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1799-1800

) 1 . |
Brown's first position <in the editorial chair came with the

veginning of the Monthly Magazine and American Review,hﬂha-£+¥s¢
~—”)a:—'

RUnNber—was pril 1799/ aad T. & J. Swords of New York,who,

besides hooks sold such a weméesful variety of things that even

Cam '
the modern stationery store oeuid not surpass'them‘were the prin-

ters and publishers.. ‘
§L~q(bau.n~4tzlquVMd.hnG4$ﬂm Jk*kgi@”abn“““bzk

The terms e . Mhich the-—wWork-was_publisired were;first, -that the
issues should be monthly, each number to contain at least eighty
pages, large octavo in size, handsomely printed on supérfine paper;,
secondly, subscribers were to pay on delivery 3%7 1/2 cents a number;:
third, a half-yearly title-page and complete index was to be fur-
nished free.

Twenty to thirty pages were given up to whadt-mighi—pe~4orued the

Montnly Magazine material, consisting moatly of essays and storiles.

Ten or fifteen pages constituted the American Review of domestic

publications,and republications of foreign works. About twenty more

1 In his letter to Beer3,dated 12 February 1800 he speaks of veing
the compiler of {t.
3¥old:Prose Writ

ers OE—ANET LIS 73 1t w
scontinuad the followlng e
tle-page or tne com 2 Work.
r of Vol.I,

Proovavly he had
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pages were given up to selections and the last feﬁ to poetry.

The complete work consists of three voluﬁes comprising eighteen
numbers, of which the rirst six are for April,May,June,July,August,

S&fZszhwfﬁa

and the number datedkgeptember.October.November and pDecember,1799. The
other twelve numbers are regular issues for each month of the—year 1800.

It was published in arrears; that is,the first number,for April
1799 came out in May,being issued,according to Johnson's letter to

Mo e witte _

Kent,some time before 89-uayTlhe—ie%%est—ﬁate~-;a tne same 1etter
4413 sald Hhatl the May number would be issued on the rirst of June.
The editorial note at tne end of the first number says each number
was to be published “at the beginning of each mgnth'. At the foot of
the first page of the sixth number Brown said there was -nothing in
the nature of the work that demands a strict observance of part{cular
divisions of time,* which 13 all very true but 1t never seems to have
occured to him that for that reason he could have had it dated in

advance.
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2

1n~ee-ma

It was modelled on the English

Mﬁ&a&%’m‘@ &, *"“‘1"‘"“2 i
Anotj.ces of deatns
M’Ha&"(t‘l

philoscphical intelligence, follewihg—the—praciise—oi—the

literary and

\,v.jzx.z :»«L (S/l—‘hm
Registerwk-g-ek—\cd \,’LTM. w 154

N = "k"“"&_‘”‘b
The 1ldea or,q magazir.e EM%(pmsl-l—e-heé—‘ay—&be—Swe*ee—‘—ﬂ-s—M
lru- ml if@

wWaeo ‘
¥k LAl Do-Tfound Gebailii-&8 5 June 1798 when Dunlapdin-hig

dlary: sayss

YSee sSmith and talk of a Weekly Magazine for this
place,to Vve printed by the Swords and for their
emolument,we having all power over it."
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1ap had been a patron of the Weekly Magazine of Philadelphia

80 that it was qui natural he t

t of the projected periodi-

cal at New York as a We . Of course we kxnow the publication

under conside

ap agaln records the plan:

¥7 August 1798. Talk on our project of the Weekly
Magazine to be published by Swords under us."

From another source we 1learn that as far back as January of

1798 Brown's friends had had the plan wader way of placing him

in the editorial chatr.

Vader—drte—of U4 January 1798 William Johnson wrote to James

1
Kent at Poughkeepsie, parily as-feiiewi.

“I tike the liberty to double this letter by inclosing
you a copy of proposals for a magazine. It 1s lntended
for the benefit of Mr.Brown,who designs to devote him-
821f to the business of Editor,should sufficient en-

couragement be given for the commencement of the pub-
lication. The plan...."




But Johnson was not the only one attempting to arouse interest

_ 1
in the magazine. According to the Life of Samuel Miller the

members of the Friendly Club started out as the supporters of the

venture.

*After the yellow fever had passed away Mr.Brown's friends
in New York,the Friendly Club in particular,busied them-
selves to find him employment,and a means of support,
agreeable to his literary tastes. He was accordingly
encouraged to establish "The Monthly Magazine and
American Review” the first number of which bears the

date of April 1799."

