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AMERICAN REVIEW Al1D LITERARY JOURNAL 

1:801.~ 

The Amer1c3.ll Review.and Literary Journal_ began t•s extatea11e with 

the number dated ~ J'anuary,February and March 1801 and was issued 

regularly '9B ~ ~lia:rt&PlY until the end or 1802,totalling eight numbers. 

x 
According to the original blue paper wrappers. and the cond1 tiona ~ 

given in the prospect~s~which we shall quote presently--each number 

was issued in arrears;tha.t 1s,th9 first,dated tor J'anuary,Fecruary and· 

March 1801,was issued on April first; the second dated for Apr11,M~y 

and June was issued on July f1rst,etc. ~or all numbers T. & J. swords· 

of New York were the ;(publlshGr~ :.._--tt:., ~ 
* s.e.-t- ~n-tt: 

'llli pw1 taitcal ns•: \i:li:a&P iHH18:e11~•t1n was ~:&1iAi!:~d as a. quarterly 

continuation of the Monthly Ma.gaaine and American Review but the change 

e--.~11'1!,.t. ~ 
in the periods of 1saue and i ta character mal>te it. .ft&&esaary ta dl'9'(;1. the 

A 

first half of the old title. The addition of the Literary Journal was 

h.# 
an artful concession to Athe old subscr1oers. 

The prospectus ~ t~e wsi:Jc was set forth in a 
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-ViewfotjA Periodical Work,jentitledjThe American Reviewjand 

,aJ.J.d 
Literary Jou~nal,u aa a.&:R•~•~ to the last num.ber,,December 1800,. 

~ 
g·1'.Uu! t.l!liPll ve~Q\of the llonthly !{agazinelana also ksYe'1. 

l 
tn. some copies of~ first volum!\ Got t tie we!'Jt.. between the pre-

race ana table of contentsA. 
• l..a t 

~Odh I 4: 

..qifte '8P&R11eQtw.1 presents & "tieJ:.>.J-4&'irr- l'Jie:&iHre 
J*" 

'f:J'f .Brown • s 

~;C:.lk 
opinions of the state of ~ authorship,criticism and literature 

~ 

et' 1if.l-s tiaa which 1s of value to the literary historian as well 

/: 
as interesting to the student1.1 I 

1 
( 1 ) ·-. ,,, ·. < ~. · .:":- ~ -- . - . --- - - . - --.---I 

THE Editors' o'f The MoNTHL 't:YAGAZINE, and Ai.it~ ! 
ltICAN RiV.IEW, having been iQ.<}UCCd, by the reaf~ps men­
ti.O_n~ Jfl Wi((>~eface _~<? !he_· / hir:a"fo!~llle ~Uli~.t ~~<iI~·-~ t_o . 

i l"h :~ f' i: -t. ~r ·i r. ~ .s --1:- _-, r .. u.JiC .::>rt.~ cl !. r.. tr :1 c .. < ~~ts f c :c a0 r! v· :~r .. ~ ~"r1 CE' o f 
:'...:'..1.::· r··~::·::-c·~,(!t°'. AE.'f o<::r.c:r nurn'tcrir_g iE Bro·-vr~ 1 .s. 

""" 



t'flp.rig~"if from a moiltJjlj to.,i';quaherlj ·publicafi(j~~ "a'fi4)~ f 
iiilte a corifeqtient ·alteracion of.~e title, the deem it a ~~~~1e 
~cea6otrfo rene'w thei~folicira'.tioris for the:aiJ ot fobf~ript!:~&ccs 
: :The .Amerlctinlteviw;.1md:Literary iou:rn:;/.~·>,: 1

1 

and to invite the contributions of all thofe who hiiveleif.~~~ i 
inclination to pro1note foch an· undertaking.- · · •;; .,,·_ · . · ; 

(~] The·ad~an.t~~ of periodical.·public. ~tions lik .. e the p·. r'~. e.·niir 
are tdo well' knifwn, ~· have. been too ofcen d1fcuff'e<f>. ro be 
agairt enumenrted.1 ~ll the reafons urged in favou~ 9f tlt.~·~u­
merous per.iodical works which appear in Great-Brita:iri, :have 

1 additional forcer when applied to fitnilar prctdu&ions in: thi• 1 
country. At prefent, no other comtn?h. repofit~i:y is "td,_b~ 
fo~nd,L where the frn,all and fcattercd portu~~. of l!Jt~!l~.ual t 
treafure may be collelled and amaff'ed; and which, 1f ~-f'perfed r· 
over an extenfive-country, are either lofl:, or difreg3:rded ~.~?£\' 
little .worch; but, when colletled and thrown together, mt(). 
one coffer, may fwell to a great and precious fum. ·-· ,:;.; ~-:,J 

[.~J The people of the United States are, perhaps, more difii11.;; I 
gu~lhed than th?fe of Europe 31s a peopleof.bufinefs;_ an~ ~y.a11 f 
umverfal actent10,n to the active and lucr~uve purf_u1~s ~?f::~lfe. ~ 
Th_is habit has.grown out of 1he neceffiues of th~1r fitl!a. tio·n· .' t' 
whrle engaged !11 the fettlement of a new country, m the means . 
of felf-prefervation, in defe~ing_ th~i~ poifcffi~ns, in. te~~!i-;i. 
the obfl:acles and embarralfments an6ng from their colomal f 
condition, and in forming and efl:ablilhing independent fytlems 
of government. When, now our population is increafed, our · 
n~tion:il imlependence. feeured; and our governments efia­
blt!hed, and we are relieved from the necefficies of colonifl:s 
and emigrants, there is reafon to expect more attentfon to po-
lite literature and fcience. · 

[If] i Nothing feems beccer adapted to excite this attention, and to 
render the purfoits of knowledge more compatible with thofe 
of bulinefs, than thofe periodical publications which impart 
information in fmall porciQus ; by which, men engaged in ac­
ti\·c occupations, may gradually acquire a degree of intellectual 
cultivation and improvement, without any infringement of the 
time allotted co their cufiomary and necelfary concerns. 

(. 5] · l\foch has been fai<l about tl"V! claims which the natives of 
America may urge to the praife of genius and lea1 ning. Some 
European critics hold our pretenfions in contempt; and many 
among ourfelves feem inclined to degrade our countrymen be­
low the common level. Their judgment has been formed 
from very imperfect evidence, and very narrow views; though 
it mufl: be admitced that we have not contributed our lhare to 
the great fund of knowledge and fcience which is continually ' 
receiving fuch vafl: acceffions from every part of Europe. 

[b) Genius in compoGtion, like genius in every other art, mull: 
be aided by culture, nourilhed by patronage, and fopplied with 
Jeifure and materials. The genius of the poet, orator, and, 
hifiorian, cannot be exercifed with vigour and effeet, without 
fuitable encouragemen•, any more than that of the artifl: and 
mechanic. N eicher the one or the other is beyond the fphere 
of focial affections, and domefiic duties and wants; neither 
can be expected to produce works of ingenuity and labour 
without fuch a recompenfe as the natural ambition of m:m, 
and the neceffities of his nature and fituation demand, 

(. 7] j No one is fo abfurd as to fuppofe that the natives of America' 
are untiue<l, by any _radical defect of underfl:anding, for vieing 
with the artizms ot Europe, in all thofc ufeful and elegant 
fabrics which are daily pur~hafed by us. S~mikir and fuitablc 
circumft:an..:es would fi10w Americans equally qualified co ex-· 
eel in :ins :in<l literature, as_ the natives of the ocher conti~nt. 

\ lf~o 

1 Bro'.ftJ1'-.. ]o.~3 .-.. o: r:" .. ~i..:...:.. ;2· ·.::...:.- :.~: a::2e• ts t.;;nors tra: he hJ.d 
1.n:-.. o·.~n~~e.1 ::er.:;.L•; ..3 .20.rt.{'.)li.') ill th~ :Lo~~tnl'f :.raga.zine. It is 
ur_dOUb"':.ed. t.!'d.t tne or030t;0tl . .3 w·13 o·.Jt ce-{.~r~tnfa--on.·l~ of Brown's. - . 



Bm a people much i.:ngageain the labours UfagriCUliu~liti! 
country rude and u111o~~hed by the hand of refinement, caoo()t;1 
Nrith any\tolera~le fac1h_ty o~ fu_ccefs, ca~ry on, _at the fame! 
rime, the opera11ons of 1magmat1on, and m<lulgc· m the fpecu.:.j 
tacions of Raphael, Ne\vton, or Pope. . · . . . - · · ·. 

[cg. J . The ~~i~. indeed, why t~ intellea;;.u foil ofAmerica ~ 
fo comparatively frerile, are obvious. We do ru>t culti\'.,a~ it:/,. 
·nor•· while we can refort to foreign fields,. from ~eoce ill oU. I 
wants are fo tafily and readily fupplied, arid wliich bttve bCett ! 
cultivated for ages, do we find fufficient induc~ment to 1aoo~; 
in out own. We are united by language, manners,.and ran~. I 

by the bob<ls of peace and commercial intercourfe, ''lVith an 1 
enlightened nation, the centre of whofe art11r . .ind pdpularioa ! 
may be confidered .as much our centre, as much t~e fuiiotai11J 
:wh~ we draw Ii~t a1id knowl~e,_through books, astha(I· 

1 of the inhabitants @" Wales and Cu~erland. In . .relatioll ·to . 
file Britilh capital,' as the centre bf Englifh Jiterahii:e,: aits, I 
and fcience, the-fituatioi_i of New and O/d~Yorll may ~fi-e­
garded as the fame. .l~:JS only the gradual mfiu~nce of ,tune, 

_ that, by increafiog our·11um~lCrs, and futnithing a ready mar. 
1 ket for the ~orks of domelbc hands and heads, that. will, : at 
length, general~ aud continue. a rate of artillS and author• 
p1,11'ely indigenous, and who may vie with thofe 'of Europe: , 

[Ci'] -~,;·This period is, probably, at nt> great diflancc; and pothii?g 
teems beti:er calculated to haflen Co dcfirable an event~ thaii pe.. 1 

fiodical publications, in which every original conuibutibn'ii i 
·received, and the hints and difcoveries of obfervarion-ai11f.iii~ I 
· nuity ,are preferved; and which contain a critical examination· 
pf the books which our country happens to prOduce. ·. le is I 
from the want .of tbi~ clear ~nd.comprehenfive furvey of our' 
literary pro<luCls ·that we are, in a great .meafure, to .:i.fcrihe · 
Jhe cenfores. of foreign crities, ~ho are yet iri ignoraoc~ of us ' 
_flnd our affairs. y • • . < · ;.._: ,, '- ·..:; 

[ \ o] . - fu the lh.o.rt per~od of eig~teen ,mo~ths, from the co~ce• : 
ment of the Amerzcal!.. Revzewlabo\1e on~ hundred and fifty • 
publi~ations have beeit hooted, without comprehending thofe 

1 

in medicine, and many Others which were not ·offered at.the f 
time. .Many .of thefe, it is true, are of a nature fugitiw arid ' 
temporary. and of little wonh; fomc are of real value~} and a 
f~w, we may venture to predid:, will acq~ire a lafling~r!u[a .. '. 
tion. .. . . : 

[.111 This part of the plan, fo new in America, had in~nf pre­
judices to encounter, and many obll:acles to furmoiint; It wall ' 
tliought that American writers would riot bear critiCifut;. rhar, I 
as this was a yount country, its :i.uthors mufl: be treated with i 
peculiar indulgence,. and. be encouraged by praife, rather tha~ i 
incimidated hy cenfure. .This objeCtion originates from a very! 
imperfell: and partial conception of the nature and end qf cri­
tic_ifm; and w_hich experience has proved to be l+ithou~) 

f~unJation. It is applicable rather to the fupp~~d i~cap~city · 
of the critic, than to ·the bufinefs of criticifm itfelf. If the 
critic have formed to himfelf an ideal tlandard of excellence of 
the moll: elevated kind, or is enflaved by the auihority of any 
individual example, there is danger, lefl: the difappoinrment of 
unreafonable expetlations thould prompt him to ptonounce ~ 
fevere and inequitable judgment. But if poife{fed of liberality 
and candour, and a jufl: view of the end of writing, as well as 
a fenfe of the imperfe8ion of all human tk.ill and capacity, he 
cannot fail to facisfy the public by the juftice of his decifion,. 
and to benefit, if not pleafe, the author himfelf by the expo-' 
fition of the defeCls, as well as the merits of his performance. l \ l.] How far thofe who have executed the department of criticifm · 
are qualified for the un~ertaking, t~e public have it in t~ei_r. 
power to decid~. Their purpofe 1s not fo much to exh1b1t _ 

\ \.-\ ~ I 

1 This,of ccur3d,r~~~=a .. "' v ,, : ~:..i. t. ~i.~p3.rt_ .. ,.,. .'.""~:. in the IA:on thl..Y M:-:l.g;~z in~-. 

·.) 



iheTi~own opinions,' as 1hFfpitiCaiidlnanner of the·auffibrs 
themfelvi:S.· .. To.boafl: ofan ex~inptiori from prejUdR:e~;orlJ!as. 

· of every kind, 'Yould evince their 'ignorance and prefumpti.,n. I 
:Yheir prejudices; they would fain belieye, are of· ·a: falutary 
kind, ~nd favourable to the rrue interdl: and h!lppinefs of m~.;. 
<kind; Though not indifferent in tpe great quell ions of politb~ 
.:wmch are fo often difcuffed, · and w~ich at pre(ent ·agitate the: 
,w9)"1d, they hope to be above the mfluencc or rper~·par'ty· 1 

fpiri!,. whic~ engender.sf? many unworthy a~d felfi{h p~ffiops:r.I 
-and whof7 r·e~s are IU]llt~d by pyrfonal, local! a~~· t~lnfor~ry I 
fOnfiderattdns. .. . • . . . . 1 

[ \ ~J >I Morai/i/~.rid religion,. the pillars which uphold 1he fab.rlcs.·

1

. 
of fociety" and 'goyernment, they fee,! it lheir duty op this~ 
~son every .o!~er oc~afio_n.' to ~reo~then and f!-JPi>ottllc:c?~~:-
mg to 1he beft·of their ab1l1ty. . . · ~ ··· · · ·· . c I '11 .As the AMEJllCAN RpIEW is intended to comprehend I 
every native publication in every branch of literature and 
foience;· as well as American editions of European publicationJ, 

:this defign can~ot be fully acco~plifued without the: attention 1 

of authors and publilhers in franfmitting; as early as pcifii~¥.j 
copies of their works to the publiQlers .of the Review. . · '' ~: · 

[ r S l ~. ·:The advantag~ of ha vi~~ their pr~ifC\ions ~n~ ~ul>licaiie>!l'! 
·thus made known throughout the Umted States, it 1s-prefu~i 
WiD be a fufficient inducemept for them ·to attend to ~ r:e-1 
quefr. In the future numbers, this department will o~·'fhe: 

[tLJ 
[17J 

[ . ~l ' "-' 

difl:inguifued place due to its fuperior importance,: and will re­
.:;eive the mofi: liberal, candid, and fedtdous attention. . 
· The L'ITEllA.R v JoURl'{~L:is'.'1efigped to compreherid, l 

.:_ .. ~· 0RiGUJ~·~ Es~Avs1~~ .. mor!f/• 1~t~ary~- and[:f.en!_~ 
futjeBs. So refpeClable a repofitory:as the one here offered,., 
it is h?petl, will induce peffons of leifure and a~ility to l\l~ke 
~requent contributions to this departmenr. The Editor•tll 
be fcrupulous in the feleC\ion of fuch pieces only as ar~,dif- · 
tinguifued for fome originality, or excellence offenttment at:1i 
manner, or for the value of the opinions they contain,. and' 
which, while they may reffetl: credit on the writersi will.add 
to the reputation and refpeC\ability of the work. But whether' 
th!s departm.eut and. the fucceeding one will be filled ·or notJ 
with domefbc ·matenals, mull: depend on the nature and number. 
of the contributions. · . if~:~ ... 
. 2. BroGRAPHICAL MEMOIRS and ANECDOTE~f re-­
markahle and eminent perfons, partieularly in America.-
This ample field of the molt ufeful branch of human know­
ledge, that of individual man, has hitherto been wholly n_eg­
lected in America; though no country, in proportion to ,ics t 
population, has been more productive of thofe felf-creatcd 
characters, emerged by their own native energies from narrow 
and obfcure conditions, to eminence and ufefulnefs; .charac­
ters, the !leady iind·_allive tenor ofwhofe lives afford. the bell: 
an<l moll: inllru$\i&. examples of genuine virtue, _and ufeful 

l :t ~111 ·se 3-J .. :;~ ~.-,/ :c:..: ;;:·._:·.-i~~~,; ~O t.t~:: :~~ 1.A~--·'1 ~rOli_Lt1e I th·"Lt 9..S 
SU,~S0S!.!:j :~i'3 ~~~~-~:.~7:, .. ~\;~-~: ~,.:,·,~1.,1 :;;.ot, ~~-· a~..lp~Jli<3l. 

l~ ~~ 

2 Bro1vn <VJ.3 n:· ..;o.;.:;3: :n..:- .;,.:~~or. ·:..;.~~ '.V'J~::.. :i.~~.r~ 13 prob:i.bly used 
:is 3. co·1rt,,;:::;·-<s ·s<...l :.~· tr~2.::..·-~J.iri~ ::13 frL~:~J.s N[t.o contributed. 

