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AT HOME AND ABROAD,

WE do not know that Sir Charles Gavan Duffy’s

SIR CHARLYB article in the Contemporary Review will bave the
GAVAN DUFFY eff:ct that he desires, or will, in fact, persuade the
OK CABRLYLY. Irish peoplethat Carlyle wasa loverof their country,
Carivle, indeed, in his letlers writes as mildly ae a

sockipg dove. Some traces, bowever, of the rugged denouncer of
wronge, &s he believed them to be, and of the fiorce champion of a
t troe thing,” as be saw it, we atill find in these letters, But they
fully justified ths young geatleman who received them in hig belief
that Mr Carlyle was a remarkably nics person, and they made it
avident-~this, perhaps, being the chief poiot abont their publication
—that Mr Carlyle locked upen Mr Dotly, and doubtless with com-
plete justice, as a very soperior young wan, In those portions of the
Natios tor which Mr Duoffy was peraonally responsible, Mr Carlyle
whas deeply interestad—bat as for the rest, the less said about it per-
haps the better, Mr Mitchell, we must, however, add, was another
exception to tbe general rule, and for him algo Mr Carlyle expiessed
exceptional love. Mr Mitchell, it may be periinent to recall, bad
certain inconsistencics im his character. Ee, for example, st the
time of the civil war in America, expressed himseli as & strong advo-
cate of slavery. Bome bond of svmpathy, therefore, more or less
Iatent, may have exis:ed betweeo him and Mr Carlyle But how was
the patticular love of Mr Carlyle for Ireland shown! Doubtless he
expressed a wish for 1be amelioration of ber condition, rot by a
system of self-government, not by the success of the movement of
1848, but by her deliverance, in some way not clearly explained,
out of the hande of the dewl, in which, as opposed to the English
Goveroment, he roundly aseerted her to be—allu iing, perhaps, also
to the Popery of ber—not that we would dream of attempting to
imitate a etyle possible only to oneman, and nreding his originality
and gening to makae it endurable, We cannot say we thiok thess
letters have been becomingly published by 8ir Charles Gavaa Daffy
personally. The task might devolve more gracefully oa some one
who succeeded Lim, We do not even know that the humility
with which Bir Charles quotes Mrs Carlyle’s description of hia pera mal
appearance completely excuses bim, but, indeed, so far as we bhave
any experience of that lady’s writings, she appears to us as coa-
sciously a very clever woman, always on the tip-toe of ao atlempt to
say something fine or striking—and oot quite incapable of * gush,"
Bir Ckarles Duffg thinks 1hat the barm of Mr Carlyle’s notes co his
Itish tour that were publisbed, consisted in their pnblication, We
are not sure that 8ir Charles' exribition of Mr Carlyle in a better
} humour will neatralise their «ffect. Doubtless if we know nolhiog of
! hew ovr friende back-bite us, we are not annoyed or mortifled, but if
we do know it, with the annoyance and mortification, there comes 10
us a better understanding of our friends, We fear aur better uoder-
atanding of Mr Carlyle had preceded that with which Sir Charles
Duffy would now inspire us, It is bardly possibie for vs to re.urn
upon our #teps, Some of the letters pubiished are trivial and insig-
nificant, or, rather, would be 8o, if it were not of int rest to learn of
every atir given by so famous a man—even of the places in whieh he
had !aid down bis hat or hus umbrella, Otbers of these letters, par-
baps, might, with & more refined taste, bave been 1n some respects
cutshort, or partially suppress:d, The paseages, for instance, 1o which
allusion is made to members of Sir Charles’ family are of such a hind —
and yetitwould be a pity to lose expressionscontamed 1o these passages,
which are peculiany distinciive of Carlyle, A * beau'iful lady,” 1n
Carlyle's senso of the words was pot merely one of outward charms
as ordinary people uaderstand her to be. The first Lady Duffy,
nevertheless, to whom the expression 18 applied, wasg a lady of much
elegance and grace., The 'erms, bowever, tahe & more comprehensive

and 8 higher meanming. Lhis is the cnse very mackedly with regard
toanother lady su deseribed, To the late Mra Callan, the lady spuken i
of, tur Charles Duify, in a note, paysa w.l-deserved tribute. The |
lelters to which we more particularly allude. are thuss containing |
-aseages relating to ("'Cunnell, Burely Irieh patriotism would seem

AsK FOR

PHCENIX BISCUITS & CONFECTIONERY.