Like Jonnson,Miller spared no erffort of his own to promote the
matter and under date of 24 December 1798 he wrote to Dr.Morse.

"You may rest assured,this i3 not an ordinary,nor a
catch-penny plan. The principal editor i3 a gentleman
o undoubted learning and taste,who will devote a large
part of his time to the work;and he will bve supported
and assisted by an associatlon,which includes some of
the first literary characters in this city,so that
I think vou may,with confidence,recommend the work
to the patronage of your friends,as one that will bve
ably conducted,and as one that will bve decidedly
favorable to the interests of morality and religion.

I have no doubt that 1t may and will be rendered honor-
able and useful to the United States."

Morse offered some objections and Miller wrote again on 3 April 1799.

“The principal editor of the American Monthly Magazine

is a Mr.Charles B. Brown,lately of Philadelphia. You may,
I believs,fully confide in him as a Federalist. Of nis
learning and taste there c¢an be no question. There 1is a
society,or club,of some ten gentlemen,who meet once a
week to consault about the magazine,and concert plans

to make up its conteants and to promote its interests.

0f these ten,seven are declded Federalists,the other
three are a little Democratic,but remarkably mild and
moderate men. I am not at liverty to mention their
names,but am persuaded you need be under no apprehension
respecting the work in a political point of view."

1 Pnila.,1869,0.119.



\nk &

e

4,

1184

e ten mefmbers of the Friéndly Club #e#€ is not certain‘
Uty
Rty they were Charles Adams,Anthony Bleecker,Charles Brock-

den Brown, William Dunlap,William Johnson,Edward Miller, Samuel
Miller,S.L.Mitchill,G.M.Woolsey and W.W.Woolsey. Adams,Dunlap

and Johnson have been “a 1little Democratic¥,Mitentll wa-kn;n
wWas a~Bemeerat )fFen his election to CONgress de c. Joc,c .t

GeAr-
0f course Brown himself made ewexy effort to secure subscri-

B Q\“"K“‘M\\“" @-'LM Sy

bers) Dunlap's diary 6 Decerbver 1798 records wsat BBewn read

lML 4o prospectus to him.

' 1
The plan of—the-ladas+ne was detalled to Brown's brother

lf‘1 @ WL\’CL
Armitt in December 179§A\sae selectio%«Dunlap S86%08 quotes

from one of Brown's lettersand—veadsT

o« E]gﬁt of wmy> friends here, men inﬁtgeﬁng}vfé‘s_tﬁég_—;ree re- | \,” Y
spectable for literature and influence, have urged me so ve- | < *
hemeptly to undertake the project of p magazine, and pro- /Q.
mised their contributions and assistance w-its success, that I 44

have yrigen and published proposals. Four hundred sub- - e -

ey T £ . e o
scribet§ will repay the annual expense of sixteen hundred . XX H \Ao o ©
dollars, As soon as’this number is obtained, the printers will Vg

begi “and trust to the punctual payment of these for reim-
bu¥sement. All above four hundred, will be clear profit to .
me ; one thousand subscribers will produce four thousand T
five hundred dollars, and deducting the annual expense will ! z
leave'two thousand seven hundred. If this sum be attainable,
in a year or two you will allow that my prospect’is consoling.
The influence of my friends, and their unexpected and un-
common! zeal, inspire me with a courage which I should be
. unable to derive from any other quarter.”

5\'7“’ kzu,J.;, QLNLL L( k;\q.

1 L‘Lll’il%‘;,’-'OluII,p-ll'A Sl)c QL L\MM ’?W \r‘ Q‘\i\:bﬂ“



W Erown's letterlto W,M 20 “%'5

December 1798, s+atas—it—was hoped to publish the first number

in February or March.

Despite the respectable and influential men who held .out the

falrest hopes to Brown uWe=22e the launching of the first number
| -l-s-bh-& -.

was delayed. There is no doubt tket those oight—or—$en friends

did all that friends can do,but four hundred subscribers at 377

1/2 cents per number .were in those days a great many and the

probability that the printer did not begin until March would seem

to 1ndicate &kad 1t was no easy matter to secure W

At the end of the first number there is an editor's note, piide

sumably-—scitren—by-Brewn containing a few poéints worthy of

notice. I+—-%eads8<

+YUNAPOIDABLE delays have taken place i the pablication of the
ﬁr:t “number of this wark. The readers may be assured that punSuality will*
hereafier be observed, and that each rmmétr shall be nmgd from the /re.u at.’
the beginning of tétb montk.