7 Hts ::ix"'"'r;~---..,.::> ··.,;~,.. '""-' .,,..i~···, .... 1·-,.~··"- ,..f. tri"' S'Ll'"~cr1'o'°'r"' to ..,.) t, ~ .}' ~. - ·- _ .. v ,.... I .._ ~ • .. \.I J. ..... - - ..J . ..4. ~ !-J c...1 - • • J .1.~J., ...... 01 \.J Jo. ..L l.\.- V ::J ~ W v 

I· 

tl'lt-; :;~on~y ~,~::1.-~~z.:_:~::. L. ::-~:: :::.1t:::r o~· :;-._-, :::oli:ic,11 jep'.3.rtmt:.i'lt 
pro'.:11.aed -c:.i.: :~;.:: :.:_.::·:.i.l:~J. 1 .F·2:..: .. ~ to :1i.'.f·.: l,~·11 3.;:·o·;ir.n to insert 
thi3 3.3~1:c1:~2, .... ~: i ... ::-.l.J :.: l.3~ t .. ~: lik2·.1J..a0 .r~·_til,:;:i :,o aupply 
thf! polt-,1.c.l.:_ :-.. .:..l.:·-;: i.:l:/ .:_·~.£'030.~Ct. 
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bl. e_. nts, exer. ce.d for the happ.inefs. cinociety •. Itis from die ~~~ I 
-ffa1:s of fu~h men, that the youth of Ai:nem:a fuould learn the 
,"!"oad to trnci_ ~~_a·tDefs ; to diR:inguilh the.S,4>1} which furroonds i 
~he name of.·\V ASH.INOToN, from the tllufive meteors wfilcll i 
excite wonder<wmle they terrify and alarm, and dillurb. the! 
1·epofe and happinefs of mankind. . : . 
· "It is hoped that· thofe whofe fituation and knowledge enable. 
them to comribute to this department, -will 90t be backward io 1 

communicatin~ the· information they· poffi:fs, be it Jittle ;or! 
great. A few focidents and facrs from a variety of hands, I may r· 
enable the future biographer to complete the portrait ; and,· if" 
not thus preferved, are likely to be wholly loll, through for-: 
getfulnefs, or the influence of time. -Numerous public and 

· private charaClers ought not to be fuff'ered to pafs into oblivi~n, 1 

o~ to ~ left to the imperf eel and partial record of the gellfral: 
h1fionan. · · · .. . · ., ... , ·' j 
· It would be particularly gratifying to the Editors, to~a.ble,· 
Hi the courfe of their publication, to give a Jill of all the,au-1 
ihors who have appeared in America from the year.1j70 to: 
18oo, with a brief examination of the merits and copt~ ofi 
their feveral performances, fo as to form a bill:ory oL . . ~- ~ 
~fe and knowledge in the United States •. Sl\Qald·~··' · ·-'_ ~. 
ti'on.meet-with artcnti~n ftoni .tQ~·~hb::~are: bcfl:~q~- . · ~t~­
fum11h the necdfary mformauoo, ~mHldlic1cnt m~~8icfi 
colleCled for the purpofe, this· hillorii:'al.retrofpea·~~ti'! 
~n~ fcience lhall conftitute an appe~~ to each volu_~_: ~I 
Jt 1s completed. · ·. . ·- .·· :.:~: . I 

3. INTELLIGENCE of every kind, in agriculture, nai#izllj 
Jzijhry, mineralogy, arts, atxl miftel/aneous literatunr atid. 
every fall, hint, a.ncl dijcovery which can, in any degree~ 
gratify liberal curiotity, promote ufeful knowledge. or c.ont1i,. 
bute to rational amufement. .This department will ;J(o com ... 
prehend early noiices of all works and projeds, and of intCIMkd. 
publications, as well as accounts of new patents, granfeJ for ' 
invention~ .and difcoveries; .and, to this,. perfo1>:5 in evety;·dafa' 

. and condmon can communicate fometh.i.ng which may be ufe- ; 
ful, or which deferves not to be-forgott~. . , . · 

At the end of every fix months will be given a half­
yearly retrofpeciof the political events and remarkable occur­
rences in A1110rica. This will be a general and conneCled 
ftarrative, without entering into political difcuffion, which 
may ferve to place, in a clear and fatisfaClory view, the foe .. 
ceffion of events which, gleaned from Gazettes and diurnal 
pu~ications, remain perplexed and confufed, or are eafily 
obliterated from the memory. · . · I' 

. The AMERICAN REVIEW, and LITERARY Jou~N:Ai., 
is intended to comprehend a furvey of the 'fiate of literatutC',­
arts, and fcience in America; and, for the entire execution of 
their plan, the Editors rely not only on their own e~ertio!ll 
and thofe of their friends, but of every perfoo of obfetvation, 
who feels any defire to encourage fuch an undertaking. .. ·_, 

Although it is intended to confifi: wholly or chiefly of Ame~ 
rican pro<luCls, refort will occafionally be had to thQfe of ~U· 
rope, for articles rare, curious, and valuable. · ·. · 1 

It will be publilhed in four quarterly numbers, of o~ hun-. 
dred and twenty pages each, making one volume, <>l\avo, " 
year.· The extreme cheapnefs of this publication, confidering 
the enhanced price of the materials and labour bellowed oq 
books, ·will render its purchafe eafy to every perfon~ . Whe11: 
compared with the furns periodically' given for the numerous .. 
diurnal and weekly Gazettes, the annual furn will be rega1iled·t 
as trivial. Though the publication is but half as voluminous,~ 
the price is lcfs than hale!>f what has been paid for the Momhly 
Magazine, ancl American Review; and, to accommodate it to' 
the wiihes and a~ility of a 4umeraus dafs of citizens, was·an, --,., 

\~~3 

1 A·,.·1'"" B,..o·"·- ., .. , .. ~ ... .;'Sl:if'·"l··~- ··1 -~" ~ ...... , ... lb:l-"' ·oy not supply ~.,, ..L.i.J. .J. 4. •V.i.J. __ ...._./ .. ~..::,,/ -· ..... ._ .... - t"'-" .i..LV ....... '..,.L.& ... -... ~ ·.Q..;J ....... WJ.~ • --

ing thia •lt~pJ.::t;ri,J:-.~. 
2 '£he ~fon thl,y ~iJ.?~z ill~_ w:.ls 6- ~ • .JO pc r year t:0 ... pa.red to this work 

a.t t2.oo. 
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·:~N:~~!n/. ~.\-~ ~. ;,: :,: :·?~ ~~~:trJ~~Ji· 
continue theit e . lf~me'nt tc>' t~work "nilder me·'1bmt 
which it is abotit~ltfi"u~ , · ·. .L •'>;,. ::"i~~ · . 

. .. c•. · ·:·. ·.' . :o:·· · I 

· · ·cONDITlO~S.· ·· ; 1
• 

!. . To be publifbed quanerly, in ~iiumbers confining C?f;one; 
hundred and . twenty pages oCl:avo each,· at fifty cents· a. ' 

. : µumber-to be paid on delivery. · · · · · . ...::: : 
·ltf It th.all ·be primed on fupcr6ne papei:, of an uniforin Gze 
:·, :. w~th the 1M~nthJ.y Magazine; and ~rican Re~_ie\V'; __ :@d. · . 

on a new type. J: ·· .. · · ' · · · ·• ·· -~ 
III. The firft number, for January,. February, and March, 

will be delivered on the tirft day of April, 1801~. ~- V· ,;· .. > 
·1v. The Jail: riumber of each volume will be aceompanied . 

cable, a·lifl of the fubfcnbers. ~ ·.·· ; '~·'"· 
.,._: '!ith a ne~t title-page an~ com_plete index. ; an. d;_}~'~.-.. Sli. , -J 

[ 1.. 1 3 ·.·. ·.Subfcriptiom will be received;: 1nd .!lumbers foJdi~~iJ)." .· 
;:W~fi, ~ll:on; Hu<lfon an~ Good_~m, :Hart(~':'li·.· · __ ;~~~.@s 
.,ancf.Co. New-Haven; C. R. and G_~ We~{_ler, ·4!~n~~~· 
Do~fon, J. Hump~reys,·a~ M. Carey, Ph1~'!d,e!J.>!ua;"T~.·~.· ~e,.. 

[1-ig] 

[2-'1J 

[~o] 

BaltJmQre; W .. Pnchard, Richmond; T. Ra,int,Ow, Ne · o ; 
:$ailey, Waller a. ad Bailey, .Charlefton.;_ Seymo~r~~!\d';c ~"~~l--:'ii 
hopter, Savan~ah; and T. and J. Swords, New-Y~lt:~'\';~;.-. 

As the colleCl:ion . of fmall fums is. difficult· and ~~~~ 
thofe wl\o refide at a diftance from the ~Qove-m~mionedte>'fqs,. 
and wiih to become fubfcr.i~rs, are requefted to defignate fome~ 
perfons in the faid towns as their agents, to receive and ~~j-fOr. 
their copies.:-"'Subfcribers at a difiance are requefl:ec} to lie; 
pun.Cl:ual in remitting the fums due, as on thatpunctu,ality de~ ~ 
pends the fuccefs of the work. . · .. :, f 

. All communications. fent, ppfl-paid, to T .. & J. S~orils, I 
the publi!hers, No. 99 Pearl-fireet, New- York, will be fca-, 

.lonably acknowledged, and.meet with que attention. " · ·. 1 \ 

" Thofe aujf,lors and publiihers who do not forward. their i 

publications to the. publithers, mufl: not confider themfelves as l 
intentionally negleCl:etl if they are not noticed in the Review."! 

New-York, January 1, 1801. ~ _..:__~ __ I 

14-94 

Th~rospectus shows~ Brown's original pl~~ feP iee ma~~Blae 

was ~ a repository such as t~e Literary Magazine was to be or the 

Monthly Magazine had been. But it was a far cry from the prospectus 

to the first numoer of the publication. When that initial bow and 

prologue had been given the curtain rose and disclosed ~1~0 a 

1 A t .VP ::~ o :" 2 .• i.l l · ._, .:::. ~ -;' 
...... - - ,- . -·-..:: U. ~:S . j i ... ; -!--.!-r ~r=~~ 

::: i.. ; ~ ...... ..:. .... ... , x t ~ ~1 2 :, s i r i 
\l0lurr:~ ":.·:,r:,. ~ 

2· v.:e t.n·,:. :.·':"-:: ~ .... ~·-:;·.- ·:',-:c. :r .. · l>: 0-r sul.;scrii:Jrffs. 
O~ + .... " ~,.. ~ • '" -~ .,... r - - • •· r r: , . .. n 1 ·,-' I .,J.·d- ~,..., n·~"'~· o.,. ..,/ .. L '-':•;.'.;. ....... ~ ... -.... • ..__.,J.., ... .1 • • .;.._t-yi:: 'J..o. .J•-, J..1. . .. ..:> 1 1 1·"~' .J. 

• .::l l'i i ' ~ - .,... ' ._ _. r -· - Y, ~ • ., .I r- , ... -., ;:, • .. ~, :J t t . rio ........... l,LJ. c .•. ii..o ,4._.,-: u .. .,fo . . ~.:.L- C-. U.:i1;::,IJI am~ ::G. 
Cl.ni:i • 13 t~-~ ~~.:,.:.. Tr.:0 lit..:. i.s .3Lll~, ·· .J.1nuJ.I'. 1801. 
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drifferent show. The original essays,the biographical memoirs 

~~. 
and anecdotes and, the political half-yearly retrospect were 

not there and the general intelligence was merely the ghost or 

~ 
-trfte real thing. 

1 
J.:._ so-called "advertisement• found only on the blue wrappers 

~ 
of the fourth number &f •Iw first val~ is a revision or ~ 

pro~pectus. It begins With the paragraph numbered 14. urs intend-

ed to comprehend" is revised to 11 1s designed to comprise". 1.5 

follows. ~1n the future numbers,this department will occupy 11 ts 

revised to "it is meant that this department should occupy•. 

uwill receive• has added 11 it (will receive•). 16 is altered in 

2 
one word,designed becomes intended. In 17,aand manner• becomes 

2 
"exc~-rl,ence of manner•. In 18, "emerged" becomes •who have emerged~;'. 

111to distinguish" becomes •and to cl1stinguish 11
• 19 is used un-

changed. In 20,1800 is changed to 1801. 21 is used unchanged. 

22 is omitted. In 23 •to comprehend" is revised to uto exhibit•. 

a4 is used unchanged. Then follows the •conditions on which the 

American Review is published" which follow those numbered as· 
1 H~tvU.g · ae~n cut three out of eight numbers L'l ·tt·l."'J-o~rs this 

3t::i..:~:::~nt .t.1..f 1122<1 ~odiftcg,tion. The third number- of volmne one 
co~lJ not h~ve h~d it dated J~nu~ry 1802. 

2 Li:·? the list of subscribers in 26 a.ni1 the retro:roect or 22 this 
para~.c-:l.ph should h'l.Vf~ been omitted ror 1 ts -promise ha.:1 not been 
fulfilled. 



paragraph 26 or Which I begins ·The American Review,and 

Literary Journ~1· w111 be publ1shed•,etc.;II omits the 

149.5 A' 

uniform size detail;III is omitted;IV omits the detail or the 

llst of subscribers. 27·ro11o·Rs a.s another para.graph with J. 

White or Boston and S.Bishop or Alexandria,added to the list. 

E.Merrick is substituted for T.Rainbow or Norfolk and Charleston 

has its state designation or South Carolina added~ 28,29 and 30 

are used unchanged. The date is changed from uJanuary l,~801• 

to "January 1802•. 



1~95 s 
(1)) 

As \.~ be seen is t.lle t1Pst(paragraph aa R\lDl~ePe4 and continued 

in other places those were the days when an author's vanity or 

seeing his work in print was the only pay an editor o.rfered for 

contributions. 

EeB~~ai•¥ ~otewortlly is :Brown's hope to publish ia l!Y!: a~B&R~ix 

a b iogr3.ph1cal account or all the authors of--America f!'!-Om 1770 

to 1800. That the material was not supplied aAa iae a~~eft&ieea 

aeue.r •lillil&al'e6 should be fUlly appreciated as a gl'1at loss by 

every literary student of to-day for 1t is only by the most 

~ 
laborious efforts ~ we ~ recover~t~ a part of the whole 

which was so easy or collection when Brown sounded the warning 

more than a hundred years ago. ~~ll.Y he dated the beginning 

the year before he was born ts not known. or course he should 

: p ..J-1~~~. 
have gone back ai le9;6-t to 1700'\,) h.lif ~ 

~ 
When the year• a work :R:·1 c "'QQQiQ completed and the bound volumes 

~·~~ made up a preface was supplied as promised. It contains 

but little new to the readers of .the prospectus and its revision 

\I 
,, -~. 

the advertisement and for the most pa.rt repeats taee-e more 1IMiQ~ 

~te:fl:t IJ:eti~eh .Fer our ottr'8s&e \Je ~ 

indicate how 1 t differs from the prospectus. 



\ "\ ~~ 
Having numbered the 1•~a•'ewl~ paragraphs or the prospectus the 

reader may eaa1ly A&N construct the pretaoe aa a-Helec:Lt be 

I pre•era tOirea~ ~by iaiiawiag the following directions. 

(11) I 

The tirst paragraph is the same as \~ ia1r4 et nu~ 
pro1,ae\~e except tor the addition or that in the 
sentence •when,now,that our population •••. • The second 
paragraph is the same as -Mte fetu•ili er uw pPea})ee'tY:I ( '1) 
except at the opening which reac1s •nothing,it is thought, 
will tend more to excite ••• " instead ot "nothing ~ · 
seems better adapted to excite ... • Paragraphs three, 
tour,five and six are identical with t1v:e 1 s1.JE 1 1e11an(S:)-lo(E;} 
~~ eigat er ike ~rospee,tts. Paragraph seven substi-
tutes •11tera.ry repositories• tor •periodical publications• 
in the first sentence ot ~a~agPa~~ aiae er tlle proepeet~s.,(~) 
and also uses •want of a clear •.• • instead ot •want ot 
this clear ••• " Paragraph eight begins "The plan ot a 
Rev1ew,so .n!!:!.···" instead of "This part of the plan,so 
new •.. " in~leyea gf the prospeetus.. Otherwise it ts the 
sa.me. Paragraph nine is the same as kteJ.11.a ..or t69 ( 12..). 
~ee,eeii_t-a. Paragraph ten to the end,with the exception 
to be noted,1s new,and reacts as follows • 
...11.-it is not probable that any individual c~n be fo-;~d, who~ 
with the requisite ability and mdination, has leisure and perse- , 
verance enough, succeS-5fully to conduct a work of this kind. 
Depending, then, as it must do, on persons of various pursuits, 
and different political sentiments, drawn together by their 
common attachment to letters and a desire to promote the 
literature and science of their country, it is not surprising that . 
occasional differences of opinion should appear in the course 1 

of their labours. Sincere as may be the endeavour of each, 
to speak on political topics with impartiality and justice, it is · 
more than probable that what he may say, will partake of the 

, predominant hue of his own particul_a~~~e~~·-!!tlt~!_~~ver _ 
bias may attimes appear, 6d ~e one -side or the othccr.~ it i• 
hoped nothing will be discerned that indicates the narrow and 
mean spirit of little minds, intent on petty distinctions rather 
than general principles, on names rather than things. They 
who look for the ordinary effusions of party-politics, must 
tum from the pages of this Review, to those numerous diurnal· 
gazettes, which are the appropriate vehicles of invective and 
sarcasm, of anger and contempt, and in which the keen encoun­
ter of hostile pens is expected and enjoyed. Nothing, it is be­
lieved, will be found in this work which has any tendency to, 
impair that fair form of government so wisely established, or 
to disturb those opinions which are ~en~ally necessary to it:s 
just operation and lastil1'!:. ~up_port. · 

( 13) 
Here •ae ta~r~eeBta paragrapa e& the proapegt~s is 

inserted. with the change of we reel it .Q!!!: duty A 
instead. or they reel 1 t their d.ut_.y and as on instead 
and on. The preface continues: 

or 



· •r. A.lldwa 
maf ofref:tliis v.p~:Qi.,J,jroqrQf &~force -or the sen ... 
tjments here ~pressed•: · · ;, · · •• : ·. ;;) , .:· • : .. • · . : <~ 
. In the V1~w presente!l fo·:the pqq&r-,,· tbOugb;:t!e promise 
was giv:~ yet it was con~~ly_ ho~ that oriK_J. '¥} us~~\ 
on morfil,. ·literary and scle'litifu: ntlrJects; antf .. bf;J,fr.ap.hzcafj 

~. Jfdrs Ind. anecdol~ ef rem·a· rkabk ·.a~.d em ..•.. ·. • pa.rsons·. · .' :. particu/.arl-t/ in .dmeru:a, would have formed· a po. ~.tlus\ 
vol~nie: \Ve are free to .acknowle?ge. ~ ai:if: . . ns i 
which JJlaY have beeJl excited _of. thi.i ~gm· · hich · 
~·thrown .in pro-!iSi~-:.:~at 'tPis_ _ tUsap' 
pom\'ld. This deic1ency may, perhaps; be re ~· l 
some de_g_ree, compensated by. dle fulncas •*·the. Re\ricw. 
But on this subject, ~ on evecy other, we rely on the ,indul .. 
gence of the public, rather than on· any supposed merits o 
our own. No part,~howev.er, of our original design will bo 
lost sight of, though to fulfil it demands the aid of, die intelli-. 
gent and communicative in every part of the United States, i 
whose contributions will always be thankfully received. . -·1 

We have been cautious of making brilliant promises, awarct' 
}}ow often they fail of perf..ormance. We trust that the publi~ 
will not havetl.ess re~on i°'.futu~e; than they have hithert · 
had, to be satisfied with oui: ~¥Croons. . . 

