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The Arerican Review and Literary Journal began bke—txistonee with
the number dated Pex January,February and March 1801 and was 1issued
regularly as—a—gquarterity until the end of 1802,totalling eight numbers.
X

According to the original blue paper wrappers and the conditions =&
given in the prospectus—which we shall Jquote presently--each numter

was issued in arrears;that 1s,the first,dated for January,February and

Marcn 1801,was issued on April first; the s3cond dated for April,May

and June was issued on July first,ete. For all numvbers T. & J. Swords

of New York were the/publishers & ‘w

— K o n""tl
L“‘\ T edoa oW nd o0 F-0oRidedadben Was Med as a quarterly

continuation of the Monthly Magazine and American Review but the change

tacTie al Ao gl
in the periods of issue and 1tsAcha.racter made—it—necolsary—to—axroep the

first nalf of the 01d title. The addition of the Literary Journal was

hotd

an artful coacession toAthe 0ld subscrivers.

The prospectus of—the—werk was set forth in a
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*View|of|A Periodical Work, |entitled|The American Review|and

odded

Literary Journal," a& asnexed to the last number,December 1800,.

bt

and also issuwed

ef—the—third—volure\of the Monthly Magazine

L
in some copies of 4he first volumg of-Lthe—work between the pre-

face and table of contentgAL
b
o R Yy | 4&h1n!L&u~&
Ine—profposotud presents o very~Ffail—pieture—of Brown's
wax;c—au

opinions of thi(?tate of the authorship,criticism and literature

of-Hhe—~time which is of value to the literary historian as well

——

/i '
as interesting to the student.|I 2peats his establisfied opinion
&J P

g

ol politics,mentfons™xeligionas one of the~rfaupdation-stores
N
of socie and governmept,and outlines the geveral dep ments
N
=556 v d 838 6 6 —

T —— e e . - e

(1) T |
THE E&xtors of The MONTHLY:MAGAZINE, and Am:-
RICAN R1-:vmw, having been induced, by the reafons men-
tiofied in thie'préface to the third ¥olume of that _work, to |

1 I'ne piragr4pasd ar”® nuwc rod 1rn crackets fer “ow-,r* nee of
Sutucss oo fnrence. ARy 0LtheTr nuaverirg is Brownt
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undoubt

w O

Change it froni a monthly to W guarterly ‘publicétion, and o
iitfke a confeqtient 4lteration of the title, they deem it 4 fuitablé
occafionto renew theirfolicitations for thé aid of fubferiptio:

S8

- co, . . % . [N ¥ ]

" The American Review, and Literary Journal;. ;|
and to invite the contributions of all thofe who have léifu#e of
inclination to promote fuch am-undertaking. EERER ISR

EQ.J The advantages of periodical ‘publications like the préfent;-
are tgo well known, §d have been tob often difcuffed; fo be
agaid enumerated:  All the reafons urged in favour of thgnu-
merous periodical works which appear in Great-Britain, have
additional forcer when applied to fimildr produétions im: this
country. At prefent, no other common repofitory is'to be
foundL where the fmall and fcattered portions of intelle@nal |
treafure may be colle@ed and amaffed; and which, if difperfed
over an extenfive country, are either loft, or dilregarded as of
lile worth; but, when colleted and thrown together inté
one coffer, may fwell to a great and precious fum. . & =%

L33 The people of the United States are, perbaps, more diftin<
guithed than thofe of Europe as a people of bufinefs; and by an
univerfal attention to the active and lucrative purfuits ‘bfﬁifc.
This habit has grown out of the neceffities of their fituation, |
‘while engaged in the fettlement of 2 new country, in the means |
of felf-preferyation, in defending their pofleflions, in removigg.
the obftacles and embarraffments arifing from their colonial
condition, and in forming and eftablithing independent {yitems
of government. When, now our population is increafed, our '
national independence feeured, and our governments efta-
blithed, and we are relieved from the neceflities of colonifts
and emigrants, there is reafon to expe& more attention to po-
lite literature and {cience. :

[L{-] i Nothing feems better adapted to excite this attention, and to *
render the purluits of knowledge more compatible with thofe
of bufinefs, than thofe periodical publications which impart
information in fmall portigns ; by which, men engaged in ac-
tive occupations, may gradually acquire a degree of intelle@ual
cultivation and improvement, without any infringement of the
time allotted to their cuffomary and neceffary concerns.

[S] " Much has been faid about the claims which the natives of
America may urge to the praife of genius and learning. 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 muft be admitted that we have not contributed our fhare to
the great fund of knowledge and fcience which is continually
receiving {uch vaft acceflions from every part of Europe.

{{&] . Genius in compofition, like genius in every other art, muft
be aided by culture, nourifhed by patronage, and fupplied with
leifare and materials. The genius of the poet, orator, and,
hiftorian, cannot be exercifed with vigour and effe@, without .
fuitable encouragemene, any more than that of the artift and:
mechanic. Neither the one or the cther is beyond the fphere
of focial affeCions, and domeftic duties and wants; neither
can be expeted 1o produce works of ingenuity and labour
without {uch a recompenfe as the natural ambition of man,
and the neceffities of his nature and fituation demand.

[_T] [ No oue is {o ablurd as to fuppofe that the natives of America’
are unficed, by any radical defect of underftanding, for vieing
with the artizans of Europe, in all thofe ufeful and elegant
fabsics which are daily purchafed by us.  Similar and fuitable
circumftances would thow Americans equally qualified to ex-
ecl in ares aud literature, as the natives of the other continent.

|
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£%]. Thecaufes, indeed, why the intellectual foil of America g
fo comparatively fterile, are obvious.. We do npt cultivate {t’#
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1 This,of cours

But a people much engaged in the labours of agriculturg; ¥ 3]
country rude and untouched by the hand of refinement, t:an‘nf;t;1
with any'tolerable facility or fuccefs, carry on, at the f_amt:;l
time, the operasions of imagination, and indulge in the fpecu;i
lations of Raphael, Newton, or Pope. o

nor, while we can refort to foreign fields, from whence all oite
waats are fo tally and readily fupplied, and which have been
‘cultivated for ages, do we find fufficient inducement to labouz,
in ou¥ own. We are united by language, manners, and tafte,
by the bonds of peace and commercial intercourlé, with an
enlightened nation, the centre of whofe arty#nd pdpulation '
may be confidered as much our centre, as much the foilntain;|
whenge we draw light aiid knowledge, through books, as thaf
 of the inhabitants ¢f: Wales and Cumberland.  Ia. relation to
the Britith capital, as the centre of Englith literatige, :ants,
and fcience, the fitvation of New and Old-York may bélre-
garded as the fame. - It js only the gradual influence of time,
_that, by increafing our numbers, and futhithing a ready mar+
| ket for the works of domeftic hands and heads, that, will, at
length, generate and continue a race of arifts and adthors
purely indigenous, and who may vie with thofe of Europe.. >
- Thia period is, probably, at no great diftance; and nothing
feems better calculated to haften fo defirable an event, thad pe- |
iodical publications, in which every original contributién is!
veceived, and the hints and difcoveries of obfervarion and: mgetf
“nuity are preferved; and which contaid a critical examihanon'
of the books which cur country happens to préduce. : It is|
from the want of this clear and comprehenfive furvey of our'
Fiterary produds that we are, in a great meafure, to dfcrbe:
she cénfurés of foreigh critics, who aré yet in ignorance of us'
and our affairs. , : C Tl
.. In the thort period of eighteen months, from the commence- |
ment of the America Rwiew,labobe one hundred ard fifty .
publications have beeﬁ noticed, “without comprehending thofe |
1n medicine, and many others which were not -offered at the
time. Many of thefe, it is true, are of a nature fugitive and !
temporary, and of litde worth; fome are of real value’;. and 2
few, we may venture to predi&, will acquire a latting Yeputa.
tion. oL T
_This part of the plan, {o 7ew in America, had many pre-
Judices to encounter, and many obftacles to furmount: It was ;
thought. that American writers would not fear criticifm; that, |
as this was a young country, its authors muft be treated withf
peculiar indulgence, and be encouraged by praife, rather than
intimidated by cenfure. . This objection originates from a ver l
imperfect and partial conception of the nature and end of Crie{
ticifm; and which expericncc has proved to be without|

foundation. It is applicable rather to the fuppofed incapacity’
of the critic, than to -the bufinels of criticifm itfelf. If the:
critic have formed to himfelf an ideal ftandard of excellence of
the moft elevated kind, or is enflaved by the authority of any
individual example, there is danger, left the difappointment of
unreafonable expeQ@ations thould prompt him to pronounce a
fevere and inequitable judgment.  But if poffefled of liberality
and candour, and a juft view of the end of writing, as well as
a fenfe of the imperfeQion of all human fkill and capacity, he
cannot fail to fatisfy the public by the juftice of his decifion,
and to benefit, if not pleafe, the author himfelf by the expo-'
fition of the defes, as well as the merits of his performance.
How far thofe who have executed the department of criticifin’
are qualified for the undertaking, the public have it in their
power to decide. Their purpofe is not {o much to exhibit

WRE

2,r21303 o naat d=part.ent in the donthly Magazine.
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C \3]5 Morality and religion, the pillars which upﬁold the fabrics’

their own opinions,’ ds thé {pirit and manner of the authiors
themfelves. -To-boalt of an extimption from prejudice,.or bias |
‘of every kind, wduld évince their ignorance and prefamptibn. |
Their prejudices; they would fain believe, are of a: falutary
kind, and favourable to the true intereft and happinefs of mari-

&ind. " Though not indifferent in the great queftions of politics, !

avhich are fo often difcuffed, and which at prefent agitate the,
.world, they hope to be above the influence of mereparty-

Jpirit, which engenders fo many unw_onh{ and felfith paffiops, | -

and whofe views are limited by perfonal, local, and temporary
onfideratidns. T T T

of fociety” afd ‘government, they feel it thewr duty on this,

as on ev_erzeoghgr occafion, to ftrengthen and fupport dccord-
ing to the beft’of their ability. "~ SR el

C 141 Asthe AMERICAN REVIEW is intended to comprehend

every mative publication in every branch of literature and
fcience, as well as American editionis of European publicariond,
‘this defign cannot be fully accomplifhed without the attention'
of authors and publifhers in tranfmitting,” as early as poflibley|
copies of their works to the publithers of the Review. * B

C S - “The advantage of having their prodd¢tions and phbliédﬁgi)p}
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the poli-ical

‘thus made known throughobut the United States, it is-prefumed|
will be a fufficient inducement for them to attend to this re-,
queft. In the future numbers, this department will ogiftipy the
diftinguifhed place due to its fuperior importance, and-will re-.
ceive the moft liberal, candid, and fedulous attention. .
" The LITERARY JoURNAL-is'defigned to comprehend, |

?Il;jeﬂ.f So refpeQtable a :é;f;aﬁtory:as the one here offered,

it is hoped, will induce perfons:of leifure and ability to make
:frequént contributions to this department,  The Editor&'vi!l
be fcrupulous in the fele@ion of fuch pieces only as are:di--
tinguifhed for fome originality, or excellence of fentiment aui
manner, or for the value ot the opinions they contain,.and'
which, while they may reflect credit on the writers; will add
to the reputation and refpectability of the work. But whether’

this department and the fucceeding one will be filled or not 3

with domeftic 'materials, muft depend on the nature and number’
of the contributions. . : i e
" 2. BrocraprHicaL MEMoIRs and ANEcDOTEYof re--
markable and eminent perfons, particularly in America—
This ample field of the mott ufeful branch of human know-
ledge, that of individual man, has hitherto been wholly neg-
le€ted in America; though no country, in proportion tb_,its'
population, has been more produlive of thofe felf-created
charalters, emerged by their own native energies from narrow
and obfcure cougition_s,’ to eminence and ufefulnefs; .charac-;
ters, the (teady dnd active tenor of ‘whofe lives afford the beft |

and moft inftru@ive examples of genuine virtue, and ufeful '
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J¥odd to true greatie(s; to dittinguith the glory which furrcunds

talents, exerted for the happinefs of Tociety. It is from the por-
graits of fuch men, that the youth of America thould learn the

the name of WASHINGTON, from the illufive meteors which |
excite wonder:wirile they terrify and alarm, and diftarb. the’
repofe and happinefs of mankind., Sna
- *It is hoped that thofe whofe fituation and knowledge enable.
them to contribute to this department, -will got be backward in !
communicating the' information they poflefs, be it :little or
great. A few incidents and facts from a variety of hands, may
enable the future biographer to complete the portrait; and, it
not thus preferved, are likely to be wholly loft, through for-
getfulnefs, or the influence of time. ‘Numerous public ‘and"
- private charadlers ought not to be fuffered to pafs into oblivion,
or to be left 1o the imperfe&t and partial record of the general:
hiftorian. : _ - S S
- It would be particularly gratifying to the Editors, to be able,-
#n the courfe of their publication, to give a lift of all the:au-:
shors who have appeared in America from the year 1770 to:
1800, with a brief examination of the merits and content§ ofi
their feveral pérformances, fo as to form a hiftory of Jitgrs
sure and knowledge in the United States. : Should this iyl

tion meet with attention from tb”@“!h&%;al'cf,bﬁ“qui 'jif;:

furnith the neceffary information, and {uffcient mat
colle@ed for the purpofe, this hiftorical retrofpect of:le
and fcience fhall conftitute an appéndix to each volume
it is completed. : - R
3. INTELLIGENCE of every kind, in agriculture, natura: l
hiftary, mineralogy, arts, an({ mifcellaneous literature; and’
every fact, hint, and difcovery which can, in any degree,
gratify Liberal curiofity, promote ufeful knowledge, or conti«
bute to rational amufement.  This department will glfo com« .
prehend early notices of all works and projets, and of interided
publications, as well as accounts of new patents, granted for
mventions and difcoveries; and, to this, perfons in .cv,ety."clafa‘
. and condition can communicate fomething which may be ufe- |
ful, or which deferves not to be forgattén. . f
At the end of every fix months will be given a kalf-
yearly retrofpecBof the political events and remarkable occur-
rences in Ameorica. This will be a general and connefled
narrative, without entering into political difcuffion, which
may ferve to place, in a clear and fatisfaltory view, the fuc:
ceflion of events which, gleaned from Gazettes and diurnal
publications, remain perplexed and confufed, or are cafil
obliterated from the memory. . . !
- The AMericAN REvVIEW, and LITERARY JoURNAL,
is intended to comprehend a furvey of the’ftate of literature,
arts, and {cience in America; and, for the entire execution of
their plan, the Editors rely not only on their own exertions .
and thofe of their friends, but of every perfon of obfervition, ;
who feels any defire to encourage fuch an undertaking. - .|
Although 1t is intended to confift wholly or chiefly of Ame-
rican produdls, refort will occafionally be had to thafe of Eu-
rope, for articles rare, curious, and valuable. S
It will be publifhed in four quarterly numbers, of one hun-_
dred and twenty pages each, making one volume, oftavo, 3
year.. The extreme cheapnefs of this publication, confidering
the enhanced price of the materials and labour beftowed on
books, ‘will render its purchafe eafy to every perfon.. When|
compared with the fums periodically given for the numerous .-
diurnal and weekly Gazettes, the annual fum will be regaided,
as trivial.  Though the publication is but half as voluminous,
the price is lefs than hal@t what has been paid for the Monthly
Magazine, and American Eevicw; and, to accommodate it to'
the withes and ability of a dumeraus clafs of citizens, was-an
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continue thelr ’§§erﬂ§nt
which it is about mhﬂ'umc.