Some deviations will a Illlf/tmr to have been made froms ;;&hxwgma”_) inbs
mitted to the public. ese deviations were adopited after mature vefleition,
and it is hoped that they will be seen and acknowledged to be just and propers

K dunlal, Vot a0 b-43.
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T Ridre Thaghés encreach bl LHIE ok The Griginal icheme, and diete préscribed )
. by a 3uz regard to the opinians of every class of citizens. ~ There alréady éxists f
& sufficient number of vehicles of pelitical discugsion and political. informationy |
“@nd it is presumied that readers in general will be best pledsed with a pet<
JSermance limited to scientific and kiterary topics. - Do e

e [ramote the usefulness of this Review of American ﬁu&ft'mﬁo'm, iF i1 &-.
sirable to obtain the copies of new works as speedily-and sea onably as passibles:
Authors and publishers are therefore requested to transmis opies of -newr boaks:
to the printers of this work.. Al suck communications shall receive the earliest ’

} and most im}arﬁal motice. .. . .

+ - It is searcely wecessary to meniion that cvery commum:dlnm aif[{rei:eél.t’l )
Editor, and Ifi f»_‘g& of prostage at the publishers (Messrs. S ORDS), il
gratefully ié;dwd@@ﬂ(t{mmgipt:l} astended t0. P s

| SO,

When he had hoped to have the first number issued in February or
March and it was delayed until some time in May the editor's prospects
were not very encouraging. The omission of political discussion and
ihformation--for which we may Oowe thanks to Morse--is noteworthy in
wrow—of-te—~Faet that it had been promised in the prospectus which
Brown sSays he had written. The ¥riendly Club was wrecked on political:
shoals and it i{s certain that the eighier—ten men who encouraged thne

diticy

magazine were among its members. Probably hose-Who-Were-Lemosratie

atirred up-a-row-and caused WHege—months—ef delay.
The second number shows an unpardonable difficulty of another char-

acter. The editor's apology takes the form of a note at the end, whtch

FeSdS.
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' SONEE tifficulty has been exferichcedsi frocuring o fi rin'ts des.
“liver he firss ammber's. of the Mapazineto Subscriders in'this City. Thoie' to,
iBelPPlc) R mot béen sent, it is hoped,; will excuse the délay, which kagun- |
pr .17"' ”"ﬁ‘_ﬂ eircumstances natwrally incident te the ogp mm.f !
“Ablicatien.  This, and other slight and tewsporary embaby assments; will |
3 . o P

shortly appear.

S S
o .
R e PR Y DD N U SN CRE

The optimism of the closing sentence 1s é detall that has
generally been neglected and considered wanting in Brown's
character.

An advertisement which appears only on the original back cover
of fhe August number,shows another arrow from Fortune's quiver:

"The public,it 1s hoped,will admit,as a sufficient
apology for the long delay of this publication,the
prevalence of the late epldemic,which compelled the
publishers to leave the city for a time,and to suspend
their business. This irregularity,though much to be
regretted,seems lnevitable at present;though,in future,
the edltor flatters himself that he shall be able to
preclude this inconvenience."

The dating of this notice at New York December 1799 would

indicate that the number for August was not issued until December
us

and 1t gives,a hint of the early irregular career of the magazine.
As we can learn from his letter dated New York July 26, he pro-
bably left the cilty during the epldemic.

One would naturally think that,with the yellow fever as another
obstacle overcome it was about time the course of the magazine

should be made smooth. But such was not Brown's fate! The sixth

numter though carrying on its original bvack cover the old form
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in which a number was promised for every month had to carry with

1t another apology. At mie foot of the first page we read’ as—fed-kowa;

_BThe unavoidable delay which has attended the publication of the laftrnuaml
ber, occafioned by. the neceffary removal of the Publifhers from the city durin

. the lateepidemic, has induced them, to avoid anachionifwis, and the appearincent.
fucceffive delays, to conclude the prefent year with the publication of the firft voluing::
The firft number of the fecond volume will commenice in January, 1800, and will be
continued, it is hoped, without any interruption.—As there is, at prefent, nothing
| iri the nature of the work that demands a ftri&t obfervance of pargicular divifions of
time, we truft our readers will approve of the form Which t.hl:‘» efcGt number Bag .

" affumed. - N e e P ]

The number bore at the head the date of September,Ortober,November
and December followed by an asterisk which referred the reader to the
foregebng apology. Undoubtedly it was issued during December.