I New-York, January, ~802. •• ' 
-·--··----- J 

I~ ~1 

Promises 1n prospectuses w~an raa~ atte& ifte work is 4&IM are 

very like those in political platforms. They express the hopes 

but rarely represent the accomplishment or the elected. 

so. BroaQ:l jrem1se1 ~9 Will fellew ~~e er1g1ftal ~lan in all 1t8• 

4et31, s but it has al:resd-y been s11ggested tl1at 'fhe political 

halt-yearly retrospect which was forgotten or ignored was not 

the only dep~rtment to be omitted. Despite his provision agaiRRt 

rto 
tfl:Q ~OSi1~111ty ef &Qt supply~+F the attractive departments of 

ori.g1nal essays and biographical memoirs, the aei'ICa~ failure ~ 

~ undoubtedly c:Usappointed many subscribers. h1~1=. ~A 1i.ha 

.J4ont hly ~a:Zi:fte W -dene ... 



t~~ 
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Attention should now be eal~ed to Brown's state or mind~ 

f 

underl~~both the prospectus and the pretace. While he is 

making .evel"jl promise ot,and has the 8~ia,e&l hope ror,a magazine 

ot the claas or the Monthly Magazine and the Liter~ Magazine, 

the truth er tae esea is ~ when it came to be issued 1t was 

-ot a specialized class. 0& the tao9 er i:t.J..t is quite different 

trom the Monthly Magazine both in name and material. Whereas the 

one is e&g1i~e~ the Monthly Magazin~ !lJld American Review the other 

is.the American Review and Literar_y Journal. Thus we have an 

equation and if we t~e out the identical middle terms we should 

expect the remaining ones to be equal. so far as the character 

~ a,.,,.afrrg y 
of the material is concerned this is true but 4$ is not At° mue~ 

G..~<i"""a.ii 
weielit when we aeme tg compare the ~e&~eeg1ve amounts or each 

department or both magazines. The average number or pages given 

u~ to reviewing is about one hundred and twelve and to the 

literary journal material about rourteen,ao that by tar the greater 

part is the American Review and the Literary Journal is so small 

a ~~ ~~ we are compelled to judge the otw.Faete* et \lie whole 

as a rAview or a spec1a11zad clasa;namely,a review of reviews, 

alm,ost enttrely,tr not wholly,made up of reviews or bookr~~l-icatieft&. 
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As we shall see when this magazine in turn was to be metamor-

phosed,tts review feature was its one predominant trait and any 

one subscribing because of the 'BQ~e'1 fel' other dishes· or the bill-

of-fare would have nearly starved in ~he.midst of unpalatable 

plent.v. 

The method of publication; that is the quarterly and arrears 

features,ga.ve Brown about two and one half months to prepare 

$~Q matQrial f~ each number. This surely was an agreeable change 

' - '1J... 
in his litP-rary engagements ror-aot. first he W&& contr1butw:i.s to 

a weekly,then was editor of a monthly and now he has a quarterly. 

In making the period quarterly he followed the Same reasoning as 

the Edi~burgh Review did. It gives ~ time for proper study 

ef 'i1't:e 110M so 'w.a.t the reviews can be something more than mere 

notices. it ii irue 'tha'i ht the fatute we sh:s:ll find 1'town tevei:t• 

1.ng to a. montbld' 'but fiRa.lly Wi ilJ.all t1:r;;i,c1 ~11& 8X:tliU:H11Rg t:Qe J:l9r1od~ 

,further,'iv&R te semi ;;w:J.oRl:lallY• 

The mechanical details of the editor•s work are not of importance 



\ '{oc 
~ 

but they sometimes show the editor•s own ideas so well ~ they are 

worthy or attention e1,eeiall=;' because or their contrast to thej~ 

~ ~~ 
present days when ~ editor•s personality has -ftE> influence Wfta:t~ 

~ on the appearance or a periodical. For his quotation on the 

first volume title-page he snatched up rrom his beloved Cicero 

a passage to be round about fifty lines rrom the beginning or 

paragraph one or book one or De F1nibus. 

•l(thi quidem nulli satis eruditi vid.entur,quibus nostra 
ignota sunt.• 

For volume two he used lines 580 to 583 or Pope•s Essay .2!l 

Criticism 

•with mean complaisance ne•er betray your trust, 
Nor be so civil as to prove unjust. 
Fear not the anger ot the wise to raise; 
Those best can bear reproor,1 who merit praise.• 

1kt-
tp.U.. ~Q."Qe -Qllo.:tA.t 1eR seems te :Se particularly appropriate in view 

or the difficulties the editor had to encounter with irritable 

authors who resented the notices they received. 

A.ii ~~t'e~ Brown supplied most of the material for several 

ll 
departments w1:J 1 oa eenstttm'ted: wfiai wae eall:ed the literary journal. 

A 

There were captions of intelligence,new patents,new publications 

and works preparing tor the press,correspondence,errata and the 

1 The uaual edi:1ons give the comma here,which Brown omitted. 
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index to remarkable passages. Notable in the mass,ot ~ne material. 

s~~~11~which occupied only about an average or tourteen pages 

~ 
~ each number,were the notices or works by his triends,his 

present and former publ1shers,many extracts trom the Medical 

l 
Repository and several trom the London Monthly 19gazine, ~iaa 

~e Pf&~~lv read a~ taia t~accounts or the Presidency,the fire 

and the donations to Princeton,and the commencements or Columbia, 

Dartmouth,Harvard,Princeton and Yale Colleges. or particular 

4a•~•Aat MW. connection with Brown the magazine had announcements 

or both editions Of L.1nn's Powers of Genius,Conrad'a Belect 

Novels,( in which Jane Talbot was number tour,) Clara Howard, a 

case ot spontaneous combustion or silk,also the destruction of an 

old lady's body in a manner remarkably resembling that in zschokke'~ 

Die Verklarungen and Dickens• Bleak House,which we have considered 

at length in our study or Wieland. 

In two cases we find ~ Brown took his pen in hand and corrected 

~o 2 
in ink 8QP;~ifi. typographical errors. First in the Omission or 

3 
"tions" of motions in volume one on page 445,and second, in 

1 Tc1e Lo:c .. ,toa Uontr~'! Mag-1.z~11.e_ Vol.!I,p.615,for July 20,1801 had con­
t!l.inP<l :.r.e following notice of Brown's work. "The Month1,Y Mag-::1.zine 
~r.l!_ )111~.:::-ic¥l Re:!_ie~ of whi.eh three volumes had been published from the 
press of T. & J. swo~ds at New York.has,a1nce Aprtl 1.1801.been 
cori.i/ertad 1.!1.to a. quarterly publ1c:l.tton entt tled •The American Review 
·ar~d Literary Journal."" 

2 The dm1ble form of "s" dlsco;rerea by comparing three copies ts Brownish, 
3 The ca.ncellatlon 13 dr:J.wn a.t the same angle but may not be Brown's. 
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volume two on page 120 in the errata the su~ertluous •i• in 

1 
·~ur1d1c1al• was cancelled. or the errata one item noticed 1: et 

. 
~ lJ.,.. +t -

ae1wtw 20 
•• 1dent11J early copies or volume two~~ ~ ~ "~ 

r w o.-;i;:r. ~~ t ~ ~ \>en. ~ c. "- "'--1.4. . <}. W~ ~ t<l~e"'e~~edet the index he was not sat is tied f"tol.E1ere1.r{ amalgamate 

'I;: 

the numbers• tables or contents. He .added·•• ar.t cross references/ 

.ai1 t hti e:vea wa&t On:t'tlar and ~''""' a second index,,..whteh ~a gau.e 

~ 
-a .,, aae at t &a ea'1: at Ua.e v0 111me.,apd •h1 a~ R:8 'er 'iae remarkable 

passages with especial attention to medical book reviews. In this 

particular he did his best to make the book readily helpful. 

second volume 4 smaller type was used tor quota. t ions and not 
' 

much space 1Ml8 wasted on -'Wwl headings 

As editor Brown seems to have had no particular trouble in finding 

material. Samuel Latham Mitchell helped with+fte literary 1ntell1-

X)(. ~'t g.,·1~ 
gence ~some W.D.,pgil1~lg Dunlap,contributed at least one article,~ 

C~t rL c~~:~~ ~ ~~·e-4,~lr-«M~ -tlo.oQ°i'~~. ivk:d--~ 'r~J. ri;_~J.. Ai~~~ 
Who the other helpers are eaa QRJy be m1rm1sed ~Yt e•nne~ ~e identi-

~ ~~ 
f1ed. 

~t ~e had no cause r~plaint and expre~ne either~ 
J:,.)<. V re. :t It. I "2- l, Ir"'- Gt. 4 ~i- ~~~. 

1 P~g~ 459,1.22 adopte~ for ad~ed indicates the earlier. 
~ -(° (~ lg-0 ~ Q~ fio~ ...\-e ~ ~ 
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,hia pr1vate corresitond:enoe or 111 ttte Bliitable de!)s::r~ment et ths. 

magaz 1 ne -

Though his eye was keen IR&QSA to detect ~ typographical 

errors aa waJaave a1Pe~4Y ftaiiae4 he allowed one to escape him in 

the case or the article entitled the patent tor raising windows. 

The patent was not for raising them but holding them when raised. 

He was careful to quote extracted passages unless they were 

ob~11ous1y a part of a publisher .. s circular, but he was very careless 

in the matter of supplying promised continuations of articles. 

The fact that there are so many slight traces or Brown•s hand 

may be an editorial matter. Perhaps as editor he used his pen 

freely and· added to almost every contribution. 

~ 
As a rule his f.8Pli8:1 appearances before his readers as editor 

aw of the Juma1 atam}i ema call for no attention or comment. They 

are mostly notes or recommendation of new publications and promises 

or supplying reviews, is iiW RO'.~ ~ttf'e-- Occasionally, however, he 

suppl1es~aitragt1ve er 1R~erait1&g comments/an..~ iAew ~eeeme 

c;;;;;;J ' 
In the first volume the following are the best and ahow the 

character of the whole. 

i Oamttel G, Drake_ in h1s Ca~aiogne <late'1 May 1873 :e 14: s tt a 
.._a'.Gly- eeRE1Ucted .work.", ,:.a.ye was an 
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Ot James Hwnphrey•a publication, the Oriental Navigator Brown says: 

" - - ---The increasing commerce betw.een the 
United States and the ~t-Indies called for the republic~tion 
pf this work. The variety and accuracy of the infooilation 
it contains renders it an useful anJ necessary companion to 
every navigator and seafllan, and it is well deserving the atten­
tion of the American merchant engaged in the(' commerce with 
_ ~e East. The great difference between the price of the Ame­
rican and London edition is an additional rccommendlltiorem 

fa!o!!!"_of th~foJ1ll_C!: _It is "!ery _~~~y ~~.._coi;e~tly:~~te4_:_'.:_i 

Robinson's Reports of Cases calls forth this exposition of the 

importance or such publications. 

(I - - ---
- ~ These Reports are a .vc:ry 
valuable addition to ~he very few books which we _have rela­
tive to the proceedings and decisions of the British Admiralty 
~ourt. They are peculiarly deserving the attention of the 
American lawyer whose inquiries are directed to this. branch 
~flaw, since he must have hitherto been almost wholly igno­
rant, for want of reports, of the principles which have been 
pecided in a court where the rights of so many of our own 
ptizens are litigated. The inquisitive and intelligent mcrcJiant 
~y, by the perusal of these volumes, add to his stock of,in~ 
formation many important particulars relative to the. conduct . 
gf ~9~ ~d the laws ~ nations. '' . ·. 

Brown never tired of recommending the •back-log books• of his day. 

,, - ' - - . - - ·-· - . 
-ln the J:lonthly .Magazine and American Review (vol. iii. 
p. 311) notice was taken of the Grammar of Mr. MURRAY. 
'Ve can only repeat our opinion that it is the best work of the 
kind that has appeared in our language. The Exercises and 
Key, which are published in a separate volume, are valuable,' 
and must greatly facilitate the acquisition of correctness and . 
perspicuity i~ writing. The Grammar has passed through • 
sec:en editions in ~ngland, and has received, as well as thi;: 
other publications of Mr. MuRRA v, the uniform approba- ! 
tion of literary characters and journalists'. We do not hesitat~ · 
warmly to recommend them to the instructors of youth in · 
every part of the United States, as emip.ently conducive tq ' 
pure morality and religio11, aqd to the acquisitiop of a correct ; 
and elegant style. They deserve to take pl~ce of all other 
works of the saine kind which are now used in our schools. 11 

That Brown knew the subtle wiles of the press agent is attested 



by this casual reterence to the series 1n which his Jane Talbot 

was to appear. 

'i. Messrs. CoNRAD and Co. booksellers of Philadelphia, hav~ ,,. 
published the three first volumes of their Select N()'()e/s. The 
work through?ut is executed ~n a :i.rufoqu all.d ·peat mannet1~ 
·Orlllune!}t_~ }V1tli__goQ<l engravm~.._'H _ · -~ · · - • 

In this connection 1 t 1 s important to not ice •~there 1s no 

\'{()~ 

mention ot the books' title here and 1n the announcement or Clara 

l 
Howard there was likewise no comment. 

Brown's appreciation.of the work ot the tamous early American 

wood-engraver Anderson 1s thus expressed: 

,, 
"GEORGE }t'; HOPKINS,. ot this clfy-;nas iii -tlie press; tho 

Seasons, byJAMES THOMSON. It will appear in a duodecimo 
form, on a small demy wove paper, made for the pwpose, and 
will be ornamented with four copper-plate engravings by 
RoBERTs, and four engravings on wood by ANDER.SON;.· 
From specimens of the work which we have seen, we think 
ourselves justifiable in saying, that it will be executed in a 
style that will do credit to the artists employed, and reflect ad_. 
clitional reputation on the press of Mr. HOPKINS. '' 
- - - - • #, ! - ,, • #. -

This is repeated in another form later;t8Ma· 

"G. and R. WAITE have in the ·press, A General llistor!J 
ef 2uadrupeds; the figures engraved on wood, after the man­
ner of BEWICK, by A. ANDERSON, of this city. From the 
·specimens already given, it·promises to be little infeFior to the 
English edition. The publishers are procuring drawings and · 
descriptions of Am~rican animals never before described, which · 
will have a place in the addenda. The artist engaged in this 
nndertaking is a native of this city, and it is hoped the work 
will meet chat~ncourage~e~t.it d_eser~es. II 

A correspondence with cand1dus we have treated at length in our 

1 Vol.I,p.263. 
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study of the Monthly Magazine but as showing the difficulties the 

editor had to surmount it needs ao:.uething more than mention here. 

In the Monthly Magazine we round Brown getting into difficulties with 

a person who wrote under the pseudonym of Candidus,and here,under the 

1 
heading or correspondence,we rind the editor administering the deserving 

rebuke. The whole reply or Brown deserves quotation. 

-.-,- ~:-- -=><~•<-::~---·-~- - , -. --- --'.~~:·:'.:;-,._, ... 
A NOTE has been receiyed:from Candidus, requestm -

insertion of his remark& OB .the-review of Lowrs Poemsfl 
~~ly to pro~se. ~M~Wy.Ma~zine-and~~:-.~ 

,wc:w__~ vol. w. p. 119~?,?>~ 480. -f •. .rrlf·!"'•'•'.; 
~&tif; (J J>O_ 0. 4 . ~· :M:#( ........ E) .... 0 ....... 

~~' ~. - ., • ~ ~ent&)>L .~and R~ ten~"' 
4t~t.P.~tlfy fh~~:WisheS of-tho~.who were desJTous to $111 __ 

c-i:ISS .poin,ts of ,g;t,i.-;~, pr tef'viridi~te their perform~ces! 
fto~ -P.1Y- ;..SUP~'_ injustice in our dedsions, by gi\tjp. k_J 

;~-to· their'remarks in the fOrmer. But the change· 
;which ha8' taken place in the plan of the publication, it bCiii~ 
now_ chiefly a Re~iew, renders it impracticable to con~~ 
that indulgence;to correspondents. A regard to the converu;.· 
,ence of. th_e public, and that of our own, as well as a sense of 
~propriety, md'uces us to avoid aU subordinate controversy about 
Jhe recntude of our own opinions as critics. It would. be ex..: 
pecting too much from us as Reiliewers, that we should coti..-

" __ ·sen~ to pµblish all the personal sarcasm .'!'lld ab!-1se which a sple- ._ 1, 

;netic 'Or offended author, or author's fnend, m the paFoxysms_ 
;o_f ill-humour, may think. fit tQ,; utter against us; nor would( 
Jthe majority of our readers be pleased to see so much space: 
: occupied with' things of.that sort •. Errors in language, or 
mistakes in mah«?J\!ffact, 'We shallJ!lvrnys be ready to r;ctify. 

tWe,. knO)V o(. no"fiCifect or unalterable standard of literary: 
! worth ;-·,and in whatever -concerns the exercise of taste ~d 
:jud~ent~ the public must decide between us and the author." 
'We Shall always, in justice to ourselves and that public, pro-i 
nounce with deliberation and candour; nor shall we lightly 

1 
. retract opiniOn~ thus advisedly given. i 

We hope Candidus will perceive the propriety of the rea- l 
· sons which in.duce us, ind!!pendent of the length of _his : 
\ communication, equal to a dozen of our printed. pages, to II 

'decline inserting it in the 'American Review and Literary·· 
Journal-' . ! 