‘COND I T I ON S. . :
E'?-GK I. To be pubhlhcd quarterly, in numbers conﬂﬁmg of 'one |
huridred and twenty pages oflavo each, at ﬁfty cents a
> number—to be paid on delivery. 3
If" It fhall be primed on fuperfine paper, of an umf'orm ﬁzc
' with the Month} ly Magazmc, and Amcncan Rewc "’dnd
" "on a new typ
III. The ficf¥ number, for ]anuary, Fcbmary, and March
will be delivered on the firft day of April, 1801. ¢ 3
1V The laft dumber of each volume will be accompamed
" with a neat mle-paFc and comilete mdcx, and 1f pméﬁ.

" table, a‘lift of the fubfcribers AR

E )_'73 " Subfcriptions will be received;’ and numbers fold,' B 4 ,
Weft, Bofton; Hudfon and Goodwm, ‘Hartford; ‘.- Beers
,ancf Co. New-Haven; C. R. ind G. Webfer,” Amaf’:’
"Dobfon, . Humphreys, and M. Carey, Philade; elphia"J. Rice,
Balt;morc‘ ‘W .Prichard, Richmond; T. Rambow, _' ks
Ballcy, Waller and Baﬂey, Charleﬁon Seyinour and
hopter, Savannah; and T, :md] Swords, t:WJYox“kc

[)_%1 As the colle@ion of finall fums is difficult and’ €x
thofe who refide at a diftance from the above-mentionet towns,
and wifh to become fubfcribers, are requeﬁed to deﬁgnate fon:te1
perfons in the faid towns as their agents, to receive and pay for
their_copies.—Subfcribers at a diftance are requefted to be |
punétual in remitting the fums due, as on that punéiuahty de-
pends the fuccefs of the work. }

Z?.C.; 1 All commuiications fent, pofi-paid, to T. & J. Sworas » |
-the publithers, Na. gg Pearl-ftrect, New- York, will be fea- ,
-fonably acknowledged, and meet with due attention. - - \

[So] 4 Thofe -authors and publifhers who do not forward then‘1
publications to the.publithers, muft not confider themfelves as
mtentionally neglected if they are not noticed in the Revxew. ‘.

New-York, Fanuary 1, 1801. » -]

Tn€9§rospectus shows %hat Brown's original plan fer—tke-magasine

was fel a repository such as the Literary Magazine was to be or the

Monthly Magazine had been. But it was a far cry from the prospectus
to the rirst numver of the publication. When that initial bvow and

prologue had been given the curtain rose and disclosed gwite a

1 A type Ws ~d in o Zivin: Tree oxtrants in
oiume
2 Ve rnive SANC Lo 1li:t oof o suvscericers.

I 13ds S0 nan of
use;;II1 amitead
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different show. The original essays,the biographical memoirs

L.,

and anecdotes a.nd) the political half-yearly retrospect were

not there and the general intelligence was merely the ghost of

a
¢ real thing.

A-so-called *advertisement® founad onlylon the blue wrappers
of the fourth number ef—the—Lirsi-vedlwme 18 a revision ol that
prospectus. It begins with the paragraph numbered 14. YIs intend-
ed to comprehend” 1s revised to “is designed to comprise®. 15
follows. “In the future numbers,this department will occupy* 1is
revised to “it is meant that this department should occupy”.
UWill receive" has added “it (will receive®). 16 is altered in

2
one word,designed vecomes intended. In 17, “and manner" becomes

2
sexcéllence of manner“. In 18,%“emerged“ becomes “who have emerged¥;
“tp distinguish” vecomes Yand to distinguish“. 19 is used un-
changed. In 20,1800 is changed to 1801. 21 1s used unchanged.

22 i3 omitted. In 23 "to comprenend* is revised to “to exhivit®.

2% is used unchanged. Then follows the "conditions on which the

American Review 1s published” which follow those numbered as-

1 Havlag 3se2n tut three out of eight numbers ia wranupers this
statanent iy n2ed modification. The third number of volume one
coalld not nave had it dated January 1802.

2 Li-2 tne 1ist of subscrivers in 26 and the retrospect of 22 this
parageaph snould niave been omitted for its promise had not been
fulrilled.
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paragrépn 26 of wnich I vegins "The American Review,and

Literary Journal® will be published",etc.;II om;ts the

uniform size detail;II{ is omitted;IV omite the detail of the
list of subscrivers. 27 follows és another paragraph with J.
white of Boston and S.Bishop of Alexandria,added to the 1list.
E.Merrick is substituted for T.Rairbow of Norfolk and Charleston
has its state designation of South Carolina added. 28,29 and 30
are used unchanged. The date 1s changed from “January 1,1801"

to "January 1802%.
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!
As ias be seen tﬁ—&hﬂ—£+aet(paragraph ad—npunbered and continued

in other places those were the days when an author's vanity of
seeing his workx in print was the only pay an editor offered for
contributions.

Espeo%a&%y'mktewortny is Brown's hope to publish tr—an—appendix
a biographical account of all the authors of-America from 1770
to 1800. That the materiai ﬁas not supplied and—the—appendieces

never_appéared should be fully appreciated as a geeal loss by

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

Cat
laborious efforts that we ase recover‘*g a part of the whole
which was 80 easy of collection when Brown sounded the warning
more than a hundred years ago. #uet\Jhy he dated the neginning
the year vefore he was born is not known. Of course he should

\ 24k,

have gone back sé—teasl to 1700&é~uﬁ"

waa -

When the year's work had-=heéen completed and the bound volumes

wewsa made up a preface was supplied as promised. It contains
ﬁut little new to the readers of .the prospectus and its revision
the advertisement and for the most part repeats these—Rore—IHpode

tant—netteesn Few—our—purpese We shadl

indicate how it differs from the prospectus.
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Having numbered the 4impexrtant paragrapns of the prospectus the

reader may fasidy~here construct the preface as—a—-wheioyil-be

(

profers-toread—ii by rfedbewing the following dairections.

an

3
The first paragrapnh 1s the same asm

Progpoetu8 except for the addition of that in the
sentence "when,now,that our population...." The second
paragraph 1s the same as the—fourth—of—the—prospeotus (V)
except at the opening which reads "nothing,it is thought,
will tend more to excite..." instead of "nothing :°
seems better adapted to excite..." Paragraphs three,
four,five and six are identical with Eiveyeixysexen ()1t (5)

. Paragraph seven substi-
tutes "literary repositories* for “periodical publications*
in the first sentence of W@h-ﬁﬁe—e-f—&he—pﬁ&pmiﬂ,(‘f)

and also uses "want of a clear..." instead of “want of
this clear..." Paragraph eight begins “The plan of a
Review,30 new..." instead of "This part of the plan,so
new..." inlgm%o-n_the,-p;ee?eeatas.. Otherwise it is the
same. Paragraph nine 18 the same as twelwe-of-the ((2).

. Paragraph ten to the enda,with the exception
to be noted,is new,and reads as follows.

t is not probable that any individual can be found, whoq
with the requisite ability and inclination, has leisure and perse- !
verance enough, successfully 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 '
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 pardcu?;r creed. But whatever |
bias may at times appear, on the one side of the othef, it iz

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

turn 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 ';';semﬂiall_z necessary to its

just operation and lasting support.’

C13)
Here whethir{eonth—patagraph—elLhe prospegtus 18
inserted with the change of we feel it our duty A
instead of they feel it their duty and as on instead of
and on. The prerface continues:




wr And we
ay offer this volnme a3, ¥y grm tbc force “of the sens
timents here expressed; -

In the ViEwW presented to- the quli(r, tboughw promlse
was givenj yet it was confidéntly hoped that- original essays
en mordl, “Lierary and scierity ﬁ«. “subjects; and. bﬁgrap/uc
wmemoirs gnd ancedotes of remarkable and eminénd gparsons, .
particularly in America, would have formed a porfgi-of this|
volume, e are free to acknowledge. that. ANY ¥ i
whxcP:hrmay have been excited of this. this ur

own in provnsxoaan’y‘ 4 e, at - {sap+
p.o:x red. This deficiency may, perhaps; be regadled as: i
some degree, compensated by the fulness «f- the Review.,
But on this subJect, as on every other, we rely on the indul+
gence of the publxcg‘ rather than on’ any supposed merits of]
our own. No part, however, of our original design will be
lost sight of, though to fulfil it demands the aid of . the intelli»
gent and communicative in every part of the United States,
whose contributions will always be thankfully received. ;

We have been cautious of making brilliant promises, award
how often they fail of performance.  We trust that the public

will not have:less reason ig, £uture, than they have hlthcrtci#
bhad, to be satisfied with oir cxertlons. .

New-X ork? January, }802,

Promises in prospectuses when.read-alisr—the—work—+s—done are
very like those in political platforms. They express the hopes

but rarely represent the accomplishment of the elected.

da&a1ls_bn;—%%—hae—e%eeaﬁy—heen-suggee%ee—that'Iie political

half-yearly retrospect which was forgotten or ignored was not

the only department to be omitted. Despite his provision ageinet
A5

+H9-po3sibitty—of-andl supplyi*g the athractive departments of

original essays and bviographical memoirs,the aetwad failure e&

#hem undoudtedly disappointed many subscriders, just—as—+the

-Monthiy-Magazine-—had—~done~
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Attention should now be eadled to Brown's state of mind +kad

{
underlé@{}botn the prospectus and the preface. While he 1is

making exesy promise of,and has the greatesi hope'for,a magazine

of the class of the Monthly Magazine and the Literary Magazine,
the truth oef-the—casd 13 whed when it came to be 1ssued 1t was
of a 3peclalized class. en-;he,iaco—ef-ix_jﬁ is quite dirfferent

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

one is eatitled the Monthly Magazine and American Review the other

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

equation and 1if we take out the identical middle terms we should
expect the remaining ones to be equal. So far as the character

e avalbogy

of the material is concerned this is true but &3 18 not ef—mueh
K’ ma.'té

-woieht when we ceme~t0 compare the radpeedise amounts of each

department of both magazines. The average numver of pages given

up to reviewing 1s about one hundred and twelve and to the

literary Jjournal material avout fourteen,so that by far the greater

part is the American Review and the Literary Journal 1s so small

a—-part—-that we are compelled to judge the charaeter—of~the whole
as a review of a speciidlizdd class;namely,a review of reviews,

almost entirely,if not wholly,made up of reviews of book§pubiications,



AS we shall see when this magazine in turn was to be metamor-

phosed,its review feature was its one predominant trait and any
one subscribing because of the hepad-fes other dishes of the bill-
of-fare would have nearly stérved in fhe hidst of unpalatable
plenty.

The method of'pubiication;that is the quarterly and arrears
Teatures,gave Brown about two and one half months to prepare
thenmaterialr—fel eacﬁ number. This surely was an agreeable change
in his literary engagéments ror~atlf1rst he was cdntributiﬁk to
a weekly,thsn was editor of a monthly and now he has a quarterly.
In making the period quarterly he followed the same reasoning as

the Edinburgh Review did. It glves #ke time for proper study

ei~-the-work 80 Shal the reviews can be something more than mere

notices. Iedi=—tRib—ther—trr—the—futurewesiati—fitmrd—Brovnrevert=

The mechanical details of the editor's work are not of importance
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but they 3ometimes show the editor's own ideas so well thad tﬁéy are

worthy of attention espediadity because of their contrast to the{é
@ Uithe

present days when the editor's personality has e influence whet-

exex on the appearance of a periodical. For his quotation on the

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

a passage to be found avbout rifty lines from the beginning of

paragraph one of book one of De Finibus.

