abd el Aziz was known as
“ Sultan Stratford,” or “ Abd el Canning.”
The first trip begins at the end of January,
1855, when knglish influence determines
itself against him in Egypt. Tous les Aa-
glais, an Calre et & Alewandric, surtout les
hommes du  clemin  de fer (Sucz-Alex-
andria), ont fait tout ce qu’ils ont pu pour
nous nuwire. 'There is some truth in this ex-
aggerated statement: I could quote the
name of more than one adventurer who
came to the banksof the Nile simply with
the object of ¢ putting a spoke in the French-
man’s wheel.”” It is a curious contrast with
the fact that the 10,600,000(. advanced by
the Viceroy came chiefly from English loans
protected by the revenucs of Egypt—brietly,
that we supplied the moncy for the canal.
But his mission was in vain. e received
from His Tmperial Majesty Paudience o plus
bienveillunte, but nothing more; Rashid
Pasha, cufoncd jusqu’a lo barbe dwis les caus
de lord Stradford, granted him cverything
save a réponse concluante, and the * greab
Eltchi ” whose cacluvisme beitanncgue o . .
devient intolérable powr le crddit de la Franee
en Oricut, contents himself, while disclaiming
any hostility to the project, with nttering the
ominous words, dans wie posilion comme la
mienne,Uindépendunee personielle a ses Limites,
et ne saurait <effacer devant les coenlunlités
officiclles. Yet he wins one important victory,
a Vizerial letter addressed to Mohammed
Sa’id Pasha, provisionally approving of the
affaire du Cwwil. About the middle of March
he returns to Cairo, convinced that his seules
difficultés viennent de U Angleterre. i
This campaign is the type of its numo-
rouns successors. After two months’ work af
Cairo in promulgating the ¢panl-projet and
in preparing the projet  définitif of the
Viceroy’s engincers, in' encouraging and
comforting lus “dear prince,” and in cor-
responding with all who could be useful to
him, he repairs, firman and report in haad,
on June 5 to Paris, and to London on
June 25. Supported by the *cxcellent
Minister” Count Walewski, he has nof
the fear of Lord Cowley, Lord Palmer-
ston, and Lord Clarendon before his eyes’;
and he determines to opposc them by means
of public opinion—_{ravailler Fopinion is his
motto. “The cditors of the Tiines and other
journals have assured me of their good
will,”” he writes to the Emperor: “the ad-
hesion of the Times is now an accomplished
fact,” he writes to the ¥mpress, far from
guessing the nature of that assurance and
adhesion. He then returns to France, and
prints his circular, announcing the forma-
tion of the Scicntific International Com-
mission, paid by the Viceroy, and consisting
of some thirtcen eminent professionals, nine
of whose names are given in p. 273 (vol. i.).
On November 19, 1855, the ¢ anniversary of
his birth,” he concludes the second cum-
paizn by rcturning to the “ Pare Region.”
The commission is courteously reccived
by Mohammed Sa’id, who munificently placgd
at its disposal one of his steamers for a trip
to Upper Egypt; and all set out on Novem-
ber 27. The excursion ends on December 16,
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and the journal abounds in interest. - * M.
Mac-Clean,” the chief engineer for England,
calculates that Europe could now build for
1,000,0007. a monument equal to the largest
pyramid of Gizeh; and that for only eight
times that sum (200,000,000 francs) he
could finish the Suez Canal, which represents
in excavation and transport of earthmthirty
times the amount of work. Verily, “age
of wonders!”

The next year opens with an international
note, announcing that the commission, after
finishing its labours—in less than a fortnight
has sent in the report to the Viceroy. The

bouquet finul was the important discovery of
a new maritime basin (Port Sa’id), which at
once took the place of the dangerous Pelu-
siac Gulf. The triumph was celebrated in
heaven by another signe de I’alliance, in other
words a rainbow whose “tender colours
gradually assumed more vivid hues; and,
rising gradually from its extreme point in
the west, ended by forming a complete
arch.” Much comforted by this phenomenon,
which had been predicted to him by his
mother-in-law, and providéd with his two
documents, .the firman and the second
report, M. de Lesseps, after nearly two
months and a half in Egypt, again turned
his face northwards, pour fuive de Vagitation
partout, especially in Austria and Germany,
Russia and FEngland. . He still does not
despairof the latter. Joln Bull a généralement
la conscienee de sa situation.  Moreover,
VAngleterre wose pos avouer les nolifs de
son opposition 5 mais 11 feut bien qu'elle se
persuade quwelle ne pert plus  ambifionner
le monopole du convncrer du monde, ni la
domination de toutes les mers. The gencra-
tion which has scerf the naval precedence
of England wiped out by a stroke of the
Foreign Office pen, without impeachment
of the Minister, will hardly want that infor-
mation. -