We repeat, that Mr. Low was, and is, wholly unknown 1 
to us, except from his book_, and by that alone have we esti- : 
mated his talents as a poet. JI 

Ca.ndidus was not the only obstacle to the @litor•s peace of mind. 

1 Vol. I, pp .1.35-6. 2 Ca..'"Hiitius vs. 
3 The review of the second voluraA 

reviewed in Vol.lII,p.56 
~ Refusal of long ·-1.rt ic lA. 

'Re-v i~we r. 
of Low•s Poems. Vol.I ha.11 been 



1 2: 
Dr.William Currie of Philadelphia strongly objected to the review 

which had been given to the Letters fill the Kine-Pox and a Variety 

ot other Ke di cal _§µ_b_J__e_~ts by Dr. Eenjamin Lynde 011 ver of Balem and 

himself. The reviewer is here concealed under the abbreviated 

signature of •Rev.• ~ as he was in the Monthly Magazine 

and while his remarks are worthy of quotation, the possibility 

that neither them or the review was Wl'1t•ea by Brown makes the 

mention of the incident and the recommendation of reading the 

~ letter and the remarks all 1PMit we can properly g1 ve. -it 11 

po&&i:"Bl:e th!&~ 1fealt \Ye'bs1be? was eandldtt~a Hewever,'be that so ox 

1ut• 18!1:! we are mz:Ale te -pPsri:a 1 ~e old feud w1 th Webster was 

aithough 1t 1s doubtru~ur aons1derat1on 

~ 
ef ;J,.t has been based on!l..suspic1on that Brown was 1R aie eaee 

the reviewer. The reviews of Webster's other works had been 

handled with an evident desire on the part of the reviewer not 

to give offence and when every thing seemed to be going smoothly 

the. opening or the old. wound dealt in the Monthly Jlag~zlne comes 

as ra.ther a surprise. The evidence to indicate Brown to be the 

reviewer ts suggestive but not conclusive. 

1 See Scha=f & Westcott Hiatory ot Phlladelphla,II,pp.1601-2 
for an account of hia life and work. 

2 Yol.II,p.77 3 Vol.II,pp.379-80. 



confronts us as in the Monthly 

he~the together with those 

ily denies it the •Monarch• 

a tittle 

not 
In the second volume the editor's literary notices wereAcontined 

~w. 1 
to !law booksl\JM~ll&lt8'1... In several cases the preparation at ••em 

~y .tbe auther was announced. 

~-tc~ 
It was popular to condemn WordBworth tor his theory 

A 

ae ,Pesea\&~ in the preface to the Lyrical Ballads so ~ Brown 

~ was doing ~~thing original when he wrote 'Wile r1ra; ,8., &t ~ 
\c ;Ct ~ 'l, 'J-. 
'elsl.eaiti;i,g, a11d ~e appear& ta run·e done 1 t tn an 01 tgtnal 1&81iiRoal". 

J--.'7\d: 
Hts praise 1s unusual and shows the soundness of his poetic 

!'-
judgment especially 1a a '1ay when it demanded Uftoli&w.al. courage to 

141 ~~~ ~o..vn~ t(, 
~am~!-eA. any member of the Lake school. Speaking of the Philadelphia 

edition ot the Ballads he says: 

" This edition contains a fang, 
but ingenious and well written preface, by the author, in which 
he examines the properties of prose and verse, and which should 
be read by all who wish to enter into the spirit -of these bal­
Jads. Mr. \V. endeavours to maintain, that between poetry 
and prose there neither is nor can be any essential difference; 
that some of the most intert!sting parts of the best poems will 
be found to be strictly the language of prose when prose is 

1 As an example,Vol.II,p.116. 



well written; and he incidentally remarks, that much confusion ! 
has been introduced into .criticism by contra-distinguishing ; 
poetry and prose instead of poetry aad science, for that the strict : 
antithesis is prose and metre. He -considers the music of verse, 
arising from a certain artificial arrangement of words, and coin.,. 
cidence of sounds, -as the only quality necessary to form the 
cont.rast and antithesis of pr.ose. To prove the ·truth of thiS 
theory by his own practice, the author excludes from his poetry 
all personifications of abstract ideas, as not making any regular 
er natural part of the language of men, and for the same reason 
he employs very little of what is called poetic diction, consist ... 
ing of phrases and figures -0f speech, which, he observ~ : 
" from father to son have been regarded as the common inhe- : 
ritance of poets." This is indeed stripping poetry at once of i 
half her plumage, aad con'1temning her t-0 skim along the . 
vale, without daring to soar into the .sublime regions of fancy. 
The laws prescribed by Mr. W. may suit a particular species , 
of poetry like his own, but we apprehend that their authority ; 
will not be acknowledged by the lovers of poetry in ~eneral. . i 

As the author has drawn his subjects from the incidents of i 
common life, for the purpose of tracing in them without osten- : 
tation the primary laws of our nature, he has chosen a style : 
imitative of the language of or<linary conversation in the middle 
classes of society. On this plan we think he has made some 
successful experiments. As the poems are almost entirely free . 
from intricacy of thought or expression, they may be read by l 
the simplest swain without difficulty. Some of them appear to · 
us too humble both in style an<l sentiment to be generally inter­
esting. Many of the pieces display a lively sensibility to the · 
beauties ?f rural scenery; but they are particularly distinguished . 

f'Or the delicate and affecting manner of pow·traying the sen. 
sations of the mind, when agitated, as the author expresses it, 
by the great and simple affections of our nature;-of nature,, 
ho~ever, ~sh~ apll.ears in the walks of low and rustic life;" · 

or Mavor•s account or celebrated Voyages Brown immediately 

grasped the essential excellence or the scheme, and said: 

,. 
The scheme appears judicious, since it must be admitted that 
most of the books of voyages and travels contain many things 
which can be of use oniy to those engaged in particular pur- · 
suits, many things unft for the eyes of youth, and othell' 
things too trifling to ;;!! read or remembered. A succinct but 
comprehensive narrati;e, like the present, is best calculated 
for young persons, and for general use. " 1 

Given a simple subject,yresented with no particular merit, 

though worthy of encouragement Brown coul~ still put it 1n its 

place. Thus: 

l Vol.II,p.119. 



The following has an additional interest as showing Brown•s 

style or comments in reviewing,wh1ch we should know thoroughly 

before we take up our study of the reviews. Several characteristics 

are here displayed. 

. . .. _ _ -.-... ''.Tlie .. Rev. Wil::I 
11am J:o!1es,, ofNar,Iand, has long been dis~guished 1!1 Eng~ 
~ a clivme and philosopher of the first enunence. His wntmgs 
have been read with avidity; and, it is supposed. have had very 
c:onsiderable effect in correcting the prevailing errors. of the 
times. With great strength and per3picuity of style he defenda 
the primitive and orthodox faith of the Church against the ~ 
merous corruptions which have assailed it; and opposing with 
firm and enlightened zeal the infidel spirit of the age,· he seeb 1 

!O make philoso__p!!J illus~t~-a~~~~l!~E! the sacred wri~ngs." ! 

The interest in the review department seems to have shown its 

first trace of decay in the last two numbers. There is a conspic-

uous abaence of notes and smaller type is considered good enough 

tor new publications. 

The bibliographers have stated .trftA.t this magazine was not only 

edited by Brown but almost wholly written by him. In regard to 

the editing they have been truthful but in the matter of the author-

ship of the material in the magazine they have been merely guessing. 

That their guessing is near the truth still does not make 1t other 



\ ~ '' 
than guessing. 

There is no means,save internal evidence,to indicate just what 

:e~~ did write ~ the magazine. To say ~ he wrote none of the 

reviews hardly seems to conform to the fa.ct that there are 8'elBe 

distinct traces of his hand. That he wrote some of them is t~t•a 

)Pe~~la a1a:a iae more reasonable~ There is also the possibility 

that he wrote them all;but if.he did there would have been no 

necessity tor the assistance of his triends,which he mentions 

in both the prospectus and preface. In referring to·· the reviewing 

or the Monthly Kagaz1n~ in the prospectus he spoke of •those who 

have executed the department• in such a manner that one is forced 

to conclude •ilia• the same eight friends who formerly constituted 

cte~a~{;J 
the •crtttcal bench" Afil4 had a similar position on this magazine. 

I\ 

At the same time we should. remember t.~e 1 a.eat fl.c:aat fact -;fta,;. 

none or the •eight• have ever claimed to have written any ot the 

i terns and no one else has ever claimed any tor them. A-e a:ltea<!y 

~ 
seg~e9ea.d.f,f.e may have written parts or all of the reviews. 

A 

the oth~r 

by 



IR pj e wesie 'lh.ere .is not enough conclusive and convincing to 
J(, ~ ~«A -tl· ck f'.Q_~ • 

indicate Brown to be the author.A.. As we know,his diction is common 

to many writers of his day and his method of construction though 

apparently clear is not certain and is -ee.:t Nivariable. ~ Siomet"~ 

eaees-.he may be the reviewer who uses a great many extracts, in 

others he may be '&~e ene wtro use4 none at all. lll'Q~Ul:y he is-

&~ea ~e;A. In ract,the method may vary as often as the subject. 

anyone editing a similar periodical would naturally fall into its 

use makes it wise to receive w1 th caution ~statements we may ka.v-e-fo-
~~ 

make, ~t ~me-;,w.. . 

c ~1~ ,. 
~o far as we can decide with any me1&i¥ or certainty it 

appears ~ he paid particular attention to ee~tB details 

connected with ~ bookS.unQ&P ~ev•~Diction usu~ally impressed 

him to the extent tr.at if an author went very far afield for 

exotics he was pretty sure t9 meet with Brown's condemnation. 

The repute of an author was usually thrown into the balance. If 

the work was anonymous or pseudonymous and Brown knew who the 

author was he was sure to tell it. If no account or the author's 



life was supplied he would supply it. The work was usually placed· 

firmly where its relation to other works by the same author or 

~ .R'll-uL,~ ~~.:-
other authors could be .known.It the book h&d any 11esi1Hle •&1&~ 

. ~dat.d;-~ 
encouraged,especially as a final~e' ••P&e~ 

~~i. 
tor the author after the flaws had been .thoroughly ae~g~t;.. His 

recommendations were usually addressed to the lover of mankind 

~~ ~ d- .J.e ~ '-.CJ.M)f_ 
and seldom to the specialist. Extracts were lH&~ r~aQl.!b ia tae\. 

1 I A 
~,.le: ee ac- trMt they ef'&&R appear to be a meWieEl ~f •padding;" at 

W'l 1~1\) kN! 
the same time they are often those which ~ a particular interest' 

for Brown.The publishing and printing side is seldom neg1ected--it 

the book was a creditable piece of manufacturing Brown never 

tired of mentioning it. ill'tftie ~&&pect Y1s ideas of good book­

making are b~sed on ~ standard~f tlle standards that to-day 

jk.l~ 
are the wuc~iQRe.& of the manufacturing departments of all the 

':· r_ ... ~. 

/J)!J_, l.JL.t- w ~ 
publish~ aeltees- ~the ~~addressed to some society best 

Aki. ~f; 
erested to mention/lb}3.at ae well as t& 

~eview ifte. book or pamphle Certain "pet expressions• occur so 

(j..e.# 
often ~ there is little hesitation to i=aPu1,e the reviews 

~' dV4 "'<ti I ef:~i»J;e t=ko ... 
cont ain1n\ wllle J.,v lll.t't'e r1~ ng11 age a~~ ~b:FaseelQSW· Thus 

~.Q,'/ul.~ 
perspicuity of ~le stamps a review a.s Brown•s-peest:=e]P.,r ana A . 

l6ther expressions found again and again are such as: 



enter into S:. particular account or to lay some account; 
attempt or exhibit a brief analysis; 
author proceeds to consider; 
bounds prescribed to our review;: 
conclude our account or brief account or our remarks; 
discovers"'""j)Toofs; ~ 
~ shall dism-1§.! wi tp remarking or observing; 
proceed in or to the or enter into a minute or part1cu1ar 
or separate examination; 
pass it ™without sn.Y~ticular ~xamination; 
proceed to examine;: 
we shall exhibit (for show); 
exhibited--for8howed; -
extract affords a specimen; 
generality of readers or .QY..;: readers; 
lay before .Q.Yr. readers; 
limits do not permit us;: 
nothing llfil! in the book; 
proceeds to relate or investigate or lay before .Q1!!. readers 
or give a brief sketch; 
selections A§. specimens or to show; 
atfords a happy or suitable specimen; 
serve as a specimen; 
Rresents a brief survey; 
rounded in or researches after or seeking truth~truth 
like S:. philosopher's stone or 2Il. essential requisite in 
history. 

A study of the ideas and language used in announcing a continu-

at ion of a. review M ..a:R Feee~iai11g tnat anotiwr ari1e1e en tl:ie 

sa.mA "Beek had a,,eare'°'shows seaw peouJ 1ar1t 1 es: a\iel\ aa.. many 

similarly worded expressions par~_ given in a slightly different 

~ ~ 
order a.M -t.M careless absence of -Nie recognition of ~ former 

~ 

' 
~ review 

article--8 character1stic3especially of the WielandAwhich we 

believe was Br~ 

~'\olil WQ t!1raQ. that tra-ee ot4~e reviews W8ille intended to be con-

~ 
tinuecljiwo ~ so indicated by the usual bracketed line and one 

w 
JrJ-.f a longer statement of the intention in the final paragraph. 

But no continuation was ever given of them. Whether we are to 



assume them Brown's tor that reason we know not. The tact is at 

least cause rcr suspicion. Waq ~ ~L~ ~t_~~+ ~~ ~ Q"""~ ~ 
<lak ie.~ ro ~ 
ABotbN" study wl:? 1 a'b..J>rnt1uoea seme l'eBW:lts 1'1 or·the apologies • 

.,(, 

They are usually made because of the age of the book reviewed, 

~lo.M. ~~, 
which we notice further in etl2e:r places;sometimes tor the length 

/\.. 
~ 

of the revtew;and occasionally U:Ae refusal to make 

\1.~1112~ . 
whatever is found. They G1-T!i1=1J:5i1 would have their 

e~itoP4al office. 

Q:t<.J 

any apology 

G ' 
origin in t:tt.e~ 

It seems }ilao"&~ that the reviews of the works of his immediate 

circle of friends may nan~ee.a written by Brown ~ in several 

~~. .,~ ... 
instances WJD:i till:d sentences which resemble .w:s ...Qfl4etti5teod~ his. 

However,~ som1~"9.a we sa~ eeffttJell&61: 1iG refuse rev1.ews 

of this character. 

Although most or the notes are signed 'Rev." in no case is an 
Vt.~ ~ .. _ ' ~--ti (M...f\1.'1 ~·.~ 

'article signed by t\..iia'!/ initials. Trl\~as undoub_tedly due to Brown's 

experience wit~vtews in the i:r;fi~ tona of ii'le ~gazine. 
I\ 

There is a great deal to be considered before the reviewer 

signs his name or initials and as a general rule it is far more 

satisfactory to the readers and authors and m~e~ •e Qeg1~&~1:Y s& 

to the editor and the reviewers to hide the writer under anonymity. 



l.516. 

~b9t_ RCViPi!lg 1a Jl suall¥ Bai -Oll:ly f190Ul11l~~er&efl:a.l titlt ~m its. 

.11..e (11..e<J ~ 

very na. ture as a minor form e-f a &9'1'.t of cr1 ticism A..t:t. c:in only 

~ 
be or~ value when 1 t ..-aeeemea impersonal. As soon as a•:rev1ewer 

allows the reader °9e• nar;.e even a momentary glimpse back of the mask 

the effect of his opinions is translated into ~eesal bias.aftfl 

i&e val:ae of the re1·tew te i-attately dim1R1s~tHl. In the case 

CYf favorable reviews of merit the reviewer will not fail to claim 

~\.\.c.,,.,.,.a. ~ 

their authorship at ~ proper time; sem8$1mis the unfavorable such 

g~ I as Jeffrey's famous one of Wordsworth m~yAbe cla1me~ ~& ihtii gqae 

~ 1b,e unworthy -triie review is better alone dead or dead and for-

gotten in the comp~ny of the work reviewed~ 

The moot point whether reviews should be signed or unsigned 

~ has more or less of a perennial interest for editors. As l•t.e 

\ft,.~ ~~t-....:, 
... 1913 the Athenaeum opened it3 columns to a~discusston of the 

m~tter. such a veteran as AoJ.C~rc~1wno count~.12 reviews by 

the thousan~s believe'-.in anonymity. J.P.Mahaffy
2
an ~ole reviewer 

Apparently the anonymous review is the result of experience and 
. I\ . 

IJ- 17 L ~ kJ/J~ ~ ~n.<~ ~~ Gil -r~ 
wisdom -1'kn.e.. ~o J-' ' · u 
a.....,.._a_ ..t. ~,..+-ti ~~~tvu.' . 
1 ~2ffiories of ll~n ~~1 Eooks London 1908. 
2 A: h_ep:i_eum25J-~1nu·~ry -1913, p .101. 
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such a decision is of course always complicated by the presence 
~ ~ / 'f-~ LJa-. ··t+1 tu_ 
of the editor (o&tthe more satisfactory a ~8PS&R is in his editor-

1al c::tpacity the more impersonal the reviews published under his 

auspices ~ill be and the more securely hidden will ~e the7{uthor~h1p. 
c;_ o-:ct-,~o.a. ~uLea..e 1~ ·~ /\h~c:f ~ ~ Me4 .i; ~~ tr, ~ 

That Brown's p~act ise in th1a m<l.t ter feil9WS what seems to r-·l~ 
·l~ ?\..U\,\M'~.--\e ~ 1..~~ 

,..... te the best reflects grea.t credit on him 'lnd his n:.aga.zine. "4.4a*f. 

Though the s 1gn1r.g of the reviews would. perhaps be more sat is f'ictory 



~ 
to our present study the tactfulness &t ~Ni met~g~ &C conducting 

I~ 
~ a delicate affair l.J:N.doulr&e~ly makes amends. BreWR' s reviews 

after all are only reviews and they very seldom approach the domain 

of criticism. 