"Mihi gquidem nulli satis eruditi videntur,quibus nostra
ignota sunt.¥

For volume two he used lines 580 to 583 of Pope's Essay on
Criticism

*With mean complalisance ne'er betray your trust,
Nor be 8o civil as to prove unjust.

Fear not the anger of the wise to raise;

Those best can bear reproof,l who merit praise.*

?hs~anpa_quoiagig§—seems te—~b€ particularly appropriate in view
of the difficulties the editor had to encounter with irritable
authors who resented the notices they received.

Ad-editter® Brown supplied most of the material for several
departments whish-eonstituted—whnt—was—ealled the literary journal.
There were captions of intelligence,new patents,new publications

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

1 The u3ual =2divions give the comma here,which Brown omitted.
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index to remarkable passages. Notable in the mass'oﬁ—%he—mater%al

sup§é&ed\whicn occupied only about an average of fourteen pages

e
o€ each number,were the notices of works by his friends,his

present and former publishers,many extracts from the Medical

' 1
Repository and several from the London Monthly Magazine, whaieh

he probably read at—this-time accounts of the Presidency,the fire

and the donations to Princeton,and the commencements of Columbia,
Dartmouth,Harvard,Princeton and Yale Colleges. Of particular
4nterodl—and connection with Brown the magazine had announcements
of both editions of Linn's Powers of Genius,Conrad's Select

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

case of spontaneous combustion of 81ilk,also the destruction of an

old lady's body in a manner remarkably resembling that in Zschokke's

Die Verklarungen and Dickens' Bleak House,which we have consldered
at length in our study of Wieland.

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

2
°
in ink eeatain typographical errora. First in the omission of

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

1 The Lo;io“ Monthly Magizine Vol.IIL,p. 615, for July 20,1801 had con-
tainsd “he follonin5 notice of Brown's work. "The Mon*hlf Magazine
and Ame*inan Review of which three volumes had veen published from the
pra3g of T. & J. Swords at Wew Yorx,nas,since April 1.1301,been
convertad iato a quarterly publicat lon entitled “The Amp“ican Review
‘and Literary Journal.""

2 The double form of "s* discovered by comparing three coples 1is Brownish.

3 The cancellatlon 13 drawn at the same angle but may not be Brown's.
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volume two on page 120 in the errata the superfluous "i" in
1
*Juridicial* was cancelled. Of the errata one item noticed -tewgf

EOT SETTTVV S oY 1dent1r§kear1y copies of volume two: ~Kew Wk awsthe

rQa§3¥f&}cA.EE§ﬁl¥Ezafkvm,Atl ehoca .
Wwhen Zu tho-easeref

the index he was not satisried]fo‘merelﬁ amalgamate

/

the numbers' tables of contents. He added %e=bi cross references/

Bl NSR-HIR-=R0ILher and added a second index sirteir-ho-gale

Jd

remarkable

passages with especlal attention to medical book reviews. In this

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

Mh smaller type was used for quotations and not so

much space wae wasted on ke neadingg(

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

material. Samuel Latham Mitchell helped with #ke literary intelli-
XK peny Sihiel,

gence’&ﬁﬂ some W.D.,podsldlY Dunlap,conyributed at least one article,“~£
?SVLM @143»;. Lo Cl‘\:t\ulfuﬂ Qome a.n.’tc&?o(Jv-o [r-afre.? ’H“D'°SZ°’$‘“2_| which M \q-am& Mv-wlcz a.q«;«.gf Q/zw,‘é

"*~Wno the other helpers are eas—oaly-be surmised but-eanrnet—be identi-

have wob lreen '

fied.

¥ith his eXperiencE\Qg\ pifi he appears tohave wisély made

Tl e haste ang

the magazindsg qUAPtSTLly FOT JuSiutle—TeXBgRESe trouble

' \
W
In SCUAIvARy the maderial. Bacasso-ommad-gei—s PV PP

~
e .‘&e had no cause for-Complaint and expresged~\gone either 1
XX L b 126 o & sonlmifen |

1 Pagz U459,1.22 adopted for added indicates the earller.
Ll «‘Q‘\.Q\q ‘Enﬁ O‘W_ /"\n K;“A-\
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Though his eye was keen 9wmewgh to detect sweh typographical
errors Si-RKé-have—aiready—motloed he allowed one to escapevhim in
the case of the article entitled the patent for raising windows.
The patent was not for raising them but holding them when raised.

He jvas careful to quote extracted passages unless they were
obviously a part of a publisher's circular,but he was very careless
in the matter of supplying promised continuations of articles.

Tne fact that there are so many slight traces of Brown's hand
may be an editc;ria.]: matter. Perhaps as editor he used his pen
freely and added to almost every contribution.

x>~

As a rule his femmad appearances before his readers as editor
are-ol.lhe usnal stamp—-and call for no attention or comment. They
are mostly notes of recommendation of new publications and promises

of supplying reviews, in—the_near—futures Occasionally, however,he

Supplies, aiiractive—or—tRterasiing comments/aad—%-hey—-‘aeeeme

In the first volume the following are the best and show the

character of the whole.
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Of James Humphrey's publication,the Oriental Navigator Brown says:

ft ~ . . .
~The increasing commerce between the
United States and the East-Indies called for the republication

of this work. The variety and accuracy of the information |

it contains renders it an useful and necessary companion to
every navigator and seaman, and it is well deserving the atten-~
tion of the American merchant engaged in the commerce with
.the East. The great difference between the price of the Ame-

rican and London edition is an additional recommendation:in-
favour of the former. It is very nieatly and correctly printed.” |

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

importance of such

publiéatlons.

) _ ' These Reports are d very |
valuable addition to the very few books which we have reia-’
tive to the proceedings and decisions of the British Admiralty
Court. They are peculiarly deserving the attention of the |
American lawyer whose inquiries are directed to this branch
of law, since he must have hitherto been almost wholly igno-
rant, for want of reports, of the principles which have E:en
decided in a court where the rights of so many of our own |
citizens are litigated. The inquisitive and intelligent merchant !
may, by the perusal of these volumes, add to his stock of.in- !
formation many important particulars relative to the conduct '
of trade and the laws of nations. '’ S '

Brown never tired of recommending the "back-1l0g books8' of his day.

14

—In the Monihly Magazine and American Keview (vol. iii. |
P. 311) notice was taken of the Grammar of Mr. MURRAY. |
We can only repeat our opinion that it is the best work of the '
kind that has appeared in our language. The Ezercises and
Key, which are published in a separate volume, are valuable, '
and must greatly facilitate the acquisition of correctness and .
perspicuity in writing. The Grammar has passed through
seven editions in England, and has received, as well as thg
other publications of Mr, MURRAY, the uniform approba- !
tion of literary characters and journalists. We do not hesitats :
warmly to recommend them to the instructors of youth in '
every part of the United States, as eminently conducive tq '
pure morality and religion, and to the acquisition of a correct |
and elegant style. They deserve to take place of all other
werks of the same kind which are now used in our schools." ,

That Brown knew the subtle wiles of the press agent 1is attested



.
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by this casual reference to the series in which his Jane Talbot

was to appear.

** Messrs. ConrAD and Co. booksellers of P}iiladelph_ia, have |
published the three first volumes of their Select Novels. Thc‘
work throughout is executed in a unifornr and ‘peat maner,

‘onfamented with good engravings. ** - .

In this connection it is important to notice ket there is no

mention of the books' title here and in the announcement of Clara

1
Howard there was likewise no comment.

Brown's apprecliation .of the work of the famous early American

wood-engraver Anderson is thus expressed:

l
'{Gﬁ'oﬁci; F. HoPpKIns, of this Cftﬁj”fiﬁ'iﬁ'tﬁé‘pf&s,’ the
Seasons, by James THoMsox. It will appear in a duodecimo
form, on a small demy wove paper, made for the purpose, and
will be ornamented with four copper-plate engravings by
RoBeRTs, and four engravings on wood by ANDERsoN.
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+
ditional reputation on the press of Mr. Hopkins. *'

s 3 - -

This 18 repeated in another form later, tiues

" G. and R. WArTE have in the ‘press, o General History
of 2uadrupeds; the figures engraved on wood, after the man-
ner of BEwick, by A. ANDERsoN, of th}s city. }"rom the
‘specimens already given, it-promises to be little inferior to the
English edition.” The publishers are procuring drawings and :
descriptions of American animals never before described, yvhlc.h
will have a place in the addenda. The artist engaged in this
undertaking is a native of this city, and it is hoped the work
will meet that encouragement it deserves. .’ ' o

A correspondence with Candidus we have treated at length in our

1 Vol.I,pn.263.
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study of the Monthly Magazine but as showing the daifficulties the

editor had to surmount it needs 3so:mething more than mention here.
In the Monthly Magazine we found Brown getting into dirfficulties with

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

1
heading ol correspondence,we find the editor administering the deserving

rebuke. The whole reply of Brown deserves quotation.

T e e ST e

A NOTE has been receiyed:from Candidus, requesting
msertion of his remarks on the-review of Low’s Poems;44#§
ably to promise. Ség Manhly Magazine and Amierica

view, vol. iii. p. 179;7266,<and 450.'4
% stinct departments of - Mdgasié

F1 4

7 gkum \

£ cas Yo _gratify theswishes of those.who were desirous to disH]
cuss ‘points of (criticism, or to” vindicate their performances
from _gpny. supposed  injustice in our decisions, by giving
:doblack” to° their'femarks in the former. But the chafige
iwhich has taken place in the plan of the publication, it bem&:
‘now chiefly a Review, renders it impracticable to continue!
that indulgence.to correspondents. A regard to the conveni-
sence of the public, and that of our own, as well as a sense of
E_propn'ety, induces us to avoid all subordinate controversy about
.the rectitude of our own opinions as critics. It would be ex-
pecting too much from us as Reviewers, that we should con<
sent to publish all the personal sarcasm and abuse which a sple--
{netic -or offended autlior, or author’s friend, in the Paroxysms.
‘of ill-humour, may think fit to, utter against us; nor wouldt
ithie majority of our readers be- pleased to see so much space;
‘occupied with things of :that sort. . Errors in language, or
mistakes in matters of fact, Wwe shall always be ready to rectify.
tWe,_ know of. no-petfect or unalterable standard of literary"
iworth;and in whatever concerns the exercise of taste and
:judgment, the public must decide between us and the author. ;
*We shall always, in justice to ourselves and that public, pro-¢
nounce with deliberation and candour; nor shall we lightly
Tetract opinions thus advisedly given.

‘We hope Candidus will perceive the propriety of the rea- !
sons which induce ws, independent of the length of his
; communication, equal to a dozen of our printed. pages, to
“ decline inserting it in the ¢ American Review and Literary
Journal.” _

We repeat, that Mr. Low was, and is, Wholly unknown

to us, except from his book, and by that alone have we esti- |
mated his talents as a poet. 1/ ‘

Candidus was not the only obstacle to the elitor's peace of mind.

1 Vol.T,pp.135-6. 2 Candidus vs. Reviewer.

3 Tne review of tne second volume of Low's Poems. Vol.I had been
reviewed in Vol.III,Dn.56 -

4 Refusal of long airticla.
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1l 2
Dr.william Currie of Philadelphia strongly objected to the review

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

of other Medical Subjects by Dr.Benjamin Lynde Oliver of Salem and

himself. The reviewer i3 here concealed under the abbreviated
signature of *Rev." jJus{ as he was in the Monthly Magazine
and while his remarks are worthy of quotation,the possibility
that neither them or the review was weitben LY Brown makes the
mention of the incident and the recommendation of reading the

Yong letter and the remarks all th&i we can properly give. $&t—is8-

2 ’ﬁe old feud with Webster was

“@hio renewed nerejénd althoﬁgh it is doubtruﬁ#ur consideration
ofi{ has been based oﬁi:f;uspicion that Brown was IlR-hi-8—ea8e
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 he going smoothly
the opening of the old wound dealt in the Monthly Magazine comes
as rather a surprise. The evidence to indicate Brown to be the
reviewer 13 suggestive but not conclusive.

1 See Scharf & Westcott History of Philadelphia,II,pp.l601-2

for an account of his life and work.
2 Vol.II,p.77 3 Vol.1I,pp.379-80.
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Here ain the same situation confronts us as in the Monthly

Magazine. It 18 suBdpgcted that Noah Webs a8 Candidus,and it

he weXe, the two controver to be tied together with those

eriodical. Though the ily denies it the "Monarch®

been considered as not a little cantankerous.

not
In the second volume the editor's literary notices were,confined

Iblolad . 1

to new books/\p&ba&-s-hed. In several cases the preparation ef~&hen

Iythe—anthor was announced.
Lateag

It was popular to condemn Wordsworth for nis/& theory ef—poetIy

se—pregeniod in the preface to the Lyrical Ballads so thai, Brown
W0 , ‘L‘Q
was doing semething original when he wrote HRelilst—padé—olf the
OOl Gt St P PRI LSRR e O T T I OT T T i—maninal .
49.\'(1&*-

His pralse 1is unusual and shows the soundness of his poetic

judgment especially dm-a—day when 1t demanded umwdwad courage to
ehampien any member of the Lake school. Speaking of the Philadelphia

edition of the Ballads he says:

"' This edition contains a long,

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-
lads. Mr. W. endeavours to maintain, that between poetry
and prose there neither is nor can be any essential difference;
that some of the most interesting parts of the best poems will
be found to be strictly the language of prose when prose is

1 A3 an example,Vol.II,p.1l16.




0f Mavor's account of celebrated Voyages Brown immediately

grasped the essential excellence of the scheme, and said:

Given a simple

though worthy of

place. Thus:

1 Vol.II,D.

119.

