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SCOTT'S THE TWO DROVERS 259

both obnoxious and ridiculous if preferred elsewhere. The pride
of birth, therefore, was like the miser’s treasure, the secret subject
of his contemplation, but never exhibited to strangers as a subject
of boasting (326).

Surely this miser’s treasure, which is revealed to the world for only one
split-second in the story, would not be a fact proved in court, and even
if it had been, it could not bear for the English judge, for the jury, for
the trial audience, the significance it does for the reader. After the brief
physical description of Harry Wakefield, his pugilistic talents are
enlarged upon, reinforcing the image of size and strength, and then his
character is described:

In countenance and temper, Wakefield was the model of old
England’s merry yeomen . . . His mirth was readily excited;
for, strong in limb and constitution, and fortunate in circum-
stances, he was disposed to be pleased with everything about
him . . . With all the merits of a sanguine temper, our young
English drover was not without his defects. He was irascible,
sometimes to the verge of being quarrelsome; and perhaps not
the less inclined to bring his disputes to a pugilistic decision,
because he found few antagonists able to stand up to him in the
boxing ring (330).

These somewhat static descriptions are dramatized in the two encounters
between Harry and Robin at the end. In the first, Harry, backed by the
other English yeomen, challenges Robin, physically slighter than he and
unversed in fist-fighting; Robin’s pride of birth flashes forth when
Harry says:
“How would you fight then? . . . though I am thinking it
would be hard to bring you to the scratch anyhow.”

, “I would fight with proadswords, and sink point on the first
plood drawn—Ilike a gentlemans” (338).

Such a proposal brings jeers from the onlookers, a “torrent of general
ridicule” which causes Robin to attempt to leave; Harry, blocking the
way, knocks him down and Robin suffers humiliation that can only
be assuaged by revenge.

The Judge properly rebukes the lawyer for the Crown for scorning
Robin’s refusal to “submit to the laws of the ring” as he proceeds to
get at Robin’s “real crime,” premeditated murder, and he rebukes
Harry's drinking companions for inflaming passions on both sides, but
his judicial summing up can never supplant in the reader’s mind the
dramatic immediacy of the scene itself.

One other instance of the inadequacy of the Judge’s charge in view
of the particularity of the preceding story touches on the current of