One peculiar fact,which is lia~le to be overlooked
1
lf &&t ealle~.-

attienttott ~1s that these reviews are not only of books newly 

published. or course by far the greatest number are.ee,em~PEkflSeQs. 

(VI.I. 
fi1t the total of two hU.ndred and eight reviews eighty-eight ~etftg 

of books published in 1801_ and seventy-one b( those of 1802. As 

one might expect the numbers do not c11minish with the increase of 

the age of the books. 1800 has twenty-five;but 1799 and 1799-1800 

have three. Most others have one;but 1798 surprises us with seven 

and 1794 with .two. The publication of the magazine ih arrears also 

1 
made possible the inclusion of one or as late as 1803. On the 

whole it seems probable ~ Bro~ had had Qome of the reviews 

on hand for the Monthly Magazine and he knew only too well ~ 

the late appearance ef a aeview would not be noticed by his readers 

and would be welcomed &fW ~ by the publisher or the author. 

' . 
The rAv1ews are>with some notable except1ons~of one general 

class--they select a few unimportant erYors and condone them 

1 Perhaps due to dating tn ~dvance books published during the last 
few months of the year. 



\ '.{' ( 
and then they look ror the exce11encfes and the real use -o£ or 

need tor the book and fearlessly defend it for them. In many Cl9Ele& 

~ unfavorable reviews there is no truckling to any party or 

creed or publisher,even the publishers of the review 1tself~the 

1 
swords--have almost as many of their books condemned as favored. 

on the whole a high standard of morals is vigorously cllampioned • 

. To any one giving tAta magaaiae-even the most superficial exam-

ination the difficulty of identifying Erown•s reviews will make 

it apparent ~ the method which we ~ uset in s'~El-3"1ag other 

magazines ~r BPeW&'a... of cla3sify1ng them under ·three heads is 

inapplicable here. There are three possible classes;first,the 

probable;second,the possible;and third, the uncertain;but each 

Q}Qa& merges so imperceptably 1nto the other ~ the only guide 

we can offer is to say that usually the most probable will be 

treated.+ first and the uncertain will end the list. We may 

even go turther and state that certain kinds of reviews are quite 

out of Brown's province and therefore we shall find it of adyantage 

to group all /iiJft: tfiem according to the subjects of which they treat. 

we have considered all \ae ~eT'iew& which have any definite evidence 

1 There are only eleven of the swords 1 publications reviewed. 
Fl ve 8.re e1 ther indifferent, only part 1ally favorable or dee idedly 
unfa.vorab le. 



wlilate~er-. such a method of arriving at some understanding or the 

contents of the magazine is necessary and though involving con-

siderable space does not prove ea.1aapee\1e~ to be quite so tedious 

1'& .. d ()/1JZ, 

as one would expect,because ~often they J~;ve ~ instructive 
. (\ 

and interesting, throwing lights on Brown that otherwise we would 

not have. 

The r.e¥i&W e~ works relat1ng,in geJral,to history seam .;.o have 
" 

the strongest traces of Brownlt ~ in their composition. 

Minot's History of Massachusetts Baylis in what we 
explain as Brown's method. eeia ti.ere ano 1 n our stu'1:Y gt 
ti:ie Monthly Magaz.iae. It has some of the ideas expressed 
similarly to taeae ia the preface. It is one ef ~lie 
~EWiewe of which as editor he was careful to indicate a 
trivial error. The attention called to the necessity for 
a good style parallels Brown's efforts in the same 
direction. ~4 1& i~& firat re¥iaw of t:b.e w~k. 
Chesterfield's Hl~to:uy ot' Modern Europe 2 is in Brown• s 
method,haa a hit at the fictional side of the title 
and a reterence to Hume and Robertson,one of Brown's 
own pairings. 
Williams• Vermont 3 is in Brown's method and style,ts 
very similar to several of the Monthly llagazine reviews; 
has an unusual interest in the Indian •~ea aa i~ewR Nl.4 
and has a careless Brownish slip in the estimate of the 
time necessary to absorb the Indian race. 1Bte '1=18-w~ite. 
It recalls the prospectus and expresses a hope,which 
certainly was Brown•s,for a history of American literature. 
su111van•s Kaine ~has Brown's style prominent as well 
as his method. Besides a personal explanation of the 
Indian's beardlessness 1t contains a quotable sentence 
on the hope of an author which is autobiographic of 
Brown , :;i.M: !'e ad.a; 
•we cannot but think that the ambition of being considered 
a correct and elegant writer is not only natural to an 
author,but laudable,and by no means inconsistent with 
the purpose of utility.• 
The Ma3sachusetts Historical Collections,5 if Brown•s, 
would in~icate that the MonthJy Magazine review (III,p.~2) 
was alao his. It has his language,comprises his interests 
and is in each detailed notice brief enough to alilte&t be 
editor's work. 

1 Vol.I,p.l. 
4 Vol.I .• -p.291. 

2 V.•o 1. I , p • 108 • 
5 Vol.t,:p.304. 

3 Vol.t,pp.265,390. 



snowden•s American Revolution 1 has Brown•s usual 
characteristics as we here know them. 
Austin• s Oration Z: is two sentences ,probably hastily 
supplied by the stldttor. 
Ho~es• Cambridge 3 is more 1romis1ng in its style and 
method but 1s probably by the same author as the Ma.ssa­
chU.set ts Collection~ already noticed. It. repeats Brown's 
ideas or an ideal history. 
Hall's X1ssissipp1 Territory4has some traces of his 
style and ideas and may be Brown's as well as Sibbald's 
Notes .Qn. Georgia 5 a.nd Adams• Orat1on.6 

In general~ these historical studies were the best sort or 

preparation tor Brown•s geography of 1809 a.nd it is improbable 

~ he would allow the opportunity to escape him. 

a ·~ 
The next group &f pe-f"tews relateSjmore o~~-~ to Brown's 

known works and comprise iaeai eB geographies and gazetteers. 

Scott•s Universal Gazetteer 7 and Morse.•s Gazetteer 8 
have the ideas and style of Brown. The former has 
parts which should be compared with Brown•s geography 
prospectus of 1809 and his l1fe-long interest in maps is 
explained on the ground of their being the •true vehicles 
ot geographical knowledge.• 
Carey's Atlas 9 is so short it probably was merely the 
work of a few strokes of the editor's pen. 
Morse's American Geography 10 adds to the details of 
Morse's Gazetteer 8 a characteristically Brownish 
closing which reads: 

"After the general account we have given of this volume. 
which certainly contains a large mass of valuable anJ useful 
information concerning America, we shall reserve the consider. 
ation of the second part, and the further remarks we have to 
make on the execution of the whole work, to a future number 
t;if this review." 

The social and political group comprises all that can be included 

under the broad significance of the title;such as secret societies, 

social retorm,penology,ph1lanthropy,pol1t1cs and political biography • 

1 Vol.J:I,p.23. 
4 Vol.IId).439. 
7 Yol.I.p.286. 
10 Vol.II,p.457. 

2 Vol.II,p.89. 
5 Vol.! r, p. 442. 
8 Vol.Xl.p.68. 

.3- Vol. TI,p.406. 
6 Vol.TI,p.479. 
9 Vol.II9p.350. 



The review or the Essay .Qn. Political societylhas at 
its opening a touch of peculiar interest to Brown. 
Its delicatP. consideration and encouragement or the 
author,1ts hero-worship of Cicero,tts condemnation of 
Godwin,tts attention to the word •rhapsody,• its 
characteristic promise at the end of the first instalment 
of a continuation of the article and the equally character­
i3t 1c reference in the continuation 2 to the former 
article, its occasional Latinized diction,tts method and 
especially its style are more tha.n suggestive of its 
author. It seems that no one but Brown could have 
written it and the opening paragraph deserves quotation 
as a.n excellent example of Brown•s style in works of 
this xcna.racter and one which tends to approach the 
domain or real criticism. 

rt N OrnlNG is more. agreeable «> the h~ mind, i.n}... 
tient of dobbt and distracted with error, than to repose on 
.fixed principles and established laws, by which our preseaj 
conduct may be. regulated ~d the futtire conditia;n. of ~ety 
b: unfolde~ h JS not smpnsmg, therefore, that polibcal wnraa 
should attempt to. exhib_i~ P?litics a~. a s~e?" and, 3! ~ .. · \ 
founded on determmate prmCiples, which, m theu- operanon, are 
productivt of certain and definite consequences. The history\ 
of political. institutions, however, is apt to awaken a suspicion; , 
that truth 3:11d certainty, like the philosopher's stone,. must I 
for ever elude the most painful and elaborate researches; and 1 

that every new experiment, like the former, will end in dis-.: 
appointment. Yet as the labours of the alchemist have shed 1

: 

incidental light on medical and physical science, so hath the ·. 
path of moral inquiry been illuminated by the efforts of the~ 
ethical philosopher. Nor can it be denied, that if the~ 
problem of political society and government is still unsolved, \ 
that many iinportant and fundamental principles have been 1 
establish~ favourable to the improvement and happiness 0£ ' 
mankind. ... !~- -- -

Prtestley•s Letters 3 if Brown's is an example of his 
tendency at this time to become a publicist. He shows 
a fa..~1l13rity with the rights of an alien and is a cham­
pion of the right of free speech. some of the ideas 
are Brown•s;the severe criticism of the parts which 
discover taults in the American constitution may be 
his and the method may be one of the variations we have 
not been able to identify. It ls another of the reviews 
of which as editor he was careful to indicate a trivial 
error. On the whole the testimony is doubtful of its 
being Brown's. 
The comparison of the French and American Revolutions it 
haa his style and method but implies a knowledge ot 
German ~ich we are not certa1n,though it is probable, 
Brown had. The passage on Paine's writings suggests a 
comparison with another on the same author in Boudinot•s 
Age or Revelation, to be noticed later,and proba.bly not 
Brown's. As a review it is of a high type and will 
favorably compare with the best of critical reviews. 
The Reflections Q!!. the Conseguence~,etc.,5 is too short 
tor more than a faint trace of Brown's style and is not 
decisive. 

1 Vol.I,:p.17. 
4- Vol.I,:p.55. 

2 V01.t,-p.146. 
5 Vol.t,~.86. 

3 Vol.t,p.48. 



wortman•s Address 1 has Brown's style and method and 
contains a defence of W·ish1ngton and an attention to 
diet ion both of which are Brownish • .Jr y;~ 
The Crisis 2 and Cheetham's Dissertation '5- are short 
enough to be editor's work but have a;6ertain tone of 
pleasantry which makes them improbable as his. 
Two accounts of Washington ~.are considered under one 
article which has the Monthly l(a.gazine method of opening 
and appears clearly to be editor's work. The opening 
and closing paragraphs are wort~y of quotation and had 
we more space \a ~eveie ;g t:AJ.s ~aP~ ef ettr sttbjee~ 
might be profi ta.bly compared to Brown• s praise ot :i; 
Washington in the prologue to the Robbery. 
The President's Addresses 5 is too short for decision 
but may be editor's work. 
The two ~amphlets on the District of Columbia Government 6 
1HleR r~Vf1ewQ~ shows none of Brown's traces except 
possibly his sarcasm. 
The Proceedings of the Cincinnati 7 is short but is ot 
Brown's stamp. ~ 
Justicius• Remarks 8 may be ~¥eWBJs and has a ·~1am• on 
the attempted humor of the work. 
A western Citizen's Exam1nation9and Harris' Discourses 10 
have no known trace of Brown,though the former may have 
his sarcasm and the latter his ~~yle. 
Kirkland's Address 11 may be . .BM~ 1 s as editor. 
Eacker•s Oration 12 has IR"~'s style and his objection 
to political quarrelling and ia short enough to be 
editor• s work. ~ 
P:1lmer 1 s Principles of Nature 13 may be ~eWfl'a.. It 
has his style,a passage which recalls the verse on the 
title-page of Wieland and is evidently written by the 
same author as the preceding review as well as by the 
reviewer of the books on chemistry here ascribed to 

1 
~own. If 1~·4-s hia it should be studied as ., "il;:esoRta t 1 on 

~ his religious belief. 
Workman's Essays 14 betrays haste and is probably the 
edltor•s. 
Dwight's Oration 15 is not technical and has Brown's 
style and a condemnation of Godwin's philosophy such 
as 1& fe1:l:Bd. in Jane Talbot. 
An Accotm.~ ~t 1he State Prison 16 is probably Brown•a 
being written in his style and having his interests 
selected for notice. ~ 
Payson's Proofs 17 may be BFeWftts,havtng his style. 
The Rickett•s Circus fire may be the hint of Davis' 
account of the :Beefsteak club being broken up. The note 
is Brownish and the reference.to New York friends 
&e813 4Kl fi t¥the editor. In this connect ion tt-. w 
h"tte?e&t1~S to recall that Brown's ~ysterious men 
such aa Colden and CarNin have been suggested as 
members of the Illuminati. 
Woodward.• s District of Columbia l.~ is short enough to 
be the ecu tor• s. 

1 Vol.I,:p.89. 
~ Vol.t,p.199. 
7 Vol.t,p.246. 
l 0 Vo 1. I , p • 3 48 . 
13 Vol.I,p.44-8. 
16 Vol.II,:p.19. 

2 Vol. I,p.95. 3· Vol. t,p.96. 
5 Vol.t,p.209. 6 Vol.t,~.240. 
8 Vol.t,p.247. 9 Vol.I,p.24-8. 
11 Vol.I,:p.352. 12 Vol.!,:p.362. 
14 Vol.I,p.483. 15 Vol.I,p.493. 
17 Vol.II,~.57. 18 Vol.II,~.67. 
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A add to page 1522 

~ 
B~eWB'& opposition may have been caused by the pamphlet A Solemn 
Address,New York 1800,signed T1mo1eon,aga1nst w1111am Linn's 
ant1-Jerterson1an pamphlet serious Considerations. 



Cheetham's (Lys~~·s)Annals 1 is probably editor•s 
work. It has~~ slap at party politics and though 
unfavorable closes with encouragement. 
Brutus• Examinat1on,2 Leonidas• Reply.,} the Examination ~ 
and Williams' oration 5 all may be~ editor's work. 
They have his style and indirectly the first two are 
defen&es of Jefferson. The anonymous Exa.Iilination 4 has 
a atatement about the irksomeness of reviewing crudities 
which seems to have come -a~Re from the editor. 
Dickinson's writings 6 is in Brown's method and style 
especially at the closing. 
Ada.ms• Address .7 is doubttully Brown's. 
Webster's Miscellaneous Papers B is to be connected 
with the immediately preceding review on Barton's 
Disse~tatl~q. It has more echoing of Brown•s acquaintance 
with international law and his opposition to party poli­
tics and is in his s~le and method. 
The Sham. Patriot Unmasked, 9.Burr •s SUppres·sion. 10 and 
Wood's Adams• History 10 are tied together,are in Brown's 
method and style and probably are editor's work. The 
la\1;-::~has a superfluous note characteristic of Brown. 
Stillman's Discourse 11 may be Brown's as editor. Like­
wise Eckley•s Discourse.l~ 

If we were only looking for the reviews most obviously by 

Brown probably t.~Qi8 &2 the prose fiction ;f 1iB:e l!&,y would 

meet with ready acceptance. It is hardly to be expected ~ he 

would turn over to any ef ~1& friends a work of prose fiction for 

he knew more about novels than any 8fte or them. one of the seven 

reviews we have ali'e~~ considered as Brown's in our study of 

13 
~ 1~Qrk 1; r~lates ie ~Wieland; and we refer the reader to that 

·, 
part of our work and shall not turther consider it here. 

John Davis we gavQ seen was an acquaintance of Brown's 
and, when his Farmer of New Jersey l:+ came out it is ~~ 
~tti~ probable Brown noticed it himself r~ther than 
turn~frt over to s~me ene o~ the "bench of eight." The 
shortness and character or it~ causej ~ absence 
ot details and aaet&er indicatf.eB ~·.it probably 

1 Vol.II,p.88. 2 Vol.rr.p.100. 3 Vol.II,p.101. 
)?. Vol.II,9.102. 5 Vol.II,p.103 6 Vol.II,p.167. 
7 Vol.II,p.173. B VolII,p.193. 9 Vol.II,p.212. 
10 Vol.II,p.231. 11 Vol.II,p.347. 12 Vol.II,p.~79. 
13 Vol.I,p.333,Vol.II,p.28. 14 Vol.I,p.83. 
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was editor•s work. It is little more than a notice •. 
The brevity of the earlier notice of one ot ~Davis•· 
works was not at all flattering or encouraging and now 
it appears it was due to ~ lack of merit. In the 
present Bav1s book,the Wanderin~ of !illiam,lwe have 
an excellent example of Brown when compelled to condemn 
a, work of reeking morals. The book e8ft'talft8 BRilQli tl'!:&t 
disgusts ~~e Peviewe~ jaet as it would Brown. He knew, 
better than Davis ~ how far to go with -1rRe realism "' 
~emotional scenes. As in the preceding review he does 
not allow the publisher to escape flaying. Of the fiction 
reviews wortby of being quoted~• e~~les ef BreWft'& 
~this is the one to stand at the head.er ti.em. I\ 
~ee:ae: ... 

T HK" Farmer of ~ew-J~,'' to which this work &1 

called a sequel, was notJced m the first number of our.: Re1 
view, 1'!1ge 83. · In that p~duc:~on of Mr. Davis we disco .. 1 
vered bttle :w-orthy of praise; m the present one w'e find, 

:=~gbut:~~t ~ deserving·~fridi~le: ~:~h~i~~.::.~t~J 
· He sets out m. hJS preface_ with sagadously i'emarking; ": dl•: 
the reading of the pro-ent age is confined~ nearly to n.ol'Cls'; 
tha~ the shelves .of our. c!~culating libraries·~ under't~~ 

.. weight of excesS1ve sensibility-'~ Female Frailty,"-u l.o~at . 