"

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 thestrict ;
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
contrast and antithesis of prose. T'o 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
or 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 of speech, which, he observes, :
< from father to son have been regarded as the common inhe-~ :
ritance of poets.”” This is indeed stripping poetry at once of
half her plumage, and eondemning her to 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 general. .
. As the author has drawn his subjects from the incidents of

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 ordinary 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
the simplest swain without difficulty. Some of them appear to

us too humble both in style and sentiment to be generally inter-
esting. Many of the pieces display a lively sensibility to the -

beauties of rural scenery; but they are particularly distinguished .

for the delicate and affecting manner of pourtraying the sene
sations of the mind, when agitated, as the author expresses it,
by the great and simple affections of our nature;—of nature,
however, as she appears in the walks of low and rustic life.”’ -

The scheme appears judicious, since it must be adwmitted 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 unfit for the eyes of youth, and other
things too trifling to ¢ read or remembered. A succinct but
comprehensive narrative, like the present, is best calculated
for young persons, and for general use.’’

subject,presented with no particular merit,

104

encouragement Brown could still put it in its
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it SO B
'¢ Lsaac Colling & Son-have published ¢ Pastoral Lessons and
Parenal -Caonversations, intended as a Companion to: Mrs. :
Barbaddls:Hymns in Prose.” This little volume is- very |
handsomely: printed, 4nd deserves a place in the.Jibraries of
childrep, [t is as well calculated to promote their religigus '
and moraligstraction, as to facilitatg their progress in rcading.' !

The following has an additional interest as showing Brown's
style of comments in reviewing,which we should know thoroughly

pefore we take up our study of the reviews. Several characteristics
are here displayed.

] o " The Rev. Wil
liamn Jones, of Nayland, has long been distinguished in England
4s a divine and philosopher of the first eminence. His writings
bave been read with avidity ; and, it is supposed, have had very
considerable effect in correcting the prevailing errors of the
times. With great strength and perspicuity of style he defenda
the primitive and orthodox faith of the Church agzinst the mu-
merous corruptions which have assailed it; and opposing with
firm and enlightened zeal the infidel spirit of the age, he seeks
to make philosophy illustrate and support the sacred writings." !

The 1interest in the review department seems to have shown its

first trace of decay in the last two numbers. There 18 a conspic-

uous ab3ence of notes and smaller type 18 considered good enough

for new puvlications.

The bivliographers have stated thal this magazine was not only

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

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

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

That their guessing 1s near the truth still does not make it other
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than guessing.

fhere is no means,save internal evidence,to indicate just what
Beewn A1d write(¥:-the magazine. To say that he wrote none of the
reviews hardly seems to conform to the fact that there are seme
distinct traces of nhis hand. That he wrote some of them 1s -¢udbe
prevablo—and—4the more reasonable. There 1s also the possibility
that he wrote them all;but if ne did there would have been no
necessity for the assistance of his friends,which he mentions
in both the prospectus and preface. In referring to the reviewing
of the Monthly Magazine in the prospectus he spoke of "those who
have executed the departmeht' in such a manner that one 18 forced
to conclude #med the same eight friends who formerly constituted

dciakﬁ&l

the fcritical vench" hed hadA? simllar position on this magazine.
At the same time vé should remember thé-dighi-Hicanit—faet—thad
none of the "eight® have ever claimed to have written any of the
items and no one else has ever claimed any for them. As—alreiady

sugsessad ﬂe ma.y/&nave written parts of all of the reviews.

. AN
the other nternal evjidgénce,on which we mist entirely

rnal eviden and

30nably inimigadv by
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In.;hia-aock'{gere 1s not enough conclusive and convincing to
] any A"M—h'ﬁulm Ao .
indicate Brown to be the autho;A‘As we know,his diction 1s common
to many writers of his day and his method of construction though
apparently clear 18 not certain and is #eil 4nvariable. ‘m%ométw%
eases. he may be the reviewer who uses a great many extracts, in

others he may bve-~the—eme—wiro use{ none at all. BReobhabiy—he—is—

eften—both. In fact,the method may vary as often as the subject,

SR8 .
a‘\mk&
What we call Bxowalsé method f: not & bYe too

ohabdl s

At bvest it 18 »eaddX a general one and the' fact that it—is—pesstibie
anyone editing a similar periodical would naturally rfall into its

use makes 1t wise to receive with caution any statements we may L4v21%‘

e

make, about ithe—~nmethod~
desna
o0 far as we can decide with any mededy of certainty it

appears that he pald particular attention to ee‘-;iam details
connected with anx bookSunder—resiaw,Diction usuéally impressed
him to the extent that if an author went very rfar afield for
exotics he was pretty sure to meet with Brown's condennation.
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 of the author's
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1ife was supplied he would supply 1it. The work was usually placed:

firmly wnere 1ts relation to other works by the same author or
wod Lkt te bophk o

other authors could bve known If the boOok heduldRy—Ppessibhe aeiscn

g oden tiwz(m
&Letse 1t was freely encouraged, especially as a final

vaed.
for the author arfter the flaws had been thoroughly seuwais. His

recommendations were usually addressed to the lover of mankind

VLQ“-“Oﬁﬁ‘ﬁ*-Am D6 hadia
and seldom to the specialist. Extracts were ua&d—:;ee&yg-ia—fae%~

A
_tenjggg::eea-aﬂ'%hat they e£teém appear to be a—webheod~ef "padding;" at

hﬂ]aﬂﬁ had

the same time they are orten those which hawe a particular interest:
for Brown.The publishing and printing slde is seldom neglected--ir
the book was a creditable plece of manufacturing Brown never

tired of mentioning it. Im-this—respest His ideas of good hook-
&

R
making are based on He~Lea standard%ifthe standards that to-day

3\._11247
are the teuchsiones ol the manuracturing departments of all the

N

. (e~ wtl/.)
best publisnf%"g. reuses. I the wesk we¥® addressed to some society

Mz |oct:
nterested to menz10%4Fha¢—&e—wei&—&s—%o

Certain "pet expressions" occur so

the reviewer was usually

book or pamphle

ae
often tkat there is 1little hesitation to raefuse the reviews

M. w..&zb—m—bqr%ru
containing W&&%&WMM Thus
A ,

Wv\{,a\ 1(41‘1
perspicuity of style stamps a review aé«Brown‘sf—pess*biy-_and

“roxiew—the

(dther expressions found again and again are such as:
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enter into a particular account or to lay somé account;
attempt or exhibit a brief analysis.

author proceeds to conslider;

bounds pwgscribed 10 our review;:

conclude our account or vrief account or our remarks;
discovers proofs.

we shall dismiss with remarking or observing;

proceed in or to the or enter into a minute or particular
or separate examination;
pass it over without ggygparticular examination;

proceed to examine;:

we shall exnipit (ror show);

exhibited for showed;

extract affords a sp a specimen;

generality of readers or our readers;

lay before our readers;

limits do not permit us;:

nothing new in the book;

proceeds to relate or investigate or lay before our readers
or give a brief sketch;

selections as specimens or to show;
affords a happy or suitable specimen;
serve as a specimen;

presents a brief survey;

founded in or researches arfter or seeking truth--truth
like a philosopher's stone or an essential requisite in
history.

A study of the ideas and language used in announcing a continu-
ation of a.review es-in—reeognizing-that _another—artiete—omr—the

Sane~peoi—hadt—appearedyshows sels-peculiarities.suek—ad, many

similarly worded expressions pa#kaps given in a slightly different

a a
order akd 4ke careless absence ol #ke recognition of %&e former

A )

W review
article—a characteristiciespecially of the Wieland,which we

P
belleve was Brz;:li;;a
\ v}

1%;ree of—the reviews wewe intended to be con-

: wene
tinueqsiwo Pedng S0 indicated by the usual bracketed line and one

hed

3y a longer statement of the intention in the final paragraph.

But no continuation was ever given of them. Whether we are to
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assume them Brown's for that reason we know not. The fact 18 at

least cause for suspicion. We, Al v \;&ik,k,eu:}'/h/kl edins Qa—‘w.zz

ok feady 5
ARother study wich _Nrodices—8eme—iesidti—i-s or'the&épologies.

They are usually made because of the ag@ of the book reviewed,

\agd haday
which wiﬁ?otice further in ether places;sometimes for the length
_ a .
of the review;and occasionally 2w refusal to make any apology

A ka’.t:. a.ﬁQ&l @n‘,‘“‘;
whatever 1s found. They ob&#beusdy would have their origin in the

eadblordal office.
0 kel |
It seems paobe;;e that the reviews of the works of his immediate
ek &=

circle of friends mey—keke—peew written by Brown in several
instances wombhed sentences which resemble enss undoutrteddsw his.
However,zé'soﬁchaaes we Shodd-be—eormpedied-to refuse reviews
of this character.

Although most of the notes are signed "Rev." in no case is an

worue €1 . o ahnadifz anouy "‘.‘G

"article signed byA?ny initials. Th&%&yas undoubtedly due to Brown's
experience with revdiews in the WIEXIGws ﬁeym—cf—tae'kagazine.
AN ———
There 18 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 mst-bo—deoldediy—30

to the editor and the reviewers to hide the writer under anonymity.
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[ RevLew%ng_4a_nsnaJ4y—ne%—on%y—peeu&%axiy—pe;aenei—hut(fggm its

. Muw.zw_g
very nature as a minor form Gf=a~8e¥L of criticismAfz can only

(V)
ve of #esd value when it beeemes impersonal. A3 soon a3 arreviewer
allows the reader ¥evbaye €ven a momentary glimpse back of the mask
the effect of his opinions 13 translated into pexrsemad bias, and

‘he—yaiuz ol —the—review—is—ianédtraterydiminished. In the case

of favorable reviews of merit the reviewer will not rfail to claim

& W2 sl
their authorship at tie proper time; semetimes the unfavorable such
4 cte

as Jeffrey's famous one of Wordsworth mayhbe claimeqlin—tha—eaae
-ef’?ie unworthy #ke review is better alone dead or dead and rfor-
gotten in the company of the work revtewgd;

The moot‘point whether reviews should be signed or unsigned
has more or les3s of a2 perennial interest for editors. As—dade

Way nlagte
a% 1913 the Athengeum opened 1t3 cclumns to aﬂgiscussion of the

1
matter. Such a veteran as A.J.Church who counip Liz reviews by
41 2
the thousands bveileve&k in anonymity. J.P.Mahalfy an able reviewer

of-ovgr Tift e%rsb%¥perience %aﬁee the same view,

Apparently the anonymous review is the result of experlence and

a\
wlsdom /Hfm wheo L ave u’ihnn. i 5 ne glaf A% SV o q}‘f"
Q

ﬁ~aéit¢e.

1 iemorles of hon ari Booxs London 19C8&.
2 A*h9n19UT 25 January 1913, P.101.
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Such a decision is pf course always complicated by the presence
and the [%ee e L&kdff% h&

of the editor bwd the more satisfactory a—peesen is in his editor-
1al capacity the more impersonal the reviews publisred under his

ausplces will be and the more securely hidden will bve the?éﬁtnorship.

R oithest famcbical Gamn i nssfect and oty hetdo K frowes |y K

That Brown's p¥&ctise ir this matter Ffeliews what seems to G&?

\ woq 2an
Naoz Mo Koty te | ﬁkudr&b
h‘be the pest reflects great credit on him and his magazire. “‘ﬂﬁ.

Though the signing of the review3 would perhaps be more 3atisrfactory




- N
(77
to our present study the tactfulness ef-the-wmethod—ef conducting

sweh a delicate affair undoubtedly makes amends. Briﬁ;4s reviews
after all are only reviews and they very seldom approach the domain
of criticism.

One peculiar fact,which is liable to be overlooked if-pei—eadled
attentTomlte, 18 that these reviews are not only of books newly
published. Of course by far the greatest number are.ee%em@e*enegus,
©f the total of two rundred and eight reviews eighty-eight bé“tég
of books published in 1801 and seventy-one ®™ those or'1soé. As
one might expect the numbers do not diminish with the_increase of
the age of the books. 1800 has twenty-five;but 1799 and 1799-1800
have three. Most'otners-hgve one;but 1798 surprises us with seven
and 1794 with two. The publication of the magazine in arrears also

- 1
made possible the inclusion of one of as late as 1803. On the
whole it seems probable thal Brovn-had had-some of the re&iews
on hand for the Egggg;y Magazine and he knew only too well thet
the late appeargnée o~—a-—-Fo%x4+ew would not be noticed by his readers
and would be welcomed aRy +time b& the publisher or the author.

The reviews are>w1in some notable exceptions,of one general

class——they select a few unimportant errors and condone them

1 Perhaps due to dating in advance books published during the 1last
faw nonths of the year.
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and then they look for the excellenc;es and the real use of or

need for the book and fearlessly defend it for them. In many eeeecs

of unfavorable reviews there is no truckling to any party or

creed or publisher,even the publishers of the review 1tse1f;—tne

A | .

Swords--have almost as many of their books condemned as favored.

On the whole a high standard of morals 1is vxgbrously championed.
.To any oné giving thdi-magazine—oeves the most superficial exam-

ination the difficulty of identifying Brown's reviews will make

it apparent thal the method which we hawe use# in stadyring otﬁer

magazines ef—Browaii, ;f classifying them under ‘three heads 1is

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

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

craes merges so imperceptably into the other ket the only guide

we can offer 1s to say that usﬁally the most probable will be

treated £ first and the uncertain will end the 1list. We may

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

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

to group all e«f—them according to the subjects of which they treat.