The number of adversities must have been discouraging. and—the

A ¢
eregularity-was-—near—getiing-on-the—nenves—ufthe—edttor. As we have

a Q]
1earn+i from the letter which suggested ®i23 trip to Niagara he also

LV.VN .
was hawviaeg—a had speéii—eof health. The sickness everywhere in the city
depressed him more than 1t had when a year before he was actually
fighting the disease. However his hopes were not gone and his activity

after returning to the city about December was sufficient to get out

two numbers so as to complete the volume. OS~douRge—he—suffered—in

strenrce—the—les6—o-—aidiadt—threc—nonths—proftitewnivout—>1ty—dUTIars

What he could call “the appearance of successive delays" was of

course to the readers much more than an appearance, and if human
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nature was in those days what it is in ours it i3 not too much of a
conjecture to say that he probably lost a part of his subscrivers at
this time,not alone on account of possivle deaths by the yellow fever.

The new year came around, the troubles ceased,the magazine regularly
appeared for every month and no more apologies were necessary.

Bibliographically this magazine haﬁ been treated correctly so far
as the cataloguers have gone in their claims. But they have gone only
a part of the way. If their extravagant claims for the Weekly Magazine
nad been half as modest as they are here and their modesty twice as
extravagant as here the truth in both cases would have been nearer
approached.

Despite Miller's statement concerning the making up of the magazine
it 1s clear that for two out of the three volumes, Brown's labors
were much easier than those experienced by the usual editor in launche
ing a new periodical. He was not compelled to forage round for

. .

contributions as for instance Lowell did for the Atlantic and
for the moat part he needed only to turn over to the printer all
1 Pnilip Hone:Diary New York 1389,V01.Il,p.284 in speaking of the

deatia of James Sworde on 17 Septemver 1346 notes Rhat the Swords!

were Ne first to publish a Monthly Magazine and to which he con-
trivateq.
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R,
that the "“terr* had ready and brought to their meetings. Any

defiotonoy—Emem—tire fallure ofany in the .charmed—etrede to méke
had

up the required eighty pages,to be supplied by the editor's pen
or from his store of unpublished manuscripts. Thus the afrfair was
managed on the lines of thé Yclosed corporation” and it was not
until the third volume that he was compelled to drive off outsiders.
But,as we shall see,it was usually in ?he interest of the readers
that he crowded out others and put himself in. How‘well he performed
his autocrétic oddtontend duties we shall see presently.

Before considering Brown'3 contributions to this magazine it
is neeessary for-ud to mention certain notes or similar items

| hield

wetel~pedng 31gned %4?ere undoubtedly w?itten by Brown ta=the
rega&a:—cea#ee—of‘hts*woik as edlitor. To glve detalled attention
to them would be rReeddsssdy enlarging cud-beok to no essential
purpose. The magazine 13 not a scarce one and many coples are
acces3ivle in librarles all over our country.

When,hoWever,volume three 1is studiéd we rind on the last page
of each number some notes "To Correspondents”. Usually they are

of the customary kind but occasionally they depart from the

stereotyped expressions and come within the compass of our interest
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L
by reason of their comments. With the accepgggéea we he¥e have

, Woes
nothing to do, for tnA no} commented on’.‘tZ; .

To refuse a contribution vecause of its Juvenility or lack
&f originality and spirit very properly accords with editorial
license but when one 18 refused because of its length or its
manner, or because ‘it is Ytoo humble a muse¥, or lacks tender-
ness,passion and poetic diction,it vecomes material for “sans
sédevelhe speculation on the editor's ability, Sbmadiefdi-iotiew

Tre first refusal 18 haughtily as follows:

vY¥Tne Cottiger" is,indeed,too humble a muse for our
miscellany."

WVhno the unfortunate victim of this vapidity was 18 not known

but it would be interesting to learn. The next appearance of the

o whiel

editorial department concerns itself with five refusals Wib—endy

1
the second 18 of interest to us. It reads:

**Eotzebue to the Emperor Paul® breathes generous
irdignation in vigorous and spirited verse;but a few
lines have induced us to suspend its insertion."

Wry the editor did not a3k for an interview and alterations

of the objectionatle lines 1s beyond comprehension. '
ond. rukﬁ+4,4kz bwf nLk;f&-— m:;;u‘|*kL.Q\d4 PN a*%&«m&d_ 026«¥ti

remaining enss[Two\notices) deserve quotation and attention.