The line led through Trieste, wherc a
friend was found in the wealthy and power-
ful Signor Revoltella. At Paris he estab-
lishes his organe spécial et en quelque sorte
“officiel, the Isthme de Swuez, and informs
the Emperor that déspite Lord Palmerston,
“ever the man of 1840,” I'opinion publique
en Angleterre  sest prononcée favorablement.
He has audiences with Lords Palmerston
on which convince him that
- their«opposition arises from Il crainfe de
Javoriser le dgveloppement de la prospérité ot de
la puissageegle U Hgypte, all of which is duly
reported %of the Viceroy. Yet he persnadces
Mr. Wyldgto exhibit in his Great Globe in
Leicester Square a relief-plan of his canal,
with the observation, cettepropagande popiL-
laire est cacellenfe. At the Royal Geogra-
phical Society he received une sglre dapplau-

dissements, which were renewed at the end
of his “speach”; and in Paris he enlisted
the sympathies of the Académie des Sciences;
and m Vienna he obtained the favourable |
opinion of the “illustrious doyen of diplo- |
macy,” Prince Metternich, then in his eighty-
fourth year. After thusably advocating the
qrande entreprise, he returned to Egypt in
mid-July, 1856.

At Alexandria he issucd his report to the
Viceroy concerning the Fellahs to be em-
ployed by the Company, and nothing can be
more thoughtful or more humane ; the whole

document (No. 103) does him honour, and
he justly observes:

¢ En effet, le livre [the Koran] qui a proclamé
la charité comme la principale regle de la vie, ol
il est dit qu'aux yeux de Dieu le meilleur homme,
est celui qui fait le plus de bien & ses semblables,
ne s'opposera jamais 4 lapplication des mesures
que pourra conseiller la civilisation la plus
avancée.”

After working the King of the Nether-
lands, which he undiplomatically calls I«
Hollande, he flies back to Paris, and issues
in his journal an admirable note, entitled
“ Considérations sur I'Egypte.”” He shows
that this great and wealthy valley, with its
five homogeneous millions of industrious
and intelligent inhabitants, has a life of its
own, exceptional as its position; that it has
been ruined whenever reduced to the rark
of a mere province ; and that, whilst adminis-
trative centralisation is its bane, its pros-
perity, and even its existence, depend upon
the good or bad will, the force or the feeble-
ness of those who preside over its destinies.
The last noticeable document in the first
volume is that entitled ¢ Description som-
maire de 'Egypte et de l’isthme de Suez.”
The geological part considers all lower and
middle Egypt to be a tertiary formation,
whilst the Italian savants would make it
of much later date, the newer Miocene.
With the second volume (1857-58) we
may be more succinct. The first twenty-
five pages relate a trip in which the pro-
jector accompanied the Viceroy to the White
Nile as far as Khartum and the second cata-
ract; it begins badly with setting fire to
the cancessionnaire’s mosquito-curtains, and
burning him severely,? but he rejoices at
thus having paid his defte au mauvais sort.
This part ends. with orders issued by the

Viceroy, to the governors of the Sudénm,
Senaar, Kordofan, and other provinces, regu-