We have considered all She—reviews which have any definite evidence

1 There are only eleven of the Sworcds' publications reviewed.
Five are elther indirfferent,only partially ravorable or decidedly
urnfavorable.



whstever, Such a method of arriving at some understanding of the

contents of the magazine 1s necessary and though involving con-

siderabtle space does not prove efm-tRépeatesn to be quite so tedious
Wiy A%

as one would expect,because wedx often they paoxe\very instructive

and interesting,throwing lights on Brown that otherwise we would

not have.

The resiew—of works relating,in geé}al,to history seern-$o have

the strongest traces of Brown‘? %#aRd in their composition.

Minot's History of Massachusetts Baylis in what we
explain as Brown's method, peth-lere_and.-in our study—of
the Monthly Magazine. It has some of the ideas expressed
similarly to these-ir the preface. It 18 one ef~tke
mortews 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 erfforts in the same
direction. Fo~id-—the—Litst—roviowLOl the woik.
Chesterfield's Histopy of Modern Europe 2 is in Brown's
method,has a hit at the fictional side of the title

and a reference to Hume and Robertson,one of Brown's

own pairings.

Williams' Vermont % is in Brown's method and style,is
very similar to several of the Monthly Magazine reviews;
has an unusual interest in the Indian suweh-—as—Brewn—had
and has a careless Brownish 8lip in the estimate of the
time necessary to absord the Indian race, into—the—white.
It recalls the prospectus and expresses a hope,which
certainly was Brown's,for a history of American literature.
Sullivan's Maine % has Brown's style prominent as well

as his method. Besides a personal explanation of the
Indlan's beardlessness it contains a quotable sentence

on the hope of an author which is autobvlographic of
Brown , 3aé—2eadd

"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 Massachusetts Historical Collections,5 if Brown's,
would indicate that the Monthly Magazine review (III,p.42)
was also his. It has his language,comprises his interests
and is in each detailed notice brief enough to aimest Dbe
editor's work.

1l Vol.I,pn.1l. 2 V0l.1,p.103. 3 Vol.T,pp.265, 390,
4 VOl.I.,p.zgl. 5 VOl.I,pojou. .




Snowden's American Revolution 1 has Brown's usual
characteristics as we here know them.

Austin's Oration 2:-1is two sentences,probably hastlily
supplied by the #d4itor.

Holmes' Cambridge 3 is more pyomising in its style and
method but i3 probadly dy the same author as the Massa-
chusetts Collections already noticed. It repeats Brown's
ideas of an ideal history.

Hall's Mississippi Territorylihas some traces of his
style and ideas and may be Brown's as well as Sibbald's
Notes on Georgia 5 and Adams' Oration.6

In general €44 these historical studies weré the best sort of
preparation for Brown's geography of 1809 and it is improbable

£hat he would allow the opportunity to escape him.

St
The next group e+F—seviews relateygore oLbin;;§%% to Brown's

known works and comprise thes86-en 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 life-long interest in maps is
explained on the ground of their being the "true vehicles
of geographical knowledge."
Carey's Atlas 9 is so short it probably was merely the
work of a few strokes or the editor's pen.
Morse's American Geography 10 adds to the details of
Morse's Gazetteer 8 a characteristically Brownish
closing which reads:

MAfter the general account we have given of this volume,

which certainly contains a large mass of valuable and useful

information concerning Armerica, 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

of this review. *"

The social and political group comprises all that can be included
under the broad significance of the title;such as secreét socileties,

social reform,penology,phlilanthropy,politics and political biography.

1l Vol.11,D.23. 2 Vol.1I,p.89. 3 Vol.1I,n.L406.
b Vol.71,D.439. 5 Voil.IL,p.uh2. 6 Vol.TI,Dn.479.
7 Vol.I,D.285. 8 Vol.11,p.68. 9 Vol.II,v.350.
10 Vol.II,Dn.457.
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The review of the Essay on Political Societylhas at

its opening a touch of peculiar interest to Brown.

Its delicate consideration and encouragement of the
author,its hero-worship of Cicero,its condemnation of
Godwin,1ts attention to the worad “rnapsody," its ,
enaracteristic promise at the end of the first instalment
of a continuation of the article and the equally character-
istic reference in the continuation 2 to the former
article,its occasional Latinized diction,its method and
especially its style are more than suggestive of its
author. It seems that no one but Brown could have

written it and the opening paragraph deserves quotation

as an excellent example of Brown's style in works of

this Xcharacter and one which tends to approach the

domain of real criticism.

I NT

N OTHING is more agreablz to tbe huma.n mmd, lmpm

tient of doubt and distracted with error, than to repose on

fixed principles and established laws, by which our present

conduct may be regulated and the future condition of

be unfolded: It is not surprising, therefore, that political writers

should attempt to exhibit politics as.a science, and, as suchy

founded on determinate principles, which, in their opération, are

productive of certain and definite consequences. The hlstOl‘Y}
of political institutions, however, is apt to awaken a suspicion,

that truth and certainty, like the philosopher’s stone, must |

for ever elude the most painful and elaborate researches; and

that every new experiment, like the former, will end in dis+ !

appointment:  Yet as the labours of the alchemist have shed |
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 grand

problem of political society and govemment is still unsolved,

that many important and fundamental principles have been |
established, favourable to the improvement and happmess of
mankind. ' .. .. . . | .

Priestley's Letters 3 if Brown's i3 an example of his
tendency at this time to become a publicist. He shows

a familiarity with the rights of an allen and is a cham-
pion of the right of free 3peech. Some of the ideas

are Brown's;the severe criticism of the parts which
discover faults in the American constitution may bde

his and the method may be one of the variations we have
not bveen abvle to identify. It 1s 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 Revolutionsy
haa his 3tyle and method but implles a knowledge of
German which we are not certain,though it is probdable,
Brown had. The passage on Paine's writings suggests a
comparison with another on the same author in Boudinot's
Age of Revelation,to be noticed later,and probably not
Brown's. As a review it is of a nigh type and will
favorably compare with the best of critical reviews.
The Reflection3 on the Consequences,etec.,5 13 too short
Tor more than a faint trace of Brown's style and is not
decisive.

1 Vol.1,D.17. 2 Vol.1,D.145. 3 Vol.1,Dp.48.
4 Vol.I,3.59. 5 Vol.1,0.86.
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Wortman's Address 1 has Brown's style and method and

contains a defence of Washington and an attention to

diction both of which are Brownish. -% =

The Crisis 2 and Cheetham's Dissertation % are short

enough to be editor's work but have ertain tone of

pleasantry which makes them improbable as his.

Two accounts of Washington 4 are considered under one

article which has the Monthly Magazine method of opening

and appears clearly to be editor's work. The opening

and closing paragraphs are worthy of quotation and had

we more 3pace

might be profitably compared to Brown's praise of i

washington in the prologue to the Robbery.

The President's Addresses 5 i3 too short for decision

but may be editor's work.

The two pamphlets on the District of Columbia Government 6
shows none of Brown's traces except

possibly his sarcasm.

The Proceedings of the Cincinnati 7 is short but is of

Brown's stamp. by

Justicius' Remarks 8 may be Brewn's and has a "slam" on

the attempted humor of the work.

A Western Citizen's Examination9and Harris' Discourses 10

have no known trace of Brown,though the former may have

his sarcasm and the latter his gtyle.

Kirkland's Address 11 may be-Bﬂgwnis as editor.

Eacker's Oration 12 has Bro¥als style and his objection

to political quarrelling and is short enough to bve

editor's work. he |

Palmer's Principles of Nature 13 may be Brewals, 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 ascribved to

Brown. If #t~48 hiz it should be studied as-a—presentation

his religious dvelief.

Workman's Essays 14 betrays haste and is probably the

editor's.

Dwight's Oration 15 1s not technical and has Brown's

style and a condemnation of Godwin's philosophy such

as 4s8—feund in Jane Talbot.

An Account of the State Prison 16 is probably Brown's

being written in his Style and having his interests

selected for notice. s

Payson's Proofs 17 may be Brewnlis,having his style.

The Rickett's Circus rire may bve the hint of Davis'

account of tne Beefsteak club being broken up. The note

is Brownish and the reference to New York friends

soome 50 fitythe editor. In this connection #t=is

Interesiing 30 recall that Brown's mysterious men

such a3 Colden and Carwin have been suggested as

members of the Illuminati.

Woodward's District of Columbia 13 18 short enough to

be the editor's.

1 Vol.I,v0.39.
4 V01.1,0.199.
7 Vol.1,D.2u45,

10 Vol.T,D0.348.

13 Vol.I,D.448.
16 Vol.II,v.19.

2 ¥Vol.1,p.95.
5 Vol.1,p.20¢.
8 Voi.1,D.247.

11 Vol.T,0.352.
14 Vol.T,p.u483.
17 Vol.II,D.57.

3 V01.1,0.96.
6 Vol.I,pv.24%0.
9 Vol.I,p.2u48.
12 Vol.I,D.362.
15 Vol.T1,p.493,
18 Vol.II,p.67.




A ‘ add to page 1522

1

Brewn's opposition may have been caused by the pamphlet A Solemm
Address,New York 1800,signed Timoleon,against William Linn's
anti-Jerfersonian pamphnlet S8erious Consgiderations.
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Cheetham's (Lysapger‘'s )Annals 1 is probably editor's
work. It has-ﬁ;i&i&s slap at party politics and though
unfavorable closes with encouragement.

Brutus' Examination, 2 Leonidas' Reply,¥ the Examination U4
and wWilliams' Qration 5 all may be ke editor's work.,
They have his style and indirectly the first two are
defenSes of Jefferson. The anonymous Examination 4 has

a 3tatement about the irksomeness of reviewing crudities
which seems to have come adene from the editor.
Dickinson's Writings 6 is 1in Brown's method and style
especially at the closing.

Adams' Address 7 is doubtfully Brown's.

Webster's Milscellaneous Papers 8 is to be connected

with the immediately preceding review on Barton's
Dissertation. It has more echoing of Brown's acquaintance
with international law and his opposition to party poli-
tics and is in his syyle and method.

The Sham Patriot Unmasked,9Burr's Suppression 10 and
Wood's Adams' History 10 are tied together,are in Brown's
method and style and probably are edltor's work. The
1a§tif:has a superfluous note characteristic of Brown.
Stillman's Discourse 11 may be Brown's as editor. Like-
wise Eckley's Discourse.l2

If we were only looking for the reviews most obviously by
Brown probvably t+he3e—ef the prose fiction of~the—day woﬁld
meet with ready acceptance. It i3 hardly to be expected thal he
would turn over to any e&~hi8 friends a work of prose fiction for
he knew more about novels than any eme of them. One of the seven

reviews we have aiPeady considered as Brown's in our study of

15
e Work—iS--Eatatas-te~oWieland; and we refer the reader to that

part of our work and shall not further consider it here.

John Davis we-ha%e-—386n wWas an acquaintance of Brown's
and,when his Farmer of New Jersey 14 came out it 1is weo
gutde probable Brown noticed it himself rather than
turmfit over to seme—eme—ef the "bench of eight." The
shortness and character of it -axe cause$ f£o6Ff absence

of details and amether indicatfes that ‘it probvably

1 Voi.II,p.R8. 2 Vol.II,D.109. 3 Vol.1I,D0.101.
4 Vol.11,v.102. 5 Vol.1I,p.103 6 Vol.1I,p.167.
7 Voi.1I,0.173. 8 VolII,D.193. 9 Vol.1I,0.212.
10 Voi.II,p.231. 11 Vol.II,V.347. 12 Vol.II,p.479.

13 Vol.I1,D.333%,Vol.11,D.28. 1% Voi.1,0.83.
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was editor's work. It is little more than a notice..
The brevity of the earlier notice of one of &Fehn Davis'
works was not at all flattering or encouraging and now
it appears it was due to #ke lack of merit. In the
present Pewis book,the Wanderings of William,lwe have
an excellent example of Brown when compelled to condemn
a. work of reeking morals. The book eentaims—much—thet

disgusts the—reviewer—jusi as it would Brown. He knew ,
better than Davis Jw8dl how far to go with ke realism «

ef emotional scenes. As in the preceding review he does
not allow the publisher to escape flaying. Of the fiction

reviews worthy of being quoted
wesk this is the one to stand at the head, efthom—it

readss

N iy
THE ¢ Farmer of New-Jersey,” to whxch this work u
called a sequel, was noticed in the first number of our Rex
view, page 83. In that producnon of Mr. Davis we dm:a»1
vered little worthy of praise; in the present onc we find,
nothing: but what I deserving: of ndlcule, reprehensmn, or don-
e 1
“" He sets out in. hls preface with sagac remarkmg, “tﬁqt

" the reading of the present age is conﬁm;! nearly to novcls‘*.

‘that the shelves of our circulating libraries .groan under‘the !

“weight of excessive sensibility—¢¢ Female Fm.&r )¢ Love‘dt

farst Sight,”. apd the « Children of the Abbey;” or they requizg
the aid of the carpenter to support the burden of the “ Cottage c,
Moor,” the “ Man in the Moon,” and the. < Castles_ of Athlm
and Dunbayne AN i

Having made this m)portant dlscovery, and drawn thls m-
genious picture of modern’ libraries, Mr. D. profoundly rc-
marks, that if the females of the present century be more en-;
llghtem:d than those of the last, they owe theu~ accession of;
knowledge to novels. He then pathetically laments that thc
life of a human being * showld now be lost in_brushing spi-
ders from the celling, polishing the enamel of a tea-cup, and
sympathizing in its fall from the shelf,” when the world
abounds with so many instructive novels.