SR Lireb—rendi.
1 ‘[01.111,?-160- 2 VOl-III,p.AOO-
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W Disconsolate Eliza,” by x“,H g:;v R'!’éﬁp,;:' does 1ot Posess all (T feri-{
derness and passion, and that joetic dictiony which t‘ﬁd"éubj‘é&‘ demands, !
aud which would entitle. it to a place in our poetical départment., “1€ ap- 3
pears to be the production of yeuthful genius, and, ‘as such, may afford
the promise of better things.. The judgmeat of the editor must controut |
his wishes to gratify this coprespondent. -~ = 7 ¢ -

the
This is not,only 1instance of Brown's wishing to encourage

a contrivutor and as a refusal it shows not only careful and abvle"
consideration of the work offered: but also a surprising appreciation
of the feelings of the author. For these reasons it should be
considered as the vbest example of all the refusals which “the
judgment of the editor® saw rit to make. Whatever else may be saild
of Brown as editor the fact that he was seriously attempting to

£111 the position to the best of his ability,with few instances

of partiality,is an excellence worthy of being noticed.

The second has the same seriousness and reads:

~ “Our fair correspondent #ScrIBLERA” will excuse us for not insert-
ing the ¢ Dissertation on Bachelors.”—Some novelty.of sentiment, some |
touches of wit, or strokes of humouy, or some beauties of language, are ;
necessary to enliven and adorn a subjeét so dry, stale, and unprofitable. !
We recommend a theme less trité, and more adapted for the exercise of

her pen: for we should be sorry that the rejection of this first essay -
should discourage her from further correspondence,. Lot :

A AR

Undoubtedly the material here consldered was quite inferior to
the effort of YHenricus' and yet here as well as in that better
case he gives sound reasons for rejecting the essay. His suggestions

are not only Just but they are valuable as showing that he had

‘f\-"}
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a keen sense for detecting the virtuesrTﬁLgxgg>a "ary" subject..
One of the editorial notes suppdiad .y -Browa 1s doubly convino~—

ing because it 1s added at the end of the article signed W. and

1
13 itself signed B. It 15 a note on the plays ol Kotzebdue.

2
In the E-signed Remarks on Female Politiclans the internal

evidence corrobvorates the suspiclon tkad it was written by the
editor. The diction, ideas and structure recall Brown's Alculn
(7]

and while there is no\kcertainty of the article He+rg nis,there

is the greatest probability. As a commentary on so-called Equal

Sufrrage it 1s excellent. Umidite—Aieuwin—tt—deecs—net—svon—approacir

Aside from the general character of the magazine which will ve

understood as we go on,the important part of—the—kentuie was the
department cempsieing—what-was entitled the "American Review" with
the section entitred—the "Account of the American Editions of

Foreign Publications.*
-ﬂhaxa_is-na—éeub%—eha%‘fﬁis review part was principally the

cause of the ultimate metamorphosis of the magazine. It drew

Z.
too much attention away¥ from better material,--arter all it was
1 Voi.I,Dn.78. . 2 Vol.III,p.416.

3 Willard Phillips ha3 remembered it a3 the American Review and
Monthly Magazine. See Godwin's Bryant,Vol.I,p.1l54.
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only one department 94—%h9—wheii¥ubi&o&%*en‘—-it finally developed

el T
too much along the lines of party polliics which not only

ar-sIIRasE=of the magazine\é‘ Whaa@is but also wrecked the fellow-

ship of the Friendly Club.

at—Eiret—sererely-eschewed—but Fhrough bad taste and unpopular

policy 1t antagonized most of the authors of the books reviewed.

- 0 .
Sheugh the swords.,~tite publishers of-the-magarte, proved them-
sclves mest wonderful beings by looking on complacently sidedits
ta. ek

eonpIaininedy while they saw theiikpublications plllaried the time
A

was hardly the millenium of thke reviewers when they could continue
to express thelr honest opinions.

A8 a rule the reviews were a deal like the editor's refusals
and of the wswadl character of the time but in some instances
they overstepped all bounds of propriety and became entirelj too
severe and tasteless. For instance it 1s hard to rfind any satis-
.ractory excuse rfor reviews such as were involVed in the Candidus--
Reviewer controversy,the Webster--Reviewer controversy;the notice
of the two volumes of Low'3 Poems and the Adams--Hamilton contro-

1
versy one of which 18 worse than Jeffrey's famous coup de grﬁce

2
to Wordsworth. Weems may have deserved all he got for his 1lle

1 Vol.III,p.378. 2 Vol.III,p.210.
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1
about the Washington truth story but Searson's Mount Vernon did

not need to have ridicule of publisher and author extended to the
dangerous outskirts of livel. In all these cases better taste
would have been shown and a better fortune would have befallen
the magazine if Brown had only availed himself of his privilege
of returning all such articles to the author or better still of
flinging them in the fireplace.