. ~t ~igh_t,~~_.aµ~ th~ " <;:qild_r~1~ of the A~~ey ;" or they TC1J.~f j 

.~he aid of ~be C<!-fpe~tc;:r to ~~po~t the burden !Jf th~" ,Gotta:Se I 
Moor," the "Man m the Moon "and the'' Castles of Aililiri 

u •• ; • l ~· . '. .· ' _,.. .... ; ,, ' ~ 
and Dunb!ly_ne. .. . , ;., . . .. . . . . . . ·' . : · .. · 
~ . Having made this jmporti.n,t discovery, and <lrawn this iii~: 
genious picture of modem. lib~e~, Mr. D. profoundly tji~ 
µiarks, that if tJie.females_of t)le pres~nt ~entury lie more _efi.:j 
lightened than those of the last, they owe theu- accessio11 of, 
lrnowledge to novels .. He _then pathetically .laments that' t~~ 
life of a hu1nan bei!lg " should now he lost in hnishi11g SP,Z­

iiers from the ceiling, polishing the enamel Of a tea-cilp, arid 
sympatliizing in its fall from tf.e she?J~" when the world 
abounds with so many instructive noyels. . . · 

The author then _proceeds to show in what particulars his 
novel differs from those he has mentioned; ·and, after ppl.nting 
oui: certain deficiencies of S~IOLLET, F1ELDINc;Ro'ussE'Au, 

'CuMBERLAND, &c. explams in what manner his book'is.ant 
improvement <?J:l th~m all. ,, _; . . . . . • ... -~-..C· ~.:..:' 

Here as much of the outline of the story is given as 
Brown is able to stand and after an indecent scene he 
breaks off. 

\ 1 But here we must positively stop. 
This portion of the " Wanderings of William" must suf­

hce for a specimen of Mr. D.'s talents at novel writing. We 
at first undertook to frame a short abridgment of the whol~ 
story, in order to save our readers the trouble and disgust which 
every person of delicacy must endure in Ferusing the original~ 
but the nauseousness of the task overcame our benevolence.' 
Those who are still disposed to believe that the genius of· 
Mr. D. is capable of any thing refined, elevated or interest• 
~ng, may satisfy their expectations by recurring to the book 
itself. 

A greater number of unnatural incidents and improbable 
circumstances were, perhaps, never before jumbled together in. 
one story. Not a single character presents itself, with which 
virtue, wit or refinement have any connection. His heroes and, 

l Vol.I,p.427. 



heroines are nothing better than a ·group of adulterers~~ gani-) 
biers and prostitutes. In the character of his favour:ite saµor 
we. cfo not perceive one manly or consistent trait; and yet. 
in his preface, he dares to boast, that he alone, of all other 
writers, ·has depicted, in 'his hero the chara~ter of the mariner 
w~th " justness of colouring." It is scarcely characteristic. of a 
legitimate and thorough-bred son of Neptune to write elegies, 
to quote Ovid and Virgil, to refer to Pliny and Cicero, andi 
converse .with chemists about azote and the decorupositio~ .0£! 
w~~r.snort, the Wanderings o~ William amount to riothirigi 
1nore than the adventures of a couple of vagabond seamen. I 
who, ·with a ·pair of nulls picked up ·in :i. Spanish harbout,! 
g0 roving from port to port, .f'?r no other <?8tensible __ purposc j 
than to protract the scene of their debauchenes on ship-board, • 
and their bacchanalian revels on shore. · Such a min~tjve Will, ; 
,a9_qqgbt.~~J®M:Milcable-to..:.W_:tas~~·of ~-~enants.of th~, 
fy;etastle,. and deHgh_~ful to the imaginations of the frail slsret.t-. 
Of. the suburbs ; brit common sense and decency will revolt 1 
~t ir, and brand the 'publisher with an epithet harsher than J 
im~n~. ----~ ___ . _ _________.._.~ .. ~---~ 

Moreland Valel is a short example oi editor's 
work and nicely exhibits Brown's sarcasm. 
Monl~ 2 appears to have been cut short,as ii 1t 
~going to occupy too much space .. l:let11r .sttem-·:-. 
of the ~e~1~ea a.JR9Ynt at tae eftQ... The unfavorable 
comment rs-directed at~ the details that had 
been singled out for attack 1n Brown's own prose '-'­
fiction. one or the most surprising things about ~ 
~ aFi1eie is the absence or comment on the 
yellow iever scenes.inspired by Arthur Mervyn. 
Knapp's Letters or Shahc99],enJ1s in Brown's 
metnod. The ideas,the points selected for comment, 
and the style are Brown's. 

The reader Should have a general idea ef d~&t how nn.ich law 

~~"01.~t- J1, 
Brown knew;at least no one should be ia ~ea~i as te the range of 

his legal training so far as it applies to the technical side • 

.et'clegal W&El~th Therefore when we come to~ ten legal reviews 

~ 
we should be able to form some decision as to Bi!-O'Wfi'~ authorship 

of them. 

Coleman's caaes 4 is excellent as an exposition of 
Brown's legal mind. It is a clear and illuminating 
display .. of the importance and use of such a work. 
The method and style are Brown's and so far as the 
tectJ.Ilique Mi 4lle ll!Mf is concerned it might have been 
written by a man who had never studied law at all. 
The encouragement for a future volume recalls the same 

i vo1.r,p.491 .. · 2 vo1~r1~p.1Ki+:" 3. V-01.rr~p-.209~. ~ ·4 ~..-c;1·:r~p-.39 • 



idea as expressed in the close of the review of Minot•s 
HistQLy of Massachusetts. 
Addison's Reports 1 has the same ideas suggested as 
were made part of a formal statement in the preceding 
review. It is generally possible and probable as Brown's, 
has the same avoidance of the technical and conc1uaes 
with an excellent slap at party politics. 
Jefferson's Manual 2 is shorter than we would wish 
but has signs ofBrown•s interests,style and method. It 
is an instance where no decision is warranted. 
Cooper•s Bankrupt Laws 3- has some of Brown•s character­
istics of language,1s in his method and has an apology 
tor not noticing some errors which alone could come 
from a layman and most probably was written by Brown. 
Bushrod Washington's C:1ses ~-has Brown's ideas and style 
and like the review of Coleman's and Addison's is 
non-technical. 
Dallas'5 and Wallace's Caaes 6 and Pothier•s Treatise 7 
are not too long for the editor•s hand and are also 
non-technical. Dallas has his style and ideas. Wallace 

·has :.hts ', tdeas. Pothier bes ides having the account of 
his study which must have had an appeal for Brown has ~~ 
~eWBl~ style and diction. The practise in translation 
recommended by the reviewer is that afterward followed 
by Brown in his Volney (180~). 
Taylor's Cases 8 has the same ideas somewhat differently 
expressed"'.a:!t -we. t:Qua'1. in Coleman• s and appears to be by 
the same writer. The method is Brown's. 
SUllivan•s Land Titles 9 is in Brown's method and by 
the same author as SUllivan•s Maine. It is another 
example in that it has some of the technical side of 
the law which may impress the unin1t1ated;however,all' 
of 1 t could be eas 1ly supplied· by nw:iRg at b8:1u1 a 
copy of Blackstone. 
Abbot's Treatise 10 and Americ~~ Precedents or Declar­
atio~~ le are obviously editor's work. 

~'\ 
There isl\~ one review on shorthand. 

Rees• Sten_9_gra..J2.hY 11 ts probably Brown's. The former 
personal interest in the subject and the present loss 
of interest would explain the brevity of the remarks. 
That Brown preferred Byrom is only too true of his own 
method,~ ~ ~ ~1..iN 1IJ1'tiibf,f'M ~ M =/fJll!lt #IJUM ~ 

Jf- fi 1s 1n Brown• s style. t :ftJV1e. 

~ ~h..6.~ 
The reviews on poetry are al1A_ brier ..e~o4:g:R t.o be ascr1 bed to 

<l4 
Brown eR t~e..gro~~Q taa~ iftf!, al'e editor's work. 

1 Vol.I,p.180. 
4 vc-1.r,r.413. 
7 Vol.II,p.290. 
1 o Vo 1. I I 1 p . 48 9 • 

2 Vol.I,p.20C. 
5 Vol.II,p.26. 
8 Vol.JI,p.332. 
11 Vol.I,p.363. 

3 Vol.IJ-p.330. 
6 Vol.II,p.72. 
9 Vol.II,p .. 393. 
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Davis' Foems 1 opens the group with a defence of the 
Monthly Magazine thus: 

"MoST of the poe~ con~i~ed i~-~-~~u;ti~have ~p:· 
peared in the gazettes ·of Charleston and of Ne~-Hampsh1re, 
and are to be found, under the head of Poetry, m the sec?nd 
and third volumes of the 'Monthl!J Magazine aruj- A?"erzcan 
Re-.;iew,' published in this city.-As the author, m his adver~ 
tisement tb the public, has quoted a commendatory re~k ~ 
taken from the American Review, it may be proper to sug-· 

1 

gest that no such remark is to be found in the critical dep!ITT~ _
1
! / ~ 

" I\ .• men~ of. that w~~~"....c-- ~ · · 

surely n~ one e~e~~~ Brown had an interest in the repute 
of the ...._aead Monthly Magazine's critical opinion. 
That Brown could not find merit in Davis' verse which 
had been good enough for 'Mile padding .&f the 'Monthly 
M~saz:H*a.. is quite a commentary on Davis' voluble mention 
or Brown in his Travels. It is the third of the reviews~ 
~ which as editor he was careful to indicate two trivial 
errors. , 
Bloomfield's Farmer's Boy } is an excellent example of~ 
iW&Wfi:'& poetical reviews. It has all his ear-marks-­
style,method and ideas. It refers to Anderson and the 
Kont1'!1Y Magazine praise of him and presents Brown's 
ideas or country life and peasantry. The two opening 
paragraphs are such an excellent example of Brown's 
development of prose that we iMlsl~ quote them. With the 
exception of the final clause of paragraph two the 
rythm would probably be considered as satisfactory 
even to t)W great8ei ef mei;WPR eeholaxs of Ettgl1e~ 
~~ose rytl::J:fl. Professor Saintsbury.~ ~aiR~uPgl'h 

'J\. LOVE of the simple and tranquil. enjoyments of runll '. 
life exists, with greater or less force, in every hwnan heru:t· 
However immersed in the busy cares of the town, engaged m 
the pursuits of am.bi~ <?r enthralled by sensual p~u:~~ , 

there- are f~w who do not, at s~me moments, sigh for tlui. 
quiet and innocent scenes of the country. All who are nd\f 
utterly depraved,- or destitute of sensibility, must feel delight) 
in contemplating the various pictures of natural objects, the{ 
occupations of virtuous industry, and the happiness of the un~ 
ambitious peasant. f 

Still more pleasurable must be the sensations of the bene-? 
volent heart, in beholding the various exertions of humble) 
and unassisted genius; in seeing modest and unassuming meri~ 
drawing to itself the attention and admiration of the world~ 
and emerging from obscurity and depression to light _and fame. ; (.f 

Brown gives Bloomfield considerable. praise and the 
review approaches the realm of real criticism. 
Falconer's Shipwreck 4 is in Brown's style and though 
too short to impress it bears traces of his hand. 
Linn's Fowers of Genius, in the first 5 and second 6 
editions,are undoubtedly Brown's having most of his 
characteristic details. So far as internal evidence 
can ~e accepted for a decision these instances want 

1 Vol.I ,p.84-. 
2 Davis did thi.3 in tr:e case of the First Settlers of Virginia 

quoting s. p1saa.ge fron~ tr~e liqr~t.!11.Y MagazTue-~aigned. C.B.Brown-­
which we also r1aVP not been ahle to find. 

~ Vol.J,p.109. 4 Vol.I,p.117. 
5 Vol.I,p.201. 6 Vol.II,p.462. 



\~ ~~-
nothing to stamp them as Brown's. The. reference in the 
review or the first edition to the horrific writers 
who model their works on lCrs.Radcl1ffe and the passage 
which finds fault with the poet's preference or the 
Firth ot Scotland to the Schuylkill and Hudson and 
Delaware as a scene for the love-lorn swain,are the 
most quotable instances of Brown's interest.)~; eY~ 
s~aee fe~~iQI o.ur extraotiag 1i~ The review of the 
second edition is particularly or interest in that_.., 
41~eeie atteatieR ie the faet t~ the a[uggesti4Ji'f) 
~ revis1on~rormerly~¥.ea had been followed. 
Peregrine Pastime's Pedagogiad 1 is ~e~~ly editor•s 
work. 
Burns• Works 2:: contains the only a~pearaaee of a state­
ment or editorial policy relative to the plan or the 
review and its relation to domestic productions which 
tM:SBe could come from the editor. -i"t readst 

"w· that · tr regret the pfa1t of otir review· ! 

'!hith ob}i~es OS't~.·~tOW OU~ principd a'ttention OD dofu~: 
fie J:!~b~, ~ll .i;iot pemnt 11$ !o ~tr.let· the8e port16jij~ 
as-_~ ·as cJ;ie J;~d,icu~• an~ w~I7:wn~ character of du! poe, ; 
~tl 1!iS ~<5]b, g!t~_by his.editor; · ,._ · ... 

Otherwise/~uw Pev1ew is not--strongly characteristic 
save tor ~ language and method. If this is Brown's 
it would make a good example or the i::ev1ewe -o~ poetry/ j~ . 
Honeywood's Poems 3 is one of Brown's publishers 
publications. It has his method--his negative method--
which calls attention to what is not in the book.1.t541 l't 
has a ~ significant selection of the account of a 
v1s1 t to the Shakers~an experience wi'i!Y. we M'!e -se&R l~"'-1 
Brown ha~ just previous to this reviews•appearance. 
Barlow's Parn_a.§sian Shop ~has some of Brown's style 
and method. The defence or Hayley is one of Brown's 
interests but otherwise the review ts most doubttul. 
If 1t l;e Erown•s it is a new display e$ R~ in a mood 
'9e which we do not know him ever to have eeea &u:bd&e;~ \...CLJ.. 
Paul Allen's Poems 5 has Erown's style and method though 
it is odd ~ h~~id not mention several personal 
interests in Al.lair's book. The remark on the author•s 
youth and the encouragment at the end are peculiarly 
or interest in that one day Allen was to plan and write 
practically all or the ott1c1al biography ot the editor. 
A Poem on Universal salvation 6 though religious in 
interest is given but two sentences of condemnation as 
poetry,and they probably were written by the editor. 
M:cK1nnon•s Poems 7 is in Brown's method. The singling 
out of the Hudson river poem and the acknowledged 
inability to judge the Mohaj(wk one may be due to Brown's 
recent trip up the Hudson. so far as we know he never 
went up the Mohawk. Otherwise there is no decisive 
evidence. 

There are four reviews in the group of w~at w9 ba:ve e&iiileA 

1 Vol.I,p.250. 
4 Vol. I, p. 460. 
7 Vol.II,p.327. 

2 Vol.I,p.255. 
5 Vol.I!ip.91. 

3 Vol.I,p.297. 
6 Vol.II,p.233. 



shipping. The intimate relation Brown had with his relatives 

in the business qualified him to in;tellige~tl.¥ discuss general 

·.:r. 
questions relating to l~& ~\1.81ftee~ 

Clark's seaman•s Desiderata 1 is a little too tecllnical 
and~ far as we cau-;f~1s out of his range, though 
he may have securecytttw technj cal pa;=t from his brothers-• 
Barton's Dissertation 2 has his style and characteristic 
continuation and is a fine example ot Brown•s growing 
interest 1n public affairs. The reasoning on and the 
United States• championing taa ea~se et neutrality 
and the rights and relations of belligerente.~has not 
been improved upon.~ any of Uie d.oe\i\mefl:'&s in '&lie 
~opeatt WaP.. The need tor an international court with 
power to enforce its decrees is here seen to be nothing 
new as a panacea. History repeats itself diplomatically 
as well as in other ways and no one knew or realized 
the importance of t~Q,.mai•er ift Ba.rton•s book better 
or had a keener relish for it than Brown.~ Taken 
with the review next t.-e a~pear in the magazine, the one 
on Webster•s Miscellaneous Papers it is no wonder 
Brown was giving promise of being a g»os; publicist. 
The first instalment of the Barton closes with a paragraph 
obviously by the editor. The second instalment closes with 
a characte~istic paragraph like the closing of the 
Scott's Gazetteer review. 3 
Abbot's Law25_ ~is clearly the editor's work. 

Two reviews we fte:¥Q groupf 1 under printing. 

They 5 are similar to other short examples and appear 
to be ~Pe~a:ei~ editor•s work. The idea that the author 
presents more enthusiasm than judgment is a Brownism. 
The style is Brown•s. 

'\~.~~ 
Of t-fie .;,we reviews on language, one 1& 4on1-'ttwl.. 

Smith's Latin Grammar 6 appears too teclmical and shows 
too large a knowledge of the subject for Brown. 
Woodbri~ge•s Key 7 and his Grammar 8 may be editor's 
work and are ft'i\i4e within his range and interest as well 
as like other short reviews which we suggest may be his. 
The former shows an intimate acquaintance with Johnson's 
dictionary such as we know Bro~n had. 

1 Vol.I,:p.49!.;.. 
4 Vol.II,p.4-89. 
7 Vol.II,p.226. 

2 Vol.II,pp.183,295. 
5 701.II,pp.350-1. 
8 Vol.II,p.3:,5. 

3 Vol.I,p.290. 
6 Vol.II,p.224. 
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l 
There is one notice of a book on logic and it is ao short and gen-

eral 1t cannot be by any other than Brown. 

one review is on oratory,a branch of useful knowledge which Brown 

was Y.OJ:¥ muon ant' very aotiv:el=y interested in during his~ days • .: 
__;; 

l3est•s Dissertation 2 has a eew,aia sarcasm which we be­
lieve was Brown's, a knowledge or Greek,an antipat~y toward 
philologists and a notice of pulpit eloquence which ~ layman 
might easily make. The st~ and method are Brown's. 

Three reviews relate to books of travel. As a corollary of geography 

this group is of t90 1 >l la• interest to Brown. His known works never 

neglect an opportunity to refer to e••e 1f the early traye11ers. 