The author then proceeds to show in what partlcula.rs his
novel differs from those he has mentioned; and, after pointing
out certain deficiencies of SMOLLET, FIELDING, ROUSSEAU,
"CuMBERLAND, &e. explams in what manrier his book is anf
jmprovement on them all. ' e

Here as much of the outline of the story 1s given as
Brown 1is able to stand and after an indecent scene he
breaks offr.

W But here we must positively stop.

This portion of the ¢ Wa.ndermgs of William” must suf~
fice for a specimen of Mr. D.’s talents at novel writmg. We
at first undertook to frame a short abridgment of the whole
story, in order to save our readers the trouble and disgust which
every person of delicacy must endure in perusing the original®
but the nauscousness 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-
ing, may satisfy their expectations by recurring to the book
tself.

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.

1 Vol.I,p.427.
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heroines are nothing better than a group of adulterers, gam-|
blers and prostitutes. In the character of his favourite sailor
we do 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 character of the mariner
with ¢ 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, and
converse with chemists about azote and the decomposition ¢
water. : ‘
- In short, the 'Wanderings of William amount to ri_q(hi‘nik?
more than the adventures of 4 couple of vagabond seamen, |
who, ‘with a pair of trulls picked upin a Spanish harbbu_xf!l;
£6 roving from port to port, for no other Qstensible"purpqsci

than to protract the scene of their debaucheries on ship-board,

and théir bacchanalian revels on shore.” Sach a nairative will, |

R0 doubt, -be found suitable to.he taste”of the tenants of the,

forecastle, and delightful to the imaginations of the frail sisterd-

of the s:;bu'rbs‘; but common sense and decency will revole |

at.it, and brand the ‘publishér with an epithet harsher than-

smpudence. = P - ,,;"_;,i.P. - A.,J;.-.___J
Moreland Valel is a short example of editor's
work and nicely exhibits Brown's sarcasm.

Monima 2 appears to have been cut short,as if it
weye going to occupy too much space.befng-shern
efF—the—regquired-amount—at-the—end. The unfavorable
comment 15 directed at jwed the details that had
been singled out for attack in Brown's own prose .
fiction. One of the most surprising things about
$he ardiele 1s the absence of comment on the
yellow fever scenes.inspired by Arthur Mervyn.
Knapp's Letters of Shahcoolen3is in Brown's
metnod. The 1deas,the points selected for comment,
and the style are Brown's.

The reader should have a general idea e#é-da3t how much law

, :4ualmck JL
Brown krnew;at least no one should ve in—-Qeubt—eas—te the range of

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

ofdegal-—werle~ Therefore when we come to “tha ten legal reviews

we should be avle to form some decision as to Bxrewsnis authorship
of them.

Coleman's Cases 4 1s 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
technique eh-phe—kaw 18 concerned it might have been
written bty a man who had never studied law at all.

The encouragement for a future volume recalls the same

1 Vol.I,p.491.. "2 Vol.II,p.164." 3 Vol.IT,p.209~ ' B VB81.T,p.3%5.
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idea as expressed in the close of the review of Minot's
History of Massachusetls.

Addison's Reports 1 has the same ideas suggested as

were made part of a formal statement in the preceding
review. It i8 generally possible and probable as Brown's,
has the same avoidance of the technical and concludes
with an excellent slap at party politics.

Jefferson's Manual 2 i1s shorter than we would wish

but has signs of Brown'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,is in his method and has an apology
for not noticing some errors which alone could come

from a layman and most probably was written by Brown.
Busnrod Washington's Cises 4 has Brown's ideas and style
and like the review of Coleman's and Addison's is
non-technical.

Dallas'5 and Wallace's Cases 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:his fdeaa.Pothier besides having the account of ‘
his study which must have had an appeal for Brown has hew
Bsownrds style and diction. The practise in translation
recommended by the reviewer is that afterward followed
by Brown in his Volney (1804).

Taylor's Cases 8 has the same ideas somewhat differently

_HB expressed,as w6 Howhd in Coleman's and appears to be by

the same writer. The method 18 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 uninitiated;however,all
of it could be easily supplied by Rewipgs—St—hend a

copy of Blackstone.

Abvot's Treatise 10 and American Precedents of Declar-
ations 1C are obviously editor's work.

0y

There 13/\3&5 one review on shorthand.

Rees' Stenography 11 is 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

methodFlith #k Atk Kbl L EAEhEE HEEE B At Fbkkl -The
#£ 1s in Brown's style. [EPREPe

@0 ~thay eay

The reviews on poetry are al%kprief.anough—ta be ascribved to

o4
Brown 6fsethfgrouind-—that—they-a»e editor's work.

1 Vol.I,p.1l&0. 2 Vol.I,r.20C. 32 Vol.I,p.23C.
4 Vel.I,p.Li3. 5 Vol.II,p.26. 6 Vol.II,p.72.
7 Vol.11,p.290. 8 Voil.JI,p.332. 9 Voi.II,p.2G3.

10 Vol.TI,r.kE9. 11 Vol.I,p.3%63. B
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Davis® Foems 1 opens the group with a defence of the
Monthly Magazine thus:

A\ ) e e _
MOST of the poems contained in this collection have ap-
peared in the gazettes of Charleston and of New-Hampshire,
and are to be found, under the head of Poetry, in the second
and third volumes of the ¢ Monthly Magazine and Admerican
Review,! published in this city.—As the author, in his adver-
tisement to the public, has quoted a commendatory remark as
taken from the American Review, it may be proper to sug- .
gest that no such remark is to be found in the crutical de_pg{.t;.E ' /2
ment of that WQI_'IE-L o RANE ‘

surely no one é;;Eg; Brown had an interest in the repute
ol the mew~dead Monthly Magazine's critical opinion.
That Brown could not find merit in Davis' verse which
had been good enough for tke padding ef the Monthly

is quite a commentary on Davis' voluble mention
of 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 % 18 an excellent example of he
S#ewn-8 poetical reviews. It has all his ear-marks—-
style,method and ideas. It refers to Anderson and the
Monthly Magazine praise of him and presents Brown's
ideas of country lirfe and peasantry. The two opening
paragraphs are such an excellent example of Brown's
development of prose that we sh&dl quote them. With the
exception of the final clause of paragraph two the
rythm would probably be considered as satisfactory
even to

prose rythm Professor Saintsbury. o&-Edinbureh

t ‘
A LOVE of the simple and tranquil enjoyments of rural .
Tife exists, with greater or less force, in every human heart.
However immersed in the busy cares of the town, engaged in
the pursuits of ambition, or enthralled by sensual pleasures,

— e

there are few who do not, at some moments, sigh for dg
quiet and innocent scenes of the country. All who are no#8
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.

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. , e

Brown gives Bloomfield considerable praise and the
review arproaches 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 Yowers 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 ve accepted for a decision these instances want

Vol.I,p.8%4.

Davis did this in tre case ol the First Settlers of Virginia
quoting = rassage from the Monthly Magazine-=signed C.R.Brown--—
which we also have net teen ahle to find.

- Vel.T,1.109. 4 Voi.I,p.117.

Vol.I,p.201. 6 Voi1.1I,p.462.
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nothing to stamp them as Brown's. The reference in the
review of the first edition to the horrific writers
who model their works on Mrs.Radcliffe and the passage
which finds fault with the poet's preference of the
Firth of Scotland to the Schuylkill and Hudson and .
Delaware as a s8cene for the love-lorn swain,are the
most Qquotable instances of Brown's interest,but—eus
The review of the
seconrd edition is particularly of interest in that &
éireeto—atiention—vo~the—fact—thal the Guggestedfig)
<for revisionyformerly [g%eék had been followed.
Peregrine Pastime's Pedagogiad 1 is p»ebabi¥ edltor's
work .
Burns'! Works 2. contains the only appearanee—ef—a state—
ment of editorial policy relative to the plan of the
review and its relation to domestic productions which
+ere cou}d come from the editor. F¥t—reads+ ‘

We re that the | C 1 Tev” |
which ob‘_ljgcs us to- bg:s‘to&gvrf)tur prinx:ipalp?trtlengo: ‘clzlt:l r;:xl:;‘z |
R T T s e i
as'well a5 the judjci  well-wri 2 sons
and his gvdfks':g‘ive_nby h'isieﬂitbr.' tﬁm ¢ f?tﬁr'-?f them

Otherwisebmhe—re¥§ew is not strongly characteristic
save for the language and method. If this is Brown's
it would make a good example of the rewiews—of poetry/:?pnﬂk.
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.and 1t
has a ye&y significant selection of the account of a
visit to the Shakersian experience whtek we Ra¥e—s60R |<w nu
Brown haé&imng just previous to this reviews'appearance.

- Barlow's Parnasgian Shop 4 has some of Brown's style
and method. The defence of Hayley 1s one of Brown's
interests but otherwise the review is most doubtrful.
Ir it {p@ Brown's it 18 a new display ef—hix in a mood
te which we do not know him ever to have been~subjeed~ had
Paul Allen's Poems 5 has Brown's style and method though
it 1s odd +eat hgidid not mention several personal
interests in book. The remark on the author's
youth and the encouragment at the end are peculiarly
of interest in that one day Allen was to plan and write
practically all of the official blograrhy of 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.
McKinnon's Poems 7 1is in Brown's method. The singling
out of the Hudson river poem and the acknowledged
inavility to judge the Moha)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 whai_we—havre—erti-tled

1l Vol.I,p.250. 2 Vol.I,p.25
4 Vol.7,p.u460. 5 Vel.II;p.9
7 Vol1.I1l,p.227.

. 3 Voi.I,p.297.
. 6 Vol.II,p.233.
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shipping. The intimate relation Brown had with his relatives

in the business qualified him to wbelligently discuss general

X

questions relating to the—business,

Clark's seaman's Desiderata 1 is a 1little too technical
and se-rfar-as—we.can—judge 1s out of his range,though

he may have securedfithe-technical past from his brothers.
Barton's Dissertation 2 has his style and characteristic
continuation and is a fine example of Brown's growing
interest in public affairs. The reasoning on and the
United States' championing the—gawde—e: neutrality

and the rights and relations of belligerents -has not
been improved upon.dy-any-oi-the_doouments—in—the
European—Wer. The need for an international court with
power to enrforce its decrees 18 here seen to be nothing
new as a panacea. History repeats itself diplomatically
as well as in bther ways and no one knew or realized

the importance of tha~-matier—in Barton's book bvetter

or had a keener relish for it than Brown.,&sd. Taken

with the review next te—appeéar in the magazine,the one
on Webster's Miscellaneous Papers it is no wonder

Brown was giving promise of being a £»ead publicist.

The first instalment of the Barton closes with a paragraph
obviously by the editor. The second instalment closes with
a characteristic paragraph like the closing of the
Scott's Gazetteer review. 3%

Abbot's Laws U4 is clearly the editor's work.

Two reviews we hkawe group## under printing.

They 5 are similar to other short examples and appear

to be prebably editor's work. The idea that the author
presents more enthusiasm than judgment is a Brownism.

The style 18 Brown's.

Tlew ane thrce

9f—-the 4we reviews on language, one—ls—doubtful.

Smith's Latin Grammar 6 appears too technical and shows
too large a knowledge of the subject for Brown.
Woodbrigge's Key 7 and his Grammar & may be editor's
work and are #w%e 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 Brown had. .

1 Voi. o
L Vol.
7 Vel.

L. 2 Vol.I1,pp.183,295. 3 Voi.I,p.290.
85. 5 Vol. 1‘,pp 250-1. 6 Vol.II,p.224,
2b 8 VO1 II’p 7'/‘/

—
=
v @ I

'71":5
I\J-F'\O




1530

1
Thera is one notice of a book on logic and it is 80 short and gen-

eral it cannot be by any other than Brown.

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

was wesy-much and very activwedy interested in during his, days, e
' U )

Best's Dissertation 2 has a ee#badl sarcasm which we be-
lieve was Brown's, a knowledge orf Greek,an antipathy toward
philologists and a notice of pulpit eloquence which a layman
might easily make. The style and method are Brown's. .

Three reviews relate to books of travel. As a corollary of geography
this group is of pesuldas interest to Brown. His known works never
neglect an opportunity to refer to seae—ed the early travellers.

Mackenzie's Voyages 3% has his method and despite its lengtn
1s not the technical work of a specialist. It is easily
within Brown's grasp. The closing seritence 13 obviously the

editor's. k"ﬁ:?

The Tour in Holland u editor's work. It is short,
stilted and stereotyped in method and is under suspicion
because of the book's having bveen before the public for
twelve years. When such an interval has elapsed it is
hardly warranted to give a review with a slight apology. Later,
in the case of Barton's medical Collections, we shall find
too elaborate an apology for the siight delay of one year.
Here the apology reads:

“Although several years have elapsed 3ince the first publi-
cation of this volume,yet,as there 1s a probability that to
most of our readers it may be new,we shall maxe it the sub-
Ject of a vbrief notice.

Moore's and Jones' Directory 5 are probably editor's work,
though too short ror certainty.‘étmey*sﬁttras—ﬁ—%ne&u&ed

—— e

1 Vol.I,vn.246. 2 Vol.I,p.87.
4. Vol.1I,0.204. 5 Vol.I1I,p.350.
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Whetner Brown had any particular interest in agriculture 13

not certain though it seems ®hes he Adid have. In several places

we have found Rinde—thad he elther hoped for a fafm or had had

some experience: on one.ﬁnd:[i 18 of—=00ur8e certain that more

than one other member of the Brown family had.

b
The New York Transactions 1 is in Brewn*s method and
style and the subjects selected fer—mertien are those
of particular interest to him or their authors were
numbered—ameng his friends.
Tne Rural Socrates 2 is nothing more than a quotation-
padded plece of edltor's work. It could be easily
constructed by censulting the table of contents,and
by snatching up hap-hazard selections. The method 1is
Brown's. The style 1is characteristic but the ameunt
of original matter is so small it is doubtrful.
Moore's Great Error of American Agriculture3and the
Bahama Communications % are probably editor's work.
The latter 1s also sémewhat related to the shipping
business and records the information orf sorme Lieutenant-
Colonel Brown.