What seems to be Brown's method of cpnstructﬁng his reviews

may be best illustrated by seeh-a8 the first two. Sengrally—the
? .

LU
PLoimti-ar—Soewts. The general subjecﬁ«Pouched on,whether it be

biography or nisiory or what not,M_ followed by the particular
application. Then the plan or method is considered,the critical
comuent follows,sometimes an outline of the contents ié added,
and the whole 18 wound up by a formal,informal or implied closing
sometimes unfavorable but usually encouraging.
]

Thbg plan 1is occasionally varied by changing the order of the

detalls,sometimes stating what will not be found in the work

and sometimes developed by extracts or details relating tc the

author or the act of publication.

« v,

1 Vol.ITII,p.l4k,
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“ebrd

el 1T

One of the communicationa spede—ef the magazine's "bench of

critics® aa?\ it 18 &#mat most of the members of the

ptEally

Friendly Clut constituted the omittets bencn and medped supplild

these reviews. Mvw wame b a—{@u& LLQ /‘& had hv‘t"

k,;m A%-L ‘ c,g,\*'aw\.. Aok OCva\nﬂj o tZd Ao lﬂ?

v

hotest

"

o] attempt tdentification is in mos-%\—?cases from the weiy nature

.,(> hc*' v.«&nmdug P Ogmn amle
of the work,very difficultAbut we are able to approacn)( by a.

process of elimination.

“aud We can hardly believe Brown wrote the numerous reviews of

germons. ml"eE drE l’g}t in 21;; mﬁtHOd they usually are marked as by
Wh&w& a

some clergyman because of the geeal attention to the text and e

lack of literary interest, ahi-afdeetdet——ahaliolotMf—tho—ioitew,

Of them all there is no exception. Falr examples of both-favoravly

and unfavoratly reviewed orations or discourses or addresses,

“Qﬂ"lnﬂﬂ‘é 1 o)

3
all to be ellminated,are Dagget's and Lowell's or Davis'. Thf?
: 4N

SrRdeob-netews are mostly tied together ané pro?)aabl,y;\were written
q—

by the same man,an unusual Latin scholar,certainly more learned

A g

in that language than we know Brown to have been. Partly for a

V-cfA

simliar reason,in this case a good knowledge of German,dbut also,
1 Vol.I,p.%69. 2 Vol.I,p.373. 3 Vol.I,p.372.
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because of his personal friendship with one of the authors

criticised we would eliminate the dramatic reviews such as

———

1
concern Dunlap,Plumptre anad Smitn)/i;;—sﬁnlap's wedk advertise-

Ut . IC,
ments were eadrted on the wragpers of eluwme—iWa, numvers 1, 3,

\
4 and 5 and wﬁuﬁmee\numbers 2 and_/L '{’CLQK Woasy luwa d(me
LY

YT The reviews of-~beedks# related to political science,of which

2
the Wortman 18 a just sample; medicine,of which Barten on

,a&wzktbxbﬁ Y

3 .
Goitre is an examplae theoclogy,politica and military affairs:
Nt tle  Growe
were pEobabiy noyAyritten by kdWm. Certain reviews ir the Iirst

volume signed by initials and B. and C.B.# we shall accept as

1
Brown's. In one instance,Rumford's Essays,wa accep%MZn 0,
. A
W< do Qo \m
} I~-Wedt—a8 other instances of the same initial. Two instances
Cm«lﬂ l,—?,

of A.E. we accept conditionally though they pseadiy—a+e LY

O

Bleecker. Weuaily witn alphavetical signatures we cannot find

)
ernough evidence to support a flimsy case. The Commerce of Spaln

nas too little knowledge of the shippling business to have veen
*mbe\WLADE,4?W1“

Brown's. The Descripticn of Genessee County,signed H.,recalls
A

\\Brown's Volrey irterest but has not his method,though it seems

& 0l.II,om.1%3%,225 a1 3265 and YVol.I01,0. ubz X: "0l.II,p.347.,
%\vcl.III,;.]lé. 4 vol.I,p.22%9 CI. Sronkx~'s Luty,cte.,vol.T,
VI 3tancld O
5 \oi.\ITv\zA& wnd Vol JIII,p.l172. _ 6 W D.127.