Mackenzie•s Voyages 3· has his method a.nd despite its length 
is not the teclmical work of a spe·cialist. It is easily 
within Brown's grasp. The closing sentence ia obviously the 
ecator•s. ~ ~o~ 
The Tour i!l Holland 4 may editor's work. It is short, 
stilted and stereotYPed in method a.na is under suspicion 
bec3use of the book'a having been before the public tor 
twelve years! When such an interval has elapsed it is 
hardly warranted to give a review with a slight apology. Later, 
1n the case of Barton's medical Collections, we shall find 
too elaborate an apology for the slight delay of one year. 
Here the apology reads: 
NAlthough several years have elapsed since the first publi­
cat ton or this volume,yet,as there is a probability th~t to 
most of our readers 1t may be new,we shall make it the sub­
ject of a brief notice.• 
Moore's and Jones• Directory 5 are probably editor's work, 
though too short tor certainty • ..Ca::Pe:y • 6 tftl;_g_ 5 -4ft&£ttd:e<1 
~~ tsg gre'tl'p of geggra~~1ee snd gazeiieers is the same-. 

1 Vol. I, '9. 246. 
4. Vo 1. I I • p • 2 0 4. 

2 Vol.!,p./37. 
5 Vol.!I,p.350. 

3 Vol.II,n.121. 



Whether Brown had any particular interest in agriculture 1a 

not certain though it seems ~ he did have. In several places 

we have found lM:ais ~~ he either hoped tor a farm or had had 

some experience: on one.SR4:[t is ot 9&Qr&e certain that more 

than one other member of the Brown family ha.d. 

k.~ 
The New York Transactions l is 1n B!'own'~ method and 
style and the subjects selected f-e~ ~0ft\1&R are those 
of particular interest to him or their authors were 
B\iHleered ameRg his friends. 
The Rural tlQ..CrC!,tes 2 is nothing more tha.n a quotatton­
padded piece of editor's work. It could be easily 
constr~cted by gsae~lti~ the table of contents,and 
by snatching up hap-hazard selections. The method is 
Brown's. The style is characteristic but the amelint 
~ original matter is so small it is doubtful. 
Moore 1 s Great Er:t:.Q..X:. of !JneriCaJ'.l Agricul tA:t:.eJand the 
Bahama Communication~ ~are probably editor's work. 
The latter is also somewhat related to the shipping 
business md records the information of some Lieutenant­
Colonel Brown. 

Two reviews relate to ee&ki o~ naval subjects. ~e~gft they m~ 

~o ~e~a~ate the mere ~oabtfu1. 

The Address tq_ t_}le_ Peo_P.le of the United states_ on the 
Pol~cy of ~C!_1_ntain1qg g_ permrutent Navy. 5 is another 
1nsta.nce of BTown • s publicism. It is not technical, 
is in Brown's method and has enough of his style.'476 
e-gri.s1aer it ·;i,e l=J:ia. Aside from the old saw that history 
repeat3 itself the subject is of the greatest of inter­
est to us ~li'l~ ~ as it was to Brown and his relatives 
more than ~hundred years ago. 
Intimately related to the subject of the foregoing 
~ is ·uae pext one Qf ~ae gl'&U"HUmphrey•s Repor_~.6 
The review is not technical and it has all the usual 
traces of ~ i~g Browr;l f I 

Chemistry is so far as we know outside of Brown's range and it 

1 Vo l • I , p • 40 2 • 
4 vo1 • .rr,p.385. 

2 Vol.I,:p.465. 
5 Vol.II;p.206. 

3
6 

Vol.tI,p.227. 
Vol.II,:p.415. 



might be thought doubtful if he wrote~ reviews of such books. 

~~ 
PeP1'la~,4n examination will show he may have been the author or 

t\ 

the~ !J..S well as others mgre ebvtottsly w1ta1R ~1a raftge, 
• 

Lavois1er•s Chemif!.lr,y l is not at all technical, has 
a mention of book-making which recalls Brown's R9i9~ 
saying ie ate ~~o;aer on the dullness of the busines~L 
a.rid a criticism of translat~which Brown took car~~o 
follow in 180~. It is in ~~ style. The opening 
paragraph relating to the republication of foreign works 
is so general 1t must have come from the ed1torJ1 ~ 
and deserves quotation. ,, R---~-- -

. , _ F.PUBLICAJ'IONS of valuable Euro'peaii ~rks in Ame- · 
ricalt.tve become 'frequent, and we are pleased with their ap-: 
pe~ance on _s~vera.l_ ~~counts. piey indicate~~~~ ... • 
~-and study w~ll ~eoming a free and intelligen~ pc:ople ;. an 
they evince a skill m manufacture, .an~ ~ application of Ill: I 
hour, high!r agreeable to ~e patriotic mmd. ·. Indeed, front i 
several specimens of Amencan . typography which have latdy i 
appeared, we judge that, in the manufacture of paper, cor..; · 
rectness of execution in printing; preparation of leather for co- ; 
vets, and neatness of binding and decoration, distinguished i 
excellence is already .atti.ine~: In anot;Jier respect,. to .us :qoof ; 
Reviewers, the American editions ~e preferable to the British~-; 
they are generally cheaper, and, m ~he present ex~':agant 
price of books, cost the reader oftentimes less than a thir.d of I 
the money _ck~d~~ f~!"..!ls!!..ck>.!!_t:~tion of the 5a11le ~ork~·~ 
Though indicated to be so this review was not continued, 
as if the author had lost ~ interest ta tn.e ~ee* after 
treating extensively the matter of translation,waig~ 
wae ,Fe~a:bly ~rgwa•s greatest 1~terest in 1i. 
Cha.pt?i.l's Eleme_qt_~ Q.t C_hemist_r_y 2 has Brown's style and 
repeats lR Br:R9t88r wa;y the idea about the ~ price 
of books aa fenma. in the former notice. It may be editor• s 
work. 
Mitchell's Chemical Nomen~l~ture 3 is a good example 
of what an editor can do with a technical subject. 
The whole review can be_ purloined from the book. There 
is no criticism and ~ who had never read a 
page of chemistry could have wr1 tten it. 
Hare's book on the Blow Pipe ~,is another review of 
the sa.me ch~tter, a~ati j\lst 9Qll& iaepe&-. 

f:F9HI: 1iP0Wft '@ 

The Tho~Kh"t.~ on the Incr~astng Wealth of the United 
States 5 has none of Brown•a ideas and only one of his 
l!. ~erary characteristics ,namel.v the -MeK sentences. 

Jr l!hQ ';~gla matrie1f is hand.led so simply ~ 1 t appears 
to have come from someone with ~ the intellect of 

1 Vol.I,p.97. 2 Vol.I,p.254. 3 Vol.II,p.41. 
4 Vol.II,p.432. 5 Vol.I,p.159. 



a child. 
cooper on Bankruptcy 1 ia in Brown's method a.nd may be 
editor's work but is too doubtful. 

By this time the decline bas become &Uffiei&Rt ie '&e noticeable 

'll\.ok(;ca .. :t: ' !M-

and the ~M;a1at.,' l989QJRQS weaker and wea~er, aft4\1;.6e 

a'§a1n5t stranger a.E:d S'tl"onge~ 

' 
~ 

One review may l3e classed as philosophical. 

The Transactions 2 of the American Philosophical Society 
has his method and may be editor's work but is extremely 
doubtful;too much of it being technical medical science. 

A certain group may be entitled educational. 

Shepherd's Columbian Accountant 3 is ahort enough for 
editor•s· work. It also may be a variation of Brown's 
method. The slap at politicians and patriots is suggest­
ive. 
H'.Ulllah Foster's Boardiqg School 4 has the stamp of many 
e;t ~a.e reviews of the Monthly Ma._g?Zi~ in that the author 
is not only condemned but the bookseller as well. It is a.. 
~w....f1rAP-t case where the e d1 tor t.il1Rki 1~ fteeeaeMy t~ 
apologises for an 1801 revie.w or a book w:b:1Qa Q.a~ l3ean 
~'*4H:~ahad three years ~eteita.. crf49... 
Biglow•s Child's_ Library .5· may be Bl'e~La editorial 
work. 
Edgeworth's Practical Educat~OA ~ closes with a remark 
continuing the review similar to i8&:t et the Essay Q!l 
Political society n&'e~ e~&lte. It appears to be Brown's. 
Warren's Add:t:_ess 6 is not technical a.nd may be li•evm's.. ~. 
Alden's Int.r.o_<iu.c_t_i_@l 71 is too technical and N probably 
not Brown's. It recommends Wallace's arrangement of the 
English alphabet. 
Webster's Useful Knowledge B may be editor's work but 
it is so tull of 84ill~ platitudes and so lacking in 
critical comment we ettnRal &81~ bttt doubt Brown's 
authorship,ef 1tr. ~~ 
EssaY-_l! 9 ~1.s probably not BP0111n"~ So far as we know 
he ~Q~not ha¥e ~eeB a mathematical genius. 

~ 

The group of Fev1ewe of the drama are probably as near to halt 

and half as we could find. ~ cllaneea are a1'ottt eoenl.v balanceEl-

l Vol.I,p.330. 
4 Vol.I,p.85. 
7 Vol.II,:p.179. 

2 Vol.II,:p.253. 
5 Vol.I,p.250. 
8 Vol.II,-p.33lf.. 

3 Vol.I,p.76. 
6 Vol.I,p.492. 
9 vo1.rr.:p.381. 



r.er anrt agaiaet Uw1r ~e1R8 B!'Mftt's.. 

Winstanley•s Hypocri~~ ~nmasked l has Brown's style 
and diction. The opening paragraphs have :Brown's idea­
of ~~gper encourag:ment tg ~· gtveR to authors and the 
hit at punsters and wits recalls the .m!IlY whi~~ters 
of the M:on~MV lla.ga~ine. What "jhe i:eviewer says a1'elit ~ 
~Qe aPitieiam e~ American productions reechoes the 
egmmen~ ~' t:Ra preface and prospectus. It is possible 
Brown took the name of the hero of Clara Howard from OM a... 
er ~a& character- of this play. The critical ideas 
are such as he had forcibly brought to his attention 
by the &all8 faults in his own works. It may be by Dunlap 
or some other well iafeFme~ dramatic man. 
Everett's Dar3.ll~el 2 is short enough to be editor's 
work and the poetic figure is·so coDIDlon it is not 
beyond Brown. 
White's Orlando 3 is in Brown's style and contains 
a favorable comment on John Howard Payne•a prologue. 
It is alea~ly by the same author as Winstanley•s 
Hypocrite Unmasked. 
Ingersoll's ~ and Elgiva 4 appears to have more 
cri t1cal ab111 ty"'.than we know Brown possessed but it 
has a.-f&W ef Ai& characteristic~~ language. 
Carey's Ret1ec_tJ~cg1s 5 is clearly not by Dunlap; it has 
Brcwn •a ideas and style and also &'tilftda ~e:r l3F9WR •a ~ 
principles of the theatre,so ~ the internal evidence 
is strong. It contains a statement 6 that the writer 
had been in the habit of visiting theatres ever since 
youth which if true of Brown ls 1siePeBiiftg ~~ no~ 
valuable information. Another statement 6 may be a 
reference to \hts destroyed tragedy ~Y ~rowii. as related 
by John DM~a., ~"'~. · 
Dunlap•s Aba!lino 7 may be Brown•a but is so short and 
general ~ it bears no clear traces,~ 'Rim.. The closing 
paragraph appears to be editor•a work. 

There are four reviews on lexicography. 

Two 8 are too highly technical for Brown though they 
may h~ve his editor's addition of apologies at 1h.e closing 
and the second has a suspicious note on the word lengthy 
whi~h recalls the trial of lengt:k!Y_ 1n the Konthly~azine.9 
Of the second two the first 18 has Brown•a style,is or 
his interest and is not too technical M 'be wit!;J.!R }:iii ~ L . 
gF~sp. The second 11 aRa iset by reseeR &t its reference 
to Johnson may be editor•s work. 

1 Vol.I,n.6~. 
11 ~·,.._, I .;-.., -z·J'' ..,... J ',,J J_ • , ~' • ./ - ~ • 

7 VolII,p.476. 
1Q .\ .. ,.....~.., T ..,.- 7..·,,-
- " 'J .L • ~ ' ~ • .,/ '+ -·· • 

2 Vol.I,p.95. 
:; "':-lJl.II~p.94 • 
8 -iGl•I, r.p. 210~ 217. 
11 Vol.II~p.226. 

3 Vol.I,p.191. 
6 Vol.II,-p.98. 
9 vo1.rrr.p.172. 



l 2 
There are reviews on Botany and Health. 

They may be editor•a work though no proof is· to be found 
other tban Jl&B&i~l.At his interest. 

one review relates to astronomy. 

Woodward's The sun 3: has a careless slip at the open-
1ng)ia in Brown~style and deals with his interests. 
On page 445 BPQ supplied a typographical Q~Pe~ e-t 
om1asion by writing in the missing •tions• of motions 
in line 6. 

One book reviewed was on surveying. 

'1.0 
The Art without Science~ is·~a~~I~ a&.)·;~iBg more th~n 
editor's work. 

One review relates to manufacturing. 

Higgins• Observations 5 is not giesPlY suggestive~ 
Bzows but because of a few pet expressions may be his. 

in the prospectus 'W'out rel1g1.gn may indicate ~ he had a greater 

interest 1a t~1a elase ef Pe¥1e·iM than we have hitherto known. 

However,the subjects ~are treated with too much of the attitude 

~; miz:i.4. of the initiated,and while they may be aditor•a work they 

~~ 
are too much like ~Q e•mi}:,,_ f'&o1-'19WS in the MQ.ll:.1!.h!.Y ~azine 

which we re.rused to believe to be Brown•a. The possible exceptions 

are as follows. 

1 Vol.II,"9·317. 
J4: Vol.TI,-p.232. 

2 Vol.II,:p.351. 
5 Vol.II,p.307. 

3 Vol.I,:p.4-30. 



Eeaut1es of the Bible 1 has some of ~s 4etia1ls witai~ 
Brown's interest and eapegially maintains his belief 
of the literary excellence of Johnson. It probably is 
not B~ewa' e., ~. 
Alden• a sermon 2 haa a closing which auapiaieuely 
recalls the prospectus and preface of the magazine and 
the hope for the services of the well-to-do of the 
first review. It may be ed1tor•a work. 
Trumbull' a 3- and strong• s 4. Century sermon have nothing 
technical about them and the general criticism is in 
Brown's style. Like the ~Pee9~ing item they ·may be 
editor's work. 
Abeel's Discourse 5 is probably editor's work. It is 
within Brown's range, is not at all technical and has 
his method and sentence structure. · 
Beck's Doctrine of Per_Qe~ual Bondage 6 1s a strGmg 
statement of Brown •s att1 tude &f :mina t·oward negro 
slavery. It is such an answer \& tlie ~amp~let as one . 
would expect from a man et 1Rtel11S8RQ8 aaa Al:i!!af);ity ~ 
and has his style and method. 
Witherspoon• a Works 7 l'eview&GI. 1R fettl" 1n!talntefttie ~ 
has Brown's language and interests and is evidently 
editor's work.jQst ae we !l'all lateF f1R~ tJ:le Peviewa 
9f t~e lle"-1eal J!e,esi:Mffit te ~e. The second instalment 
shows ~ characteristic expressions more th~n any ~ 
t.iie- ot her4. 
Trumbull's Dignity of Man 8 is not at all technically 
theologic:1l and might easily have been written by any 
layman. It has Brown•a style and reflects his interest 
in that it commends the avoidance of •party violence 
and irritation.• 
Holmes• BerIJton 9 is short enough to be editor's work 
but is doubtful. 
In the case of Emmon•a Discourse 10 there is an opening 
which undoubtedly was Brown•a--possibly added iR tae 
ea~agity of ~~!tor to a contributed review. Ii state.a 
tm ..editor• s position well a;.d read~: 

rt ~~~RS: from the v~iety o(matter ~!1ich. ~~~~; 
ba:~r~i:hem, are often placed in s1tuat1ons of difficulty and: 
embarrassment. The community, for whose benefit they pro ... 
fess to labour, is generally divided into factions, irritated by 
the impressions of injuries mutually inflicted and suffered, and . 
little inclined to listen to the suggestions of liberal and corlci- • 
liating coiis.iderations: . PoiitiCal dissentions are eminently of 
this description. After a long series of collisions, political 
parties become sc»habitually and systematically hostile; that the 
one cannot perceive in the movements of the other any thing 
but mischief and sinister purposes. How far this is the neces­
sary ~ulq>f free gov~~nf; it is not our presen~ ~~iness 
to liJqnrre. How far it mlght be moderat.ed and dun1mshed 
by a · wiion of the exertions of the wise and virtuo\Js in the 
respective parties, ha8 never yet, perhaps, been put to a fair 
experiment. · · - · 

1 Vol.I,n.41. 2 Vol.I,p.82. 3 Vol.I,9.185. 
4 Vol.I,p.189. 5 Vol.I,p.234. 6 Vol.I,p.239. 
7 Vol.!,pp.32~,415,427,Vol.II,p.10 8 Vol.I,p.340. 
9 Vol.I,9.361. 10 Vol.I,p.484. 