Two reviews relate to Beeks—on naval subjects. sheugh—ehey—méy

The Address to the People of the United States on the
Policy of Maintaining a permanent Navy.5 1s another
instance of Brown's publicism. It i3 not technical,

is in Brown's method and has enough of his style. $e
eonsider.it as—his. Aside from the o0ld saw that history
repeats itself the subject 1is of the greatest of inter-
est to us 4wdny Jus8l as 1t was to Brown and his relatives
more than ead hundred years ago.

Intimately related to the subject of the foregoing
reok 13 t$he.next one of-the—grewd, Humphrey's Reports.6
The review 13 not technical and it has all the usual
traces of %eiRg Brownlf'

Chemistry 1is so far as we know outside of Brown's range and it

1 Voi.I,p.4%

402. 2 Vol.I,p.465. 3 Vol.1I,v.227.

4 Vol.I[,p.385 5 Vol.1I,0.206. 6 Vol.1I1,0.415.
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might be thought doubtful if he wrote tke reviews of such books.

‘ww%u‘?n—
Pefhaps/‘n examination will show he may have been the author of
A

tneha.. .

Lavoisier's Chemistry 1 is not at all technical, has

a mention of book-making which recalls Brown's neted
saying te—his—brother on the dullness of the bdbusiness
and a criticism of transl;;i:giswnich Brown took carq&o
follow in 1804%. It is in style. The opening
paragraph relating to the republication of foreign works
18 so general it must have come from the editorjj hend
and deserves quotation.

REPUBLICA’}‘IONS of valuable Européan works in Ame-
rica Have become frequent, and we are pleased with their ap<

pearance on several accounts. They indicate a taste for reads
. o
la<

n

ing and study well beeoming a free and intelligent people;

Egy evinc::ba’l skill in manufacture, and an application of laz |

bour, highly agreeable to the patriotic mind. - Indeed, from |

several specimens of American typography which have lately |

appeared, we judge that, in the manuficture of paper, cor-

rectness of execution in printing; preparation of leather for co-

vers, and neatness of binding and decoration, distinguished |

excellence is already atained. In another respect, to us Roor‘[

Reviewers, the American editions are preferable to the Britishs.

they are generally cheaper, and, in the present extravagant:

price of books, cost the reader oftentimes less than a third of |

the money demanded for a London edition of the same work."

Though indicated to be 80 this review was not continued,
as 1f the author had lost =t interest ir—bthe—pee¥ after

treating extensively the matter of translation,whigh
1

Chaptal's Elements of Chemistry 2 has Brown's style and
repeats rw-anether-way the ldea about the highk price

O0f DOOKS adufound in the former notice. It may be editor's
work,

Mitchell's Chemical Nomenclature 3 1s a good example

of what an editor can do with a technical subject.

Tne whole review can be purloined from the book. There

18 no criticism and anywaﬁitax who had never read a

page of chemistry could have written 1it.

Hare's book on the Blow Pipe 4 1s another review of

the same chagfter, as—that—justi—oonaidered.

Two reviews relate toa-aubdesi—Ifurther—away—from—Brown's
+ndarssta—than~chenistrypnamedEedsd ( finance..

The Thoughts on the Increasing Wealth of the United
States 5 has none of Brown's 1deas and only one of his
literary characteristics,namely the a&e®${ sentences.
The-—hoLe——matteyY 13 handled 30 simply ket it appears
to have come from someone with emdy¥ the intellect of

1 Vol.I,n.97. 2 Vol.1I,p0.25k. 3 Vol.II,p.h4l.

4 Vol.II,pn.u32, 5 Vol.I,p.159.




a child.
Cooper on Bankruptcy 1 is in Brown's method and may e
editor's work but is too doubtrful.

By this time the decline has become suiiieient—te—be noticeable

WA
and the 8 weaker and weauer a-nd\ﬁhe evidence

)

W
One review may—be—ciassed—eas philosophical.

The Transactions 2 of the American Philosophical Society
has his method and may be editor's work but 1s extremely
doubtful;too much of it being technical medical science.

A certain group may be entitled educational.

Shepherd‘s Columbiag,Accountant 3 is short enough for
editor's work. It also may be a variation of Brown's
metnod. The slap at politicians and patriots 1s suggest-

ive.
Hannah Foster's Boarding School 4 has the stamp of many
e-the reviews of the Monthly Magazine in that the author

1s not only condemned but the bookseller as well. It isal
the-li&8t case where the editor thikiks—it—necos3a2y—30
apologises for an 1801 review of a book whiieh-had—bBeon
publ+ahed three years befere. o¢l,

Biglow's Child's Library 5 may be Bre#ads editorial

work.

Edgeworth's Practical Education % closes with a remark
continuing the review similar to thad=e$ the Essay on
Political Socliety meted—abexe. It appears to be Brown's.
warren's Address & 1s not technical and may be Brownrtin b,
Alden‘'s Introduction ¢ 1s too technical and 48 probably
not Brown's. It recommends Wallace's arrangement of the
English alphabet.

Webster's Useful Knowledge % may be editor's work but

it 13 80 full of ehdd» platitudes and so lacking in
critical comment we eenno&-ho&p—but doubt Brown's
authorship, efit. e

Essays 3,618 probably not Browirs. S0 far as we know

he eeu&éﬂnot hawe—seen 3 mathematical genius.

The group of rewtews—~o¥ the drama are probvably as near to halr

and half as we could find. Be——ThEanees-are—about—eveniybatanced-

1 Vol.%,v.330. 2 Vol.II,p.253. 3 Vol.I,0.76.
% V51.1,0.85. 5 Vol.I,p.250. 6 Vol.I,p.492.
7 Vol.II,0.179. 8 Vol.II,p.334. 9 Vol.II,p.381.
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Winstanley's Hypocrite Unmasked 1 has Brown's style

and diction. The opening paragraphs have Brown's 1dea-
of paeper encouragment io-he—giv¥er to authors and the
nit at punsters and wits recalls the puny whipsters

of the Monthly Magazine. What yhe rewiewer says avoud
the-oritieism—oL American productions reechoes the
somment—oes~bhe preface and prospectus. It is possible
Brown took the name of the hero of Clara Howard from one 4
ef~t®e characterg of this play. The critical ideas

are such as he had forcibly brought to his attention
by the same faults in his own works. It may be by Dunlap
or some other well-informed dramatic man.

Everett's Daranzel 2 1s short enough to be editor's
work and the poetic figure is so common it is not
bpeyond Brown.

White's Orlando % is in Brown's style and contains

a favorable comment on John Howard Payne's prologue.

It 13 edeaRd¥ by the same author as Winstanley's
Hypocrite Unmasked.

Ingersoll's Edwy and Elgiva 4 appears to have more
critical abilityhthan we know Brown possessed but it
has a-%ow—o#—h;s‘%haracteristic#-es language .

Carey's Reflections 5 is clearly not by Dunlap; it has
Brown's ideas and style and also stands—Ffer—Brownls hi
principles of the theatre,so that the internal evidence
is strong. It contains a statement 6 that the writer
had been in the hablt of visiting theatres ever since
youth which i1f true of Brown 13 interesting—ifmnot
valuable information. Another statement 6 may be a
reference to ‘ntSdestroyed tragedy By¥-Brown as related
byJol’mB&V—i&(ﬁm.wu&

Dunlap's Aba2lino 7 may be Brown's but 1s so short and
general twek 1t bears no clear traces, ef~kim. The closing
paragraph appears to be editor's work.

There are four reviews on lexicography.

Two 8 are too highly technical for Brown though they

may have his editor'!s addition of apologles at te closing
and the second has a suspiclious note on the word lengthy
which recalls the trial of lengthy in the Monthly Magazine.9
Of the second two the first 10 has Brown's style,is of ,
his interest and 1is not too technical ¥e=le—within-—his &ﬂﬁut,
£ra8p~ The second 11 and-2a8% Dy reaser~ei its reference

to Jonnson may be editor's work.

L6, 2 Vol.I,7.95. 3 Vol.I,p.191.
234, 5 Vol.1{,0.G4 6 Vol.II,v.53.
475, § Voll,tp.210,217 9 Vol.III,T.172.
L2457 11 Vol.IIL,p.226.
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There are reviews on Botany and Health.

They may be editor's work though no proof is to be found
other than pes8ibldy his interest.

One review relates to astronomy.

Woodward's The Sun 3 has a careless s8lip at the open-
ing,i3 in Brown'a style and deals with his interests.
On page Hus Bsow&“supplied a typographical esrer—eof
omission6by writing in the missing "tions” of motions
in 1line 6.

One book reviewed was on surveying.

we
The Art without Science Y% is hamddly aryihing more than
editor's work.

One review relates to manufacturing.

Higgins® QObservations 5 1s not edeardy suggestive of
Browa but because of a few pet expressions may be his.

There was probably no,swkgeat of less interest to Brown techni-
cally and dogmatically than ®e \group) o# theology. Yet his statement
in the prospectus adkaul_religioen may indicate #wal he had a greater
interest iR=—this—elass—ef—re¥iewd than we have hitherto known.
However,the subjects ®exse are treated with too much of the attitude
e~mtrd of the initiated,and while they may be 2ditor‘'s work they

_ 032
are too much like theé—Sdrmidak -Poriows in the Monthly Magazine
which we refused to believe to be Brown's. The possible exceptions
are as follows.

1 Vol.II,p.317. 2 Vol.IT,D.351. 3 Vol.I,p.430.
¥ vynl1.11,0.232. 5 Vol.1I,p.307.
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Beauties of the Bible 1 has some of ibs—details—within

Brown's interest and espesially maintains his belief
of the literary excellence of Johnson. It probably is
not Beewrtss W;.

Alden's Sermon 2 has a closing which swspioiousiy
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 editor's work.

Trumbull's % and Strong's % Century Sermon have nothing
technical about them and the general criticism i3 in
Brown's style. Jrie—the—preceding—item they may be
editor's work.

Aveel's Discourse 5 is provably editor's work. It 18
within Brown's range,is not at—aid technlcal and has
his method and sentence structure.

Beck's Doctrine of Perpetual Bondage 6 18 a streng
statement of Brown's attitude e#fmind toward negro
slavery. It 1s such an answer te—the~pamphiet as one
would expect from e—man—of-intellligence—and—humanity hu.
and has his style and method.

Witherspoon's Works 7

has Brown's language and interests and is evidently

editor's work, jJust—es—we—shati—ister—Lind—the—roviews
ofthe MediealRepositery-te—be.. The second instalment
shows h+8 charaéteristic expressions more than any o<
the. otherg.

Trumbull's Dignity of Man 8 i3 not at+—a3dl technically
theologicnl and might easily have been written by any
layman. It has Brown's style and reflects his interest
in that it commends the avoidance of "party violence
and irritation.”

Holmes' Sermon $§ 18 short enough to be editor's work
but i3 doubtrful.

In the case of Emmon's Dlscourse 10 there 1s an opening
which undoubtedly was Brown' s—-possibly added in-the
sapasity—of-—oedltor to a contrivuted review. H—states
the~.d1Lox—a—peei%%en—weii—a*ﬂ—rea&&

REVIEWERS from the variety ‘of matter thch comeﬁ
befqrq‘ them, are ofien placed in sitvations 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, a.nd :
lirtle inclined to listen to the suggestions of liberal and corici- '
liating considerations. ~ Political dissentions are eminently of
this description. After a long series of collisions, political
parties become so 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«

result of free government; it is not our present business
to miquire. How gr it might be moderated and dimiinished
by a umion of the exertions of the wise and virtuous in thé
respective parties, has never yet, pcrhaps, been put to a fau'

experiment.
Vol.I,n.H1. 2 Vol.I,pn.82. 3 Vol.I,vn.185.
Vol.1I,Dp. 18") 5 Vol.I,p.234, 6 Vol.I,p.239.
Vol.T,pp.3 24, 415,427,Vol.1I,p.10 8 Vol.I,p.340.
Vol.I,p.}ol. 10 Vol.1I,Dp.484.
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a8 ﬁﬁ'ﬁrﬁgn to our views.and inclinations to launchs '
BYaFtpdn 'the tempestuous ocean of politics! -* I63§ our
Wite 10 cultivate elegant letters, sound learning; .anid tsefud-
scicnice-and; by all the means in our power, 'to promote:the |
“intérests of morality and religion. * Happily, these topics may |
generally be discussed in this country without animsity of;
wntemperance. : Lo Y SR
Coriviriced, as we are, that a great mass of . wisdom, tas”
lents, "honour, integrity and. patriotism, ‘belongs' to “each ‘of '
the two political parties which now divide the United States, -
we wish, in our quality of Reviewers, to treat them both with
deference,. and to steeT as+exactly 45 possible ‘between. thémid”
To embrace the system of either would only serve to narrow:
the field of our usefulness, and to mingle with the pursuits of i
literature passions and feelings which ought for ever to be kept
separate. o
. Many persons -havé supposed, that in a former number of,i
our Review (p. 89) we deviated from our usual impartiality |
in surveying the political questions which agitate the com- ;
munity. . Many others, it is probable, will imagine we
equally depart from that impartiality in our consideration of |
the present article. We are also aware that the warm par-!
tizans of either side may accuse us of inconsistency; but
swhile each of us reserves to himself, in the most explicit’
terms, that system of political faith, and that attachment to
men and measures, which conviction had previously impres. :
sed on his mind, we think that every liberal anid candid reader |
will be inclined to acquit us of the charge, and rather give us
credit for attaining so near to the difficult point of impartial -
criicism. We shall, however, increase our exertions to main~ |
tain that strict neutrality in party politics which we think the .
cause of literature requires. i
With this declaration, we proceed to the examination of
the pamphlet before us. ** o
1te's Sermon 1 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 Qration 2 1s a—relieWa=if ii-can so0 be oalled—
of one sentence. It 13 hardXy to ®e believed thet anyone
save the'sitor wrote it. Though headed by

dapitais~eL "Article XVII®" it surprises by its brevity
and % makes food rfor thought, aé-to -the—old—ideas—eft-

Howeweyr Brown was not doing anything out of

POXLGWS. C
the ordinary 1ﬂ¥$§&%~mu;4unuﬁﬁﬁﬁ\
GGt RSB A HO~

Nott's Discourse 3 18 short enough to be editor's work
and 1s 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 Mis3 Adams in the Monthly Magazine.