7 Vol.I,p.119.
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to-pe a development of itt;:)

. . 1 .. 4
[V}
' One of the articles,signed W, on Sg&hey's Poems, i8 somewhat

2
f Arc article,. signed B,but not surfficiently

related to the Joan

3
strong to make it provable as Brown's. The Memoirs, signed N,
y 2o agwed W,
should be compared to the Quincy oration,/\but seems too indef-

inite for belief /HfauiL A4 LM el auﬁ,da't.—;.,_,’ aq _zAl"l"m,; Wk |

(ﬁa:+ﬂdﬂ
Wnen we have s&;gh:ly cleared the ground by a—pceaasa—of

-~ - ]

elimination there are left the reviews iRl o0isuas relaté«i
Q ho'h.“&b&

to purely literary subjects,with refAfxceptions;but we cannot
A

gather 3 and claim them 211 for Brown because he was not the

only man of purely literary tastes in the circle of contri-

butors.

2 ‘/c“I,

r

o <
},-.J
H
7rj o)
l\) N
[l 3 ¥
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Those which have strong evidence of probability as Brown's
will be éonsidered at length 1n‘a lgter-part of the present
study,dbut for the present purposeé of summarizing Brown's work
as editor they should be considered in their respective order
of appearance.

Trumbull's Connecticut,I,45, i8 by the same author as Robert-—

son's America,g.¥.

Holmes' Stiles,I,%47,i8 in Brown's method.

Caldwell's Cooper,I,50,1s 3igned B and smacks of Brown thrcugh-
out. It is an unfavorable review.

Mosheim's Ecclesiastical History,I,53, 1s a rfitting example

of a favorarle review of a book which we know Brown had read.
Barton's New Views,I,117,1s8 signed C.B.,the nearest we come to
Brown's 1initials in this magazine. Another orf Barton's,the Natural

History of Pennsylvania,II,36,1is hardly of credit to its author no
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matter who he may be and cannét be considered as at all related

to Brown's methoed.

Robertson's America,I,130,1s signed B. and carries alonglwith

first
it the,review the one on Trumbull's Connecticut,g.v.

Rumford‘'s Essays,I,132;229 signed 0;299;3763449;Vol.II,61 and

139 we have shown in our Weekly Magazine study was Brown's.

The Encyclopaedia as published by Dobson,I,l34,has a recollection
of Brown's early essay on the relation of all objects of knowledge
and i3 on the whole characteristic of Brown.

Proud's Pennsylvania,I,216,1is signed B. It is only partly

favorable.

Southey's Joan of Arc,I, 225,18 signed B, and 1its reference to

"childish chimeras and vulgar superstitions® and adverse comment

on the supernatural side recall the preface to Edgar Huntly. It

also shows an ignorance of the works of Voltaire and others which
Brown did not have.
Belknap's American Biography,I,282, has Brown's method and a
signirficant correction of an error in regard to William Penn.
Those which appear to be but are not clear enough to warrant

the suggestion that they are his are Linn's Discourse,I,129;:
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Roland's Appeal,I,293;Transactions of the American Philosophical

Society,I,365,445,11,47,115, 213,296,424, Belknap's Foresters,I,
Adams' View of Religions,II, 338;
Yzl pdams’ History of New England,I,445;Gaudientio DI Lucca,II,
B A -

1
60; a few of the Washington sermons, such as Morris',II,120,

Lee's,II,122 and undoubtedly Beers',II,131l;S.L.Mitchell's Address,

11,128; Trumbull's Discourses,II,361;Low's Poems,III,56 and 266;

the Trials of Levi Weeks and Croucher,III,é2;Dutton's State of

Literature,III,27%:and Cliffton's Poems,III,li26.

2
In volume three there 1s a. review of the anonymously published

Serious Considerations on the Flection of a President:addressed

to the Citizens of the Unlted States. This pamphlet has been

ascrived to willlam Linn,the father of Elizabeth Linn whom Brown

married in 1804,and it 13 possible that Brown wrote the review.

1 Whern they bvecame SO numerous as almost to swamp the department
they were quickly despatched and the fclilowing headirg was
inserted.(Vol.II1l yp.272. ) *v [So many Sermons and Orations on the -

‘ Death of Washington have alrea- .
dy passed in review before our Read-
ers, and so much time has elapsed
since the publication of those an-
nounced in our frresent Number, that
we fresume we shall be veadily ex-
cused for dispatching, in a concise
and summary way, the fve fol-
lowing Discourses. As they are all
on the same subject, and display
no wiews of charafler, or tepics
of refleftion, but what kave al-
ready become familiar to our Read-
ers, we Shall, at present, confine
our examination 1o a few general
remarks on their style and compro-
sition.] 99 .