·pit:~~:.:=~~1::: 
.. .· jq_.culti~te. elegant lett~ so~nd learning; . and ~- ! 
SCI~ F and; by all the mean& Ul our power, . to promote·,thc 1 
in#~1$i)f mo.rality an~ r~li~on. · Happi!y,' tfu:5e ~~~J''i 
~eneral~y be discussed m this country without amm~ty • ot~· 
mtemperance. . . · · · : : ·~ : ·· -~·: ~ 

Convinced, as we are;. that a great mass of w~sdom; .w;. 
lenis; •JiQiiour, integiity and. patriotism, belongs· t~ ·each ~r ! 
the two political parties whicq. now divide the Umted ~tflt ·' 
we w~b, ~our qualiry:or Reviewc;rs~ to l!eat them :both w:~~~I 
deference,. and to iteer ~~~.J as possible!bc~. ~t_W. 
1:-o emhrace the system of either would only serte to narrow i 
the field of our usefulness, and to mingle with the pursuit$ ~f j 
literature passions and feelings which ought for ever to be kept j 
6Cparate. . . 
. Many persons have sup~d~ that in a fonncr.num~ _o£

1 our Review (p. 139) we deviated from our usual impartiality 1 

in surveying the political 9u~tions which a~ita~e th~ com- : 
munity. Many others, It is probable, will 1magme we 

1 

equally depart from that impartiality in our consideration of I 
the present article. We are also aware that the warm par• 

1 
tizans of either side may accu~ us o~ inconsistency; ~~t 
-while each of us reserves to himself, m the most exphcir' 
terms, that system of political faith, and that attachment to i 
men and measures, which conviction had previously impres .... • 
sed on his mind, we think that every liberal and candid ~eader i 
will be inclined to acquit us of the c~arge, an~ rathe~ give ~s' 
crr.dit for attaining so near to the difficult pom~ of impar~al , 
criticism. We shall, however, increase our Cl'Crtlons to mam-

1 
tain that strict neutrality in party politics which we think the 
cause of literature requires. . . , 

With this declaration, we proceed to the exammatlon of . 
the pami:>hlet before us.'' ___ ---· ___ -· -·· 

White's Sermon l has some traces of Brown's style and 
a reference-to the Monthly Magazine which hardly would 
come from any one except the editor,but is indecisive. ""-~·­
Starr's Oration 2 is s ~8V1°w- if it oa~ so ~9 ealle4 v""J 
~ o!le s~l}te-rice. It is bardtf to M believe' ~ anyone 
s~ve the'tlitor wrote it. Though headed by bhe pFeteaeie~a 
0apit·11s er "Article XVII" it surprises by its brevity 
and~ makes food for thought.a& to tile ela iaeas ef 
:P8Y1ewa... Wewel!eJ: Brown was not doing anything out of 
the ordinary in~t}iat e~e aea~eRe9' e~Irier ,eriodlcal!• 
eia tRQ same .. 
Nott•a Discourse 3 is short enough to be editor•a work 
and is nothing beyond a layman. It has Brown's style. 
Adams• View of Religions 4 is in Brown's style. It also 
contains a reference to the authors former mention 
of Mias Adams in the Monthly Magazi].].~. 
The Sword or ~p.~ ~ord, 5 Austin Is Barley Cak~ 6 and 
LelaLd's Stroke ~~ th~ p£anch 7 are not tect.inical and 
may very well be by the editor having his style and 
l3e-1ng in tac l::lal::l~ method. 
Miller's Essay on Church Government 8 has Brown's 
style and i-e in $fie ttBtted method. It presents a catholic 
view of the Presbyterian church. IR tais eenn.eetigR.::{"t 
should be remembered th~1t at this time Brown was 
probably engaged to marry the daughter of a Presbyterian 
minister. 
Muir's Fower of Goodness 9 is short enough to be editor's 
work. 

1 Vol.I,p.488. 
4 Vol.II,p.38. 
7 voi.rr,r.56. 

2 Vol. I, p. 491. 
5 Vol. r I, p. 49. 
8 Vol.II,p.89. 

3 Vol.!,p.492. 
6 Vol.II,p.52. 
9 Vol.JI,p.90. 



Welch's century sermon 1 recalls former criticism in 

.J 

the same department and uses the editorial •we• most 
prominently. While it has the characteristics of~ 
others suggested as peaai~ly Brown's it seems to be 
an exception.in that 9~1tQr1al ~artieuleN". 
Boudinot' s Age or Re_yela~ion 2 Peview has a gpeat deal 
of the personal tioefte that would suggest the editor as 
t"ft8. author. It contains an excellent hand~ing of Paine's 
anti-Christian book,wort~y of quotation~1L'1iough it may 
not be Brown• s, M ii tee geed te pass l:iy. 

t•We have often felt much surprise that Mr •. Paine's.worlt: 
~ christianity should excite so much attention, and pro-o 1 

•okc so many answers, as it has done. The impression which 
it made, for a considerable time, certainly gave no very 00..., 
nourable idea of the learning and taste, to say nothing Qf ~ ! 
piety of the age. For it would be difficult to nnd a publica .. : 
tion of e'lual claims, which displays so much false reasoning, ! 
wretched inconsistency, and gross misrepresentation; or which, l 
amidst all the vanity and vaunting of the author; is, le~ en'"\ 
tided to the character of originality with tespect to matter, • 
His whole merit consists in having presented the cavils and' 
objections of others, less learnedly and less ingenioasly than 1 

they; but in a more forcible; sprightly; and popular manner,: 
than almost any writer. When his book first appeared, i 

we considered it as destined only for an ephemeral existence; f . 

and accordingly it has been for some time gradually sinking i ' 
into forgetfulness. All the zeal of the more i~orant classes : 
of infidels has not been sufficient to support its mfluence; and l 
the sensible; well-informed men, who belong to that denomi- : 
nation, view it merely as a popular instrument, which, though : 
it has, for a time, promoted their cause, yet will not stan9 
the test of serious examination. " 

Melmoth's Religious Life 3 has Brown's ideas of book­
makiug and a w,ag}&eai<e condemnation of the a.erg Gf fiction 
he had published in 1801. 
Her:rphill 's riscourse 4 has a closing paragraph obviously 
by the editor but 1s e;&erwtse indecisive. 
Letters on the Ex1stenc~ and Character of the De1ty,etc.,5 
is not techn1cal,1s in Brown's method and style and has 
his interP-sts. It appears to be editor's work. 
Wetmore•s Extensive Charity 6 may be editor's work 
but seems to be too much lengthened by the extracts. 
1eQ :te ~;['Qli!R Ii .. 
Miller's sermon ·1 has traces or Brown's style and may 
be editcr•s work though its tone is technical. 
Davis'SeIJil....9!1 3 is of two sentences general enough to 
be mQr~l~ editor's work. 
Marshall's catec~1~~ 9 has Brown's style and ideas 
in the two fina~ paragraphs. Otherwise it appears not 
to be his. 
McLeod's Negro Slavery 10 had a peculiar interest tor 
Brown tesides containing a slap at Godwin's Political 
.rust ice. The method is the conventional one and the · 
styleTs not clearly Brown's, so ~ it is protably 
not his. 
Hotchkin's Doc!_rine of Election 11 and the Prayer Book 
for Fc:gn._i_lj.es_ 12 are both short and may easily be editor's 
work. 

l Vol.II,J:.9'i.. 
5 Vol.JI;p.2i:•. 
9 " ~ Tl 41'!3 vO.L • .i. ,p. ·-J. 

2 Vol.II,r:.14~. 
6 VoJ..IIjl.220. 
10 Vc·l.II,r.45C. 

.3 Vol.II,p.1_50. 
7 Vol.IIlp.341. 
11 Vol.II,p.477. 

4- Vol.II,p.178. 
g Vol.II,p.347. 
12 Vol.II,p.478. 



The final group is tl'i&~ er medicine. If Brown was to be helped 

at all by the •eight" it would be in this department.teat ~hemostat 

Jlel~ woQld oome.. Almost without exception these reviews are out 

or Brown's range of interest and information,and yet the fact that 

the second index paid particular attention to the~edioal reviews 

may indicate $ft.a~ he had ai ~~!e iime developed an '\:tftl::leual 

interest in the subject. Seme sre ften-~celm:ieal aR~ may ~e ~FeWft'B· 

fep '&fie following ;reaseft~ 

Hosack's Medical Education 1 has touches of his style, 
especially in the first three and the final paragraphs. 
The comparison to a lawyer's efforts and the slap at 
lexicographers are suggestive but the reference to the 
reviewer having been at college a@eme ~ takesJthe review 
out of Brown•s life. 
The Medical Repository 2 reviews have iL them nothing 
technical especially ~ plagee where opportunity offered. 
The method and style is always Brown•s;one of the details 
seema to show the reviewer was not a medical man;the 
closing is Brown• s usual 9fiuiilie1a:~~i~ encouragr::.ent: ~ 
a.a ae gaYe ~ 1R tse Me&'Ul!:V ~s:a~1'1.aoland one of the 
reviewer•s particular interests was the yellow fever 
articles.er t:tw maga~ift9... The first ra~1ew contains 
a tribute to Elihu Hubbard Smith which seems hardly 
could have come so strongly from any person except 
Brown and is wortp.y of quotation. i~ Fcaae; 
K()fil readers will forg}ve~uslf ~e pa~s~7~oment, before·! 
entering on the examination. of the present wo~~. to express. 
our grief for the premature death of one of its~tounders, and 
tO pay a tribute of respect to his memory. Few persons, we · 
believe, have been. more ready than the surviving colleagues 
of the late Dr. ELIHU H. SMITH, to express, with affection­
ate ardour, their hi.gh opinion of his enlightened zeal, in de- ~ 
vising.-the plan. of the present publication, and ,putting it into \ 
operation ; the diligence of his exertions to support its charac- ! 
ter; and the great value of his labours as an Editor. Their' ' 
.sa.ridour has led them to acknowledge that to his confidence 
and activity the work is. indebted for its ~stence. Indeed,.. 
We know of BO mall< SO well qualified for the conducting ct' 

work of literat~e and. ~c:;~nee jn,a country where so m~ny ob ... 

1 Vol..I,p.68. 2 Vol.I,pp.137,279,381,Vol.II,pp.l,283. 



StacleS. are. tO be ~en(;OUUtefed.., ,His habJtSH Of. order "";tnitr¢gil.:t , 
larity in the distribution. of his occupatjo~! and the empl9y.;. 
ment of his time;. and, above all, that sp1nt of persevei:ince~ 
"Without Which no great. purpose can be accomplished, $Ulgu-
1arly fittr:d him for such an-und~rta~ing. . , .. · 
. Few have acquired, so early m bfe, the high reputation he: 
enjoyed, and v~ few~ at any ~· have been mor~ f;enerally 

· regn:tted at the!I' death. ~ nauve energy and ~ctl~1ty of hi&: 
lllind, the extent of his ~earning,. the warmt!i. '?f his phi_lan­
thropy, his indefatigable mdustry 1n the acqu1sit1on. ~d diffu­
sion of knowledge, . and for the ad!anceme~ of. the mtei:C8Q . 
of science all consprred to render him usefut in h1& profession; 1 

and.in an 'the relatio~ of social life; . to excite hi."gh expec. ta-i 
tions of his future emmence and services; and to produce the-
Jiveliest-S()!l:~fg;Jtjs _-P!Smature .;,~()_!~1.·:~ .....,, - .:.., .... ..... ,L,_ 

This is ro11owed by another reference 1 to h1~e'mtraeie• 
when an article by him gives the editor the opportunity. 
rt is abort but particularly well put. It.-PeaE!-e-i. 
•This paper discovers much of the 1ngenu1ty,learn1ng, 
and comprehensiveness of m1nd,tor which 1ts accomplished 
author was so eminently d1st1nguished.w · 
Ramsay's Review 2 is only slight~y technical,1s in 
Brown's method and treats the book in the same manner 
as the Medical Reposit<g:y was treated. 
Rush's Lectures 3· is also non-technical. 
Oliver's and curriis Letters ~contains a reference to 
the Medical Repository which would seem to have come 
from BTq_~'t !'isft~ It states the position of a reviewer 
as Ji;'.QMf'would undoubtedly do. 
Mace's cause of Disease 5 may be editor•s work. 
The group or yellow fever dissertations 6 are or 
interest to Brown but are too technical. The general 
opening appears to be editor's work and expresses his 
views well enough to be quoted. 

ft AS pubficatiOns of this kind ar~ ~ad~ not of choice, but 
from necessity, and as they are usually the productions. of 

voung men, the conductors of literary journals have generally 
thought it not proper to subject them to the ordeal of criti­
cism, an<l have therefore omitted to take notice of them. Per­
haps a middle course is preferable. While the impropriety of 
surveying them with the eye of a critic is obvious, yet the 
public ought to be informed of the existence of such publica-
tions. ." . . . . . _ · _ 

Ba.rton•s Collections 7 appears to be the editor's 
and has his style and method. The opening apology 
which should be compared to that affixed to the Tour in 
Holland is certainly his. ~t, f'caae ! -
"considering the importance or this art1cle,we owe 
an apology to our readers for the long delay of bringing 
it before them. Publications of this kind are so rare 
and 1r.terest1ng in the United States,that we fUlly 
reccgnize the duty of seizing the earliest opportunity, 
as far as our influence extends,to direct towards them 
the attention of our countrymen.w 
In this ca3e there is too much of it,while in the earlier 
case when it was warranted there was too little. 

l Vol.I 1 1,.280 
4 Vol.II,p.77. 
7 Vol.II,p.~07. 

2 \"o~.Itp .. 194. 
5 'iol.JI,p.181. 

3 Vol.I,:p.479. 
6 Vol.II,p.361. 



quackenbos• Disse~tion 1 is short enough to be 
editor's work ~Hi ao is wholly in the editorial 
tone. one passage relating to the works which preclude 
criticism is worthy of quotation as expressing the 
idea of the edito~ a&~ ~ea~tH-
•a publication made not voluntarily,but as a prescribed 
tas~,ought not to be subjected to the severity of 
cr1 t1cism. • 
That quotation should be compared with the opening 
to the yellow fever dissertations.ljtte~ !);etteH,. 1k~ ~. 
Walker's Dissertation 2 is short enough to be editor's 
work. rt could easily have been dashed off after reading 
the announcement as issued by the Rev1ews•publisher, 
the swords,and has a closing sentence,suspiciously 
Brownish. ~¥1.ie~ ;peaae.; 
•we are pleased to see in the medical graduates of our 
country so many evidences ot industry and observation.• 

To sum up the w:ti.ol& matteF ef ttte. reviews we are compelled to 

say ~ the difficulty of identification and the lack of convincing 

evidence is due to the fact that we have no definite standard by 

which to ,judge them. So far as our researches have gone there is 

no actually identified review by .Brown. In the case of the 

reviews of the Mont~y Magazine it was considered wise to place 

the reviews in the questionable class,tor in that case where we 

had initials signed to the reviews,one of which,(C.B.) would in 

ordinary cases be acceptable as ev1dence,.we were not sufficiently 

convinced. In this case we have a great many reviews of works 

by the same authors as in that other,and the frien~ly "bench of 

eight" who assisted Brown would have to be identified--which we 

are not able to do satisfactorily--betore we could apply a process 

1 Vol.II,p.478. 2 Vol.II,p.479. 
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o-f elimination to asaist in identifying Brown•s revtew work. 

w 
On thP- whole 1 t seems to be t-ae part of 'Niaaem to sa.v ~ l3rown 

may h~ve used his editorial privilege to add to all the reviews 

contributed;that is probably as near to the actual identification 

of ~uthorship of these reviews as anyone will ever come. 

. l,_h_~ 
In this magazine Brown had no theory to~ on the publtc. He 

stood tor no party,no school;his object was the simple though 

difficult one of exainining the new publications of a new republic. 

His models were t~ode that have stood for a long time and probabl.y 

\I\.. 
will stand forever. He could be a severe,umoved,or the gentlest or 

/\. 

judges,his invariable intention was to encourage moder~te talent 

so ~s to make sure ~ gent us would survive. He did not belie•re 

in the Jeffrey This-will-not-do formula. and no Kea.ts would ever 

have been 11k1lled' b.Y his pen. How much of this sort of encourage-

ment wa.s his a.nd how muah wa.s his friends' ,m.::iy never be a.ccuratP,-

ly known. 

The continued increase in the numter of publishers who sent 

books for revi~w would seem to 1nd1c;:i.te ~ the mag::iz1ne,as it 



1 
went on,grew in favor • .But there was ~V~Qeft\1y another side to 

1 De.~·!~r.Y,.YQ.YJ·Z~_,et-~.,New H1:1'?n 191_3,pp.xxxv i-l.nj 182 u.sed Bro-;vn'.3 
~tg·tzin~ w~~n ~riting con~erni~g the New York women -3.S aeen by 
hta: i:::. 1-794. Tn'.)UZh it ·inne:1.:s not to b~ Bro-~m 1 s th-2 r?Vit;w of 
Ezri S-3.mpson I 3 B-::~ i e3 o_l the .~l~l-~ (Vol. I, p. 41) W'lS ~138(1 113 
::i. ::ecof1:;11en·i·1:ion of the cook when it w;1s rep.rinted 1.t Boston 
F·~br·iir.v 180:.;.. On the b:-tck of the ti tl·~-p:ige e& t.a1.:e edit}~ 
th~' 3 e thr:-;ia p-3.r -igr:-1.p hs 'Here Y. uo ted: "~.ir. S-lmpson ...• compi l..:i ti on", 

·"We th!nk .... cont:.:iin" :ind "We :-i.re •..• l:ibours''. 



the matter. Not only was the old quarrel with Webster continued 

here but,as we have seen, another author entered the arena and 

measured swords with the reviewer. Beyond this the reason for 

the transformation of the magazine is not clear,but in race of it 

and or the fact tl'lat the next form or Brown's activity as editor 

retained and made most prominent 9tw g)l&~&e~er ~ the less trouble-

.Q;f~. 
some part of this magazine, it is ~e~a~l& ift&t Brown had had 

enough of the thankless task of ~tt1Rg 1R atate as literary 

censor and therefore made the metamorphosis,~ as he had done 

before. ~wevel',it was not & jl:HR' 'fPem the fI3tng pan ifrte t:Rig :C1re." 

~s 1t w&e 1R the case of t :tLe Merttl!];y ~gaztne ID!!! :kmeriea-R B9v1BJL,, 

auQ. the American Reyi~w gru1 r 1 t era;ry uottinai-. 

As a part of Brown's ~ work the~f two volumes of the American 

Review and Literary Journal have been almost lost in the midst or 

the greater number of equally aa large volumes of the other magazines 

with which he was connected. several writers have even been~u1aeRt~y 

ignorant that he actually did edit them. With any opinion we 

may form or Q~~ ahl~ject ~eea~ee of them we must aet ta1l io include 

the fact that two of his novels are also a part of this time or 

his life. 



Aside trom ~e interest and value the reviews may l'.la.ve because 

~storv :cepeats 1tselt a.R:Q. we can read much of present-day impor-

~ -

tance 1n this hundred-year -old magazine,i~e we-.k markj an improve-

ment in Erown•s style. There is henceforth less of the staccato 

sentence and •brg~g~e~t more of a freedom or expression. 