lating the taxation and ameliorating the
condition of the Fellahs. Nothing can be more
amiable or\ patriarchal ; but, we ask, who
was to carry them out? The -frightful
development of the slave-trade is a curious
commentarylupon this enlightened policy.
M. de Lesseps again runs over to London
and Paris, where he publishes Observations
Lydrographiquas dans lo baie de Péluse;
it contained the reports and log-books of
Captain Philigret, who bad ridden out six
months of exceptional winter inan Egyptian
corvette—a practical reply to-certam ob-
jectors. He now Works%'l.H. Pius IX. and
the Cardinals, and so true a son of the
Church ig he that the Patriarchs of Syria
and Palestine are duly ‘“squared.”” A note
addressed to M. Elie de Beaumont (pp. 50—
65) in reply to certain questions of the
Imperial Academy of Sciences, discusses
— from hearsay — the anthropology and
ethnology, the zoology and nosology of
the Upper Nile, with historical remarks upon
the Empire of Mervé, and theories concern-
ing the origin of the White Nile. It must be
borne in mind that these were the work of
1857. The ethnology, however, is utterly
untrustworthy: there can be no greater
mistake than to compare the gay and light-
hearted Egyptian of the present day with
the staid and formal men of old. In London,
Manchester, and Liverpool ; Dublin, Cork,
Belfast, and other places of minor note, public

meetings greet him as a friend to humanity
and commerce. But again Lord Palmerston
is the bitter drop in his cup of sweets, and
a very pretty quarrel presently results from
the reply in the House of that irrepressible
Minister to Mr. H. Berkeley, M.P. His
lordship’s triste campagne contre le Canal
de Suez culminates in the debate of June 1,
1858. Shortly after his administration had
been replaced by that of the late Lord
Derby, Mr.. Roebuck, with abundant strong
language, proposes, and Mr. Milner Gibson
seconds, what seems to be a very moderate
motion, namely * that in the opinion of this
House, the power and influence of this country
ought not to be used in order to induce the
Sultan to withhold his assent to the project
[what English!] of making a eanal across
the Isthmus of Suez.” Mr. Fitzgerald
opposes a censure which in reality suggested
want of confidence, and which committed
the House to an indirect support of the
enterprise.
of the philo-Turks, throws off the diplo-
matic mask, and openly declares that the
measure, however beneficialto Egypt, is likely
to compromise the safety of Turkey. The
Conservatives unhesitatingly adopt this view
of the question and, despite the eloquence of
Lord John Russell and the *“chaff” of Mr.
Bright, the motion is rejected, after a pro-
longed debate, by a majority of 228.*

Meanwhile the Times had also declared a
violent hostilit#; Mr. R. Stephenson mildly
but persistently maintained his opinion, and
M. de Lesseps, having embarked at Trieste,
came to the conclusion that le gouvernement
Anglais, représentant d'un peuple puissant,
civilisé, et loyal, w'a pas honté d’employer les
moyens des fibles et des barbares, ¢’est a dire
Ulaypocrisie et la ruse, et de cacher sa propre op-
position & Uabri d'une porte qu’elle croit
pouvoir ouvrir ow fermer d son gré. At Con.
stantinople Aali Pasha cannot dissemble his
impotence ; the Sultan is reported to be
personally favourable, but he is, as usual,
little more than a political prisoner. And
thus the cartain falls upon the second act.

The third and last of the drama sees
(July 28, 1858) the “interests of the con-
cessionnaire and the Company placed under
the infallible protection of the Emperor of
the French.” The resolution to iguore the
ratification of the Porte is approved of by
the Ambassadors of Russin and Austria, and
by the Ministers of Prussia and Spain. The
cause is virtnally won, and nought remains
but to sing Io Paean at the banquets of Odessa
and of Marseilles, and at receptions in Bar-
celona and elsewhere. Mr. Stephenson is
finally knocked down by M. Paliocarpa, and
the rival English and French nrojects are
heavily jumped upon.

The . beginning of the end is entitled
‘ Souscription publique,” followed by a
list of the agents, correspondents, and the
bankers of the ¢ Compaguie Universelle du
Canal Maritime de Suez.”” The 25,000 French
shares are taken up at once; and the direct
holders must long have regretted the day; a
coup d’ceil at the subscribing classes is rightly
characterised as-a curious study of the moral,

* M. de Lesseps gives (vol. ii. pp. 283, 256) tho
names of the minority; the Pall Mall Budget has
lately printed (December 31, 1875) those of the leaders
of the majority.

Then Lord Palmerston, the last -

®
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intellectual, and economical state of France.
We have then a Tableaw des Départements
dans UVordre dimportance de leur souscrip-
tion; a schedule of the *‘ Composition du
Conseil d’Administration,” whilst the con-
clusion is a letter to Mohammed Sa’id, with
a note to the Duke d’Abulfira. The link in
the chain which is to connect the two hemi-
spheres has been effectually riveted. The
tongue of ground which separates them is
evidently doomed.