2 r.202.
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The fact that it is unsigned means nothing;for the signing was
given up after the first volume;but Brown's acquaintance with the
author would perhaps explain the restrained nature of the work.
The method and diction are Brown's. Throughout there seems to be
an underlying doubt of the wisdom of the charge of infidelity
against Jefferson,but it is only faintly suggested and hot at all
adequately considered.

Perhaps in Brown's days the general idea of the 01d Testament
was far different rfom that of ours,but it is evident}hat the
writer saw the weakness of the charges and for some reason did
not appear to have the courage to attack the pamphlet as he should
have done. Too much 13 made of the good intentions of the author
and too little of his erroneous comelusions based on the fiimsiest
sort of evidence. However,the faults of the review can be charitably
overlooked,especially 1f the daughter of the author had formed a
conriection with the reviewer.

Connected with this Linn pamphlet,by reason of the subject and
the possibility that Brown may have written it, 1s the review of

1
The Voice of Warning to Christians. Here the reviewer goes further

1 Vol.TII,p.269.
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into the discussion and actually expresses his doubts of the proof

bfeﬂhhal
of the charge,though properly not taking anx«Position—-pro or con--—
in relation to Jefferson. The 11lablility of the author to erroneous
conclusions is stated and though he finds him equally as sincere
as Linn,he does not bvelieve that his passionate appeal will affect
its end.

At the same time that he 1s censuring the weaknesses of the author

some guarded expressions escape him;expressions which he probably

feared might offend by reason of the fact that any thing more

e
direct and ess adverse Would ve applied to Linn's pamphlet

haw
equally as well as to the on%APnder review.

Through%put the three volumes there runs a department :ﬁi%ed

"Miscellaneous articles of Literary and Philosophical Intelligence."

X

W e
At first it }Q_composed of notices of forthcoming books American
=
and foreign and notes on astronomy,travels,geography,drama,archi--
tecture,votany, zoology,crnithology and chemistry. An account of
the graduations and degrees of Columbia,Brown,Pennsylvania and

Yale Universities was given,what was probably America‘'s first,

the Chymical Society of Pniladelphia was noticed and encouraged,

cf:Only & part was originaljame the foreign notices we®e probably
bﬁ¢*ﬁ selected from English and French periocdicals.



the Medical Repository edited by Brown's friends was at first
announced vy a three page prospectus added at the end of Vol.III,
in the bvody of the work it was for

noticed,the second edition was a cause ;. congratulation and

a longer notice and finally when it came to give more articles

of general information a great many extracts were reprinted from

it. Notices of Brown's Edgar Huntly and the second volume of

Arthur Mervyn were glven.

Later this part of the magazine became more philosophical than
literary,but in the latter respect it improved a great deal.
What literary material was given now took on the character of
short quasi-critical notices,and in volume three they were
thought of surfficient importance to be indexed. The following

notice concerning Joseph T. Dennie is of interest for more than

the one obvious reasbn.

'Y Mr: Denpie, who deserves to be
.- plaged.bigh in the-list of Americah
" wriers, is. about to collect and to

re-publishy ~ with{’ ‘corretiods,, and
additions, two series of essays, ‘one-
called Fhe Farrago, and the. other

The Lay-Preacher, the first in one

volume, and the latter in two vols.
o&avo.—Mr. Dennie has treated us
Americaa readers with considerable
severity. ‘e charges us with pos-
sessing a spirit sordidly devoted to
traffic and gaim, or servilely and
tamely led in the trammels of Eu-
- ropean prejudices. We would wil-
lingly believe that these censures:
have been too indiscriminately ap-
plied, but must sincerely hope that
the fate of his own performances
may not be an example of their jus. |
tice. ‘The intrjnsic merit 6F these
essays, will entitle them' to praise
and to purchasers; and the world;
may evince, by its liberal patronage
of this author, that it is able to dis-
tinguish and reward éxcellence,
* even though it be of the growtir
.and culture of our own country.'

1 Vol.TII,p.23%.
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However severe this may appear 1t 1s not te—be—a-s%ma-ﬁ-ed to
plque. When the Portﬁ‘lio was announced Brown came forward and
gave Dennie all thad he deserved. The fact that we shall find him

contrivuting to the paper in 1802 shows +#ed there was no lasting
a«-ﬁd—&b

bad feeling between them,whatever there may have been at this time]

7’

whew G oam wvi lﬁwuku—f( st Do, 2dithe £pn o pal
An announcement of Linn's Powers of Geniug,deserves notice

heay
but sue commentary on it widl be deferred to=iRe-paft—eof—our—wesk

Vden Like ¢} 1804
whieh