more respectable in the presest and more promising for the fature
if in the past some of ite chizf devorees bad been less jealous or less

distrustful of each other. Coming from Mr Carlyle alone
these passages wonld not be exceptionable; given {0 th
world by Bir Charlese Gavan Duffy, and following up

denunciations made ino bis * Yonng Ireland,” they seem ext
invidious, But if Oarlyle and Duff/ have rightly judged O'c
their judgment doeacredit to the diszernment of men who made n
pretensions to the genius of Carlyle anl who bad not the opportar
tivs for personally becomiog acqualnted with O'Connell’s character that
SirCharles Duffy posserse l. We ha ! written* evjoyed,” but we retract
the word, The present writer receivad his early impreesions of 0'Con-
nell from one who bad been a persenal friend of D'Esterre, and to
whotn, therefore, every hing ¢onoected with 0'Connell was naturally
repulsive, The person alluded to, further, owned a fragmznt of a letter
written by the victor after the duel and in which that fatal event was
hghtlyspokenof, and this seemed to justify the faeling of repa’sion, We
believe a8 a matter of fact th .t O’Coonell was deeply pemiteat, and the
circumstances under wh.ch the letter in question bad been written
were they known, would in all probability have explained its tone,
The fregment, we may add, was pub ishad soma thirty or thirty-five
vears ago in * Bentley's Magssiue,” a London periodical which, if we
recollect anght, has lons aince bien defunet, Tne famil:ar ring of
these denunciatioss mude by 8 r Charles Daffy aond throsgh him by
Carlyle is particularly suzgestive to u3. Wa ¢.nnot thiak, hawever,
that to throw doubt on tbe sincirity of ooe who has be:n commonly
reparded as a prince amoag Liish patriots, at & tim» when Irish pat-
riolism is in the throes of a precario 18 struggle, is an act of wisdom in
one desirous of seeing the struggle victorizua, Nor, indeed, do we
think tbat the publication of thege letters st this particular season is
to be commenled, Whit was th: reison for this publication ?
Motive s of delicwcy might be supposel of themselves to delay it.
There was no parucular end t) be servel just now by changing the
minds of lrishmen with regard to Carlyle —even if it were possible to
o 80, Thewask migh well await another day, Carlyle expresses
himself as Lostile to lI.m: Rile, a3 believing the very face of nature
hostile toit, He protesty aganst the possbility of Irelaad’s ever
being a nation—or ever ar y hing moie 6o thas a district or parigh of
Great Britwin, [If all this nas aay effect at all, it must evidently be
an adverse effe-t oo the nationil movemeat of tha day. Thera is
vothing of any very gre.t or pressing intereat ia thess letters, They
show us that Mr Carlyle culd speak, with mt etampiag aod swear-
ing, of Irish aifure—tbat Lhere nciually were moods in which
he would not equelch the Irsh piople * hke a rat,” even if
they did prove themseives a little rebellious, They show ua that he
had a very high opinn of Mr Duffy, anl formed a very pleasant
travelling companion for that gentieman on a tour 1o Ireland. Bat
for all th1s we could etili bave wai ed sowme years—~—even a good many-—
without much privation, Th: oplaions givea by Mre Carlyle of seme
of the Biinsh poets and thew worka are, indeed, well worth reading,
a'though by some of them jparticularly that relating to Coleridge, we
are reminded of certata uapluadintnedses —also regarded by some
people as nnpleasant only becius: of thelr puhlicitin—which eome-
what orufi:d the sdmirers of 1he decens:d ang: when Mr Fronde
gave them hikewise to the wotld. Was it, by chanee, in some degree
owing 1o Mr Duffy's tact 1n drawsns him oat and keeping him buey
1alking about olber things thin thoee Itish ores immediately su.round-
inghim, that My Carlyle proved biumself 8o amiabie and kindly & tra«
velling compamon ! We faar Mr Carlyle had too mach dissembled hia
love 1 public to simit of cur receiving with any great ardear a
Jemoneatration made of it by him o privale —more particularly to a
select one or 1wo whow he evidently regarded us exceptional people.
Tue article, ne doubt 19 entertatnluy and curtous, Aoy influence it
may exercige seems likely to b 1a a direction contrary to that
demred by Bir Chatler Gavan Duify.
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Tue following letter explaias itself :— ¢ Dunedin

A COURTECTY Muareb 25, 1502, —Tae ediror of the TABLET, Dune-
LETTER, din,—»:,—1 bave to ackuowledge receipt of the
copy of y.ur paper forwarded by you, aud bave to

th.nk jou for the same. [ wr.e this note nut for the purpnse of
enteting ou a controversy with you, but so that it may not bessid tha
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