In order to appreciate M. de Lesseps’
strictures on the English Government, we
must go back nearly a score of years, and
fix our attention upon the conditions of the
day. A costly and deadly war, which most
of us deeply regretted, had impressed the
English brain with the idea that the highest
political wisdom was to maintain the in-
tegrity, as well as the independence, of the
Porte. A quarter of a century has utterly
dispelled the illusion, but what will that
period not do in the present condition of
Earope? The end of the Crimean war
left a bitter flavour on the English palate,
and no wonder; we were compelled, by
governmental mismanagement, to play what
is popularly called * second fiddle.” And,
when our happy rivals proposed a measure
which was evidently calculated to raise
Egypt, and to depress Turkey, we felt that
at last the time for resistance had come.
Thus only the most exalted order of Liberals
sided with M. de Lesseps: the Moderates
and the Conservatives united their strength
against him. And late events must have
convinced him, if he can be convinced, that
he was wrong, and his opponents were in
the right. His canal has become so neces-
sary to the very existence of Great Britain,
that, after openly declaring we care nothing
about what becomes of the Turk, we are
ready to support the Egyptian by force of
arms. And the French are at the present
moment the least influential and the most
anpopular nation of strangers in Egypt.

The Chauvinisme of the Parisian press has
to answer for much of English opposition.
The prospect of the canal was bailed because
it would throw open the gates of the Orient,
it would Europeanise the Eastern world,
it would democratise commerce and naviga-
tion, in fact it would abolish our supremacy
in the Indian and Chinesc seas. For the
French, with all their show of sympathy
during the Sepoy mutiny, have ever envied
us the immense possessions which rose upon
the ruins of their own. Those living in
Paris during 1857-58, may remember that
pity for ces paurres Indiens mingled
strangely with the desire to see the white
man victorious. Nor was M. de Lesseps
wholly free from the extravagent ambition
of his compatriots, or he would not have
penned such a sentence as this, Quand nous
serons les plus forts a Constantinople mnous
Jerons ce que nmous wvoudrons. He perfectly
understood the racial antagonism between
the two peoples when he asserted, En France
Popposition Anglaise seranotre principale force
d’attraction. If anything reconciled French-
. men to the coup d’état, it was the almost
| unanimous reprobation of the English press.
' Onthe other hand, although Lord Palmer-
ston’s prognostic was right, we cannot support
him in his treatment of the case. The jaunty

Irishman did not fight fairly. - He persuaded
a number of notable names to lend him their
support in asserting the thing that was
not: and the general belief now is that
many of them lived bitterly te repent their
subservience. Hence the sands which wonld
fill the canal; the currents which would
choke the entrances with silt, and the
deadly nature of the Pelusiac Bay, found
ready credence with the English public. A
well.read man must have known that an
idea 3,000 years old can easily be revived,
that what has been done twice can be done
again ; why, then, should he demean himself
by characterising the project as a “bubble,”
a ‘“hollow dream,” a “swindle” invented
only to drain the pockets of the credulous?
But with the lord of Broadlands it was
pre-eminently “apres moi le Déluge,” witness
his conduct in the matter of Fenianism, the
terrible legacy which he left to his succes-
sors. It may be true that populus wvult
decipi; but these manoeuvres did not deceive
the public of Europe, as the general furbish-
ing up of the rusty Mediterranean ports
shows. And what does'the French hoaster
now say ? *“If de Lesseps be spared, he will
unite Paris and Peking by a trans-Asiatic
line; he will gird the gloBe by a boulevard,
with avenues of planes, gas-lamps and cafés
where we shall drink opr absinthe between
5 and 6 py.” And so forth.