The Sword of the Lord, 5 Austin's Barley Cake 6 and
Lelard's Stroke at the Branch 7 are not tecmnical and
may very well be by the editor having his style and
Pebas—hr—the—usuas method.

Miller's Essay on Church Government 8 has Brown's

Style and ¥e—irmr—the—usuad: method. It presents a catholic

view of the Presvyterian church. Inthis—econneetion It
should be remembered thit at this time Brown was

probably engaged to marry the daughter of a Presvyterian

minister.
Mulr's Fower of Goodness 9 1s short enough to be editor's
work.

1 Vei.I,p.u&8. 2 Vol.I,p.u451. 3 Vol.I,p.k492.

L Voi.II1,p.38. 5 Voil.II,p.49. 6 Vol.II,p.52.

7 Vol.II,1.56. 8 Vol.II,T.89. 9 Vol.TI,p.90.
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Welch's Century Sermon 1 recalls former criticism in
the same department and uses the editorial "we" most
prominently. While it has the characteristics of ke
others suggested as peseibldy Brown's 1t seems to bve

an exception, ta—that—-editorialparticulas

Boudinot's Age of Revelation 2 rewiew has a gr¥eal deal
of the personal teme that would suggest the editor as
the author. It contains an excellent handling of Paine's
anti-Christian book,worthy of quotation, ough it may
not be Brown's, ¥—is-—-teoe—good—to—pass—bi

¥i¥e havé often felt much surprise that Mr. Paine’s worl |
against christianity should excite so much attention, and pro-
voke so many answers, as it has done. 'The impression which
it made, for a considerable time, cerrainly gave no very ho--
nourable idea of the learning and taste, to say nothing of the!
piety of the age. For it would be difficult to find a publicas’

tion of equal claims, which displays so much false reasaning, |

wretched inconsistency, and gross misrepresentation; or which; !
amidst all the vanity and vaunting of the author; is less en-
titled to the chamcter of originality with respect to matter, !
His whole merit consists in having presented the cavils and'
objections of others, less learnedly and less ingeniously than
they; but in a more forcible; sprightly; and popular manner, -
than aJmost any writer. When his book first appeared; |
we considered it as destined only for an ephemeral existence; |
and accordingly it has been for somne time gradually sinking |
mio forgetfulness:  All the zeal of the more ignorant classes !
of infidels has not been sufficient to support its influence; and |
the sensible; well-informed men, who belong to that denomi- |
nation, view it merely asa popular instrument, which, though .
it has, for a time, promoted their cause, yet will not stand
the test of serious examination, .

3

Melmoth's Religlous Life 3% has Brown's 1deas of book-
makirng and a whoedeaads condemnation of the sesd—ef fiction
he had published in 1801. :
Herivhill's Tiscourse %4 has a closing paragraph obviously
ty the editor but 1s etkerwisse Iindecisive.

Letters on the Existence and Character of the Deity,etc.,5
13 not technical,is in Brown's method and style and has
his interests. It appears to be editor's work.

Wetmore's Extensive Charity &6 may be editor’'s work

tut seems to be too rmuch lengthened by the extracts.
oL ERoWR i,

Miller's Sermon 7 has traces of Brown's style and may

be editer's work though its tone 1s technical.
Davis'Sermon & is of two sentences general enough to

e merady editor'’s work.

Marshall's Catechism & has Brown's style and 1ldeas

in the two final paragraphs. Otherwise it appears not

to be his.

McLeod's Negro Slavery 10 had a peculiar interest for
Brown tesides containing a slap at Godwin's Political
Justice. The method 1s the conventional one and the

style is not clearly Brown's,sc that 1t is protvavly

not his.

Hotchkin's Doctrine of Election 11 and the Prayer Book
for Families 12 are both short and may easlily be editor's
work.

Voi.I1,7.%i. 2 Vol.II,p.i143%. 3 Vel.II,p.150. 4% Vol.II,p.178.
Vel.IlI,p.2i5. 6 Vol.II,p.22C. 7 Yol.II,p.341. 8 Vol.II,p.3k7.
Vol.IIl,p.4%C%. 10 Vel.II,p.45C. 11 Vol.TI,p.477. 12 Vol.II,p.4k78.
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The final group is that—ef medicine. If Brown was to be helped

at all by the "eight" it would be/in this department'%h&%—%;;Z§EEE§£:>

help would come. Almost without exception these reviews are out

of Brown's range of interest and information,and yet the fact that
the second index paid particular attention to thempedical—reviews
may indicate that- he had at—~this~btime developed an unusuel

interest in the subject. Seme—are—non—teechnical-and-may—Ho—Brownis—

for—-trhe—foIlTowing—rea3ens

Hosack's Medical Education 1 has touches of his style,
especially in the first three and the rinal 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 seemes—bo takthhe review
out of Brown's life.

The Medical Repository 2 reviews have ir. them nothing
technical especlally piades8 where opportunity ofrered.
The method and style is always3 Brownts;one of the details
seem3 to show the reviewer was not a medical man;the
closing is Brown's usual esmbhustasties encouragrent ;jed
YU and one of the
reviewer's particular interests was the yellow fever
articles, s=~the-magazine.. The irst rexiew contains

a tribute to Elihu Hubbard Smith which seems hardly
could have come so strongly from any person except

Brown and is worthy of quotation. 3

®& Our readers will forgive us if we pause a moment, befere: '
entering on the examination. of the present work, to express -
our grief for the premature death of one of itsfounders, and -
to pay a tribute of respeet to his memory. Few persons, we '
believe, have been more ready than the surviving colleagues
of the late Dr. ELinu H. SMmiTH, to express, with affection-
ate ardour, thenr high opinion-of his enlrghtened 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 -
eandour has led them to acknowledge that to his confidence

and activity the work is indebted for its &«istence. Indeed,

we know of mo- man: so well qualified for the conducting a
work of literatuge and scignee in.a country where so many ob~

1 Voi.I,p.68. 2 Vol.I,pp.137,279,3%81,V01.11,pp.1,283.



‘stacles are.to be encountered.. His habits of ‘order and jegu-~"
Tarity in the distribution: of his occupations, -and the employ=
ment of his time; and, above all, that spirit of perseverance,
without which no great purposc can be accomplished, singu-~
larly fitted him for such an-undertaking. . o

. Few have acquired, so early in life, the high reputation he
enjoyed, and very few, at any age, have been more _genem_llyv
" regretted at their death. The native energy and activity of his
mmd, the extent of his learning, the warmth of his philan~
thropy, his indefatigable industry in the acquisition. and diffu-
sion of knowledge, and far the advancement. of .the interests
of science, all conspired to render him useful. in his profession,
and.in all the relations of social life; to excite high expecta~
tions of his future eminence and services;. and to produce the
Yiveliest sostqw. for his premature removal. " i
This is followed by another reference 1 to hip eksressexr
when an article by him gives the editor the opportunity.
It 1s snort but particularly well put. Fe—veads-s

*This paper discovers much of the ingenulity,learning,

and comprehensiveness of mind,for which its accomplished
author was 80 eminently distinguished." '

Ramsay's Review 2 18 only slightly technical,is in
Brown's method and treats the book in the same manner

as the Medical Repository was treated.

Rush's Lectures 3 1s also non-technical.

oliver's and curri€s Letters % contains a reference to
the Medical Repository which would seem to have come
rrom Brownl$ Remé. It states the position of a reviewer
as would undoubtedly do.

Mace 's Cause of Disease 5 may be editor's work.

The group of yellow fever dissertations 6 are of
interest to Brown but are too technical. The general
orening appears to be editor's work and expresses his
views well enough to be quoted.
" S publications of this kind are made not of choice, but

from necessity, and as they are usually the productions of

young men, the conductors of literary journals have generall

thought it not proper to subject them to the ordeal of criti~

cism, and 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

Rublic.ought to be informed of the existence of such publica-~

tons. . .. .. ... .. ’ -

Barton'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 18 certainly his. F—reads

"Considering the 1importance of this article,we owe

an apology to our readers for the long delay of brinrging
it vefore them. Publications of this kind are so rare
and irteresting 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."

In this case there is too much of it,while in the earlier
case when it was warranted there was too 1little.

1 Vol.I,1 .28C 2 Vol.I,p.19k
b Vol.II,p.77. 5 Vol.II,p.1
7 Vol.II,p.4%C7.

o 3 Vol.I,p.479.
81. 6 Vol.II,p.3261.
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qnackenbos' Tissertation 1 is short enough to be
editor's work 35335233 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 editor. and~readss

"a publication made not voluntarily,put as a prescrived

task,ought not to be subjected to the severity of

criticism.*

That quotation should be compared with the opening

to the yellow fever dissertations, jusi—Betiedds 4 ”ﬁﬁ.aﬂmk

Walker's Dissertation 2 is short enough to bve editor .}

work. It could easily have been dashed off arfter reading

the announcement as issued by the Reviews'publisher,

the Swords,and has a closing sentence,suspiciously

Brownish, wh*eh—aeaé&~

*We are pleased to see in the medical graduates of our
country so many evidences of industry and obvservation.®

To sum up the whele—matter—ef—the reviews we are compelled to

say #ea$ 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 Monthly Magazine it was considered wise to place

the reviews in the questionable class,for in that case where we
had initials signed to the reviews,one of which,(C.B.) would in
ordinary cases be acceptab;e as evidence;wé 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 friengly "vench of
eight" who assisted Brown would have to be identified--which we
are not able to do satisfactorily--before we could apply a process

1 Vol.II,p.478. 2 Vol.II,p.U7¢.
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of elimination to assist in identifying Brown's review work.

begt

On the whole 1t seems to be bthe—pari-—of-wiodem to say wimt Brown
miy have used his editorial privilege to add to all the reviews
contrivbuted;that i8 provably a3 near to the actual identification

of authorship of these reviews as anyone will ever come.
houR ‘
In this magazine Brown had no theory to on the public. He

stood for no party,no school;his object was the simple though
difficult one of examining the new publications of a new republic.
His models were those that have stood for a long time and probablyA
will stand forever. He could ve a severe,égoved,or the gentlest of
Judges,nis invariavle intention was to encourage moderate talent
so as 10 make sure b genius would survive. He did not telleve
in th2 Jeffrey This-will-not-do formula and no Keats would ever
nave been'killed by his pen. How much of this sort of encourage-
ment wad his and how much was nhi3 friends',may never be accuraie-
1y known.

‘The continusd increase in the numter of publishers who sent

books for review would seem to indicate #mal the magazine,as 1t
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went on,grew in favor. But there was e**t—éen-ﬁv another side to

1 De.¥ary,VoyvaZe,et2.,Naew Haven 1912,pu.XxxXxv and 182 used Brown's

migizin? when writing concernling tne New Yorx women ag 3een oy
im 1n 1794%. Tnouzn it 1ppears not to be Brown's tn2 raview of
Ezra Sampson's BocoWiles of thn2 RBivle (Vol.I,p.41) was us=d as
recoxmendation of the cook when it was reprinted at Bosion
"o2hriaary 1804. On the D:ack of the title-pags sd—tiat—edttien
tnese thrse parigraphs were Juoted:"yr.Sampson....compllation®,
“fWe tnink....contain® and "We are....lavours".

W by
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the matter. Not only was the-old quarrel with Webster continued
here but,as we have seen, another'autnor entered the arena and
measured swords with the reviewer. Beyond this the reason for

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

and of the fact that the next form of Brown's activity as editor

retained and made most prominent the less trouble-

Qiteet,

some part of this magazine,it is predbablie—that Brown had had

enough of the thankless task of sitiing—in-sitate—as literary

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

—and-the American Beview-and Literary—Fournaiw

As a part of Brown's 3£ work theﬁ( two volumes of the American

Review and Literary Journal have been almost 1lost in the midst of

the greater number of equally as large volumes of the other magazines
with which he was connected. Several writers have even been Suidently
ignorant that he actually did edit them. With any opinion we

may form of-—our—swptect-beeanse of them we must met—Tfaidi—b0 include
the fact that two of his novels are also a part of this time of

his life.
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Aside from the interest and value the reviews may have because
n1sznxy_xepaats_iiselikénd we can read much of present-day impor-
tance in this hundred-year -old magazine, the—-werk ﬁarké an improve-~

ment in Brown's style. There is henceforth less of the staccato

sentence and Whroughewl more of a freedom of expression.