Itis to' be regretted that more care has not
been taken in editing these volumes. The
Egyptian contingent sent to the Crimecan
war is now 30,000, then 37,000, thén 40,000.
The saving of distance by the canal is any-
thing between 3,000 and 4,500 leagues; the
length of the canal (86 miles) is 120 kilo-
métres, or 140, or 40 leagues. Why insert
that negro mnonsense about the erocodile
carrying off its victims under its arm ? M.
de Lesseps speaks, he tells us, Italian and
Spanish : he is utterly innocent of HKnglish
and Arabic; but any reader for the press
could have spared us such eye-sores as M.
Raebuck, Withby (Whitby), Count Zichi,
M. Rehmann (Rebmann), Dr. Abbate
(Abbott) ; M. Murchisson and Murchieson ;
le “shoking;” British railway Euphrate
Valley ; Australia and Zealand Gazette ; and,
to quote a few where many are, “le croshet
de lord Palmerston.” The Arabic shows
ignorance equally elementary, in Machalla
(Mash’al, a lantern) ; Mokattan for Mukat-
tam; El-Hami (Ilhdmi) Pasha ; Jemazul and
Djemmizul "Akir for Jemadi or Djemadi ’l
Akhir; Abou-dja-far for Ja’afar, and Hatw
Houmayoum for Humaydn. And in Africa.
we see “Koenia” and “Kali Handjarv.”
So much for “ Zulu eriticism,”

‘We now possess the ‘“ historique” of the
studies and labours which brought into
being that particularly hideous and *‘ monu-
mental ”’ work, the Egyptian Bosphorus—a
work whose example may, in course of time,
convert- into islands South America, the
Morea, Denmark, and the Iberian Peninsula.
But we want more. M. de Lesseps must
have stored up an enormous mass of corre-
spondence, public and private, which would
be infinitely interesting not only to this
generation but to those which are to come.
We can only hope that he will not be nig-
gardly of his wealth. R. F. Burrox.

A History of the Sepoy War in India, 1857-
1858. By John Willlam Kaye, F.R.S,,
Author of the * History of the War in
Afghanistan.””  Volume III. (London :
W. H. Allen & Co., 1876.)

TuE last volume of Sir John Kaye's deeply
interesting narrative of the Sepoy War left
the reader in the eamp before Dehli.  Nichol-
son had joined ; the smart affair at Lndlow
Castle had been succeeded by the dashing
victory at Najafgarh; and the curtain had
fallen on a devoted army preparing for the
assault on the stronghold of Mughal royalty
and prestige. More than five years hawve
clapsed since the publication of that section
of the record: an interval of trying length
to those who await the promised sequel, and
unfavourable to those who cater for the
expectant. Fortunately, the power of the
writer is equal to the theme; and no sooner
is the narrative resumed than we are again
willingly carried away to the hot plains of
the far East, and, as it were, unwittingly
absorbed in the stirring events of the peried,
which, with all its clouds of bitter sadness,
is lustrous with examples of national and
individual honour. The dramatic incident,
appreciative analysis, and fascinating style
of the War in Afylanistun are credentials
which cannot be lightly regarded by the
reading public; and a remembrance of
these will naturally ensure a fair augury o
forthcoming works by the same author. Bug¢
the Sepoy Wur may safely rest upon its own
merits and the intrinsic interest of the scenes
it describes—scenes which have won the
admiring attention of other than English
reviewers. It was neither an Englishman
nor a Protestant who, in bearing high con-
temporary witness to the general conduct
of the * poignée d'Anglais’ concerned,
eulogised in the following terms the martyrs
to patriotism and order :—* Victimes d’une
lutte engagée entre la civilisation et la bar-
barie, ils ne sont ‘trangers i ancun pewple
chrétien ; tous peuvent les admirer sans ve-
striction et sans réserve. Ils font honneus &
I'espece humaine.” *

The story to be told is a long one, though
the period to which it is limited is one rather-
of months than years. It may be said to
have commenced fairly in Chapter iv. of
Book iii., or to take up about a fifth of the
first volume, closing in May, 1857. The
second volume, similarly divided into three
books, reaches into August of that year, but
is mainly descriptive of cvents in the months
preceding. The third, or volume under
review, only carries on the narrative to
September—for the marginal mention of
1858 (pp. 490-1-2) refers to an episode of
individual suffering and deliverance distinet
from the thread of narration. To mature the
full and comprehensive chronicle of a revolt
extending over so extensive an area, it woald
be difficult to suggest a disposition of data
fitter than that which has been adopted.
The panorama is so vast and intricate thet
it becomes esscential, in the interests of the
spectator, not only to arrest the progress
of the moving canvas, but to separate the
picture into geographical parts and make a

® Deébat sur Ulnde aw Puarlement Anglais, par b
Comte de Montalenbert, U'un des quarante de U Académie
"rangaise, p. 40 (London : Jeffs, 1858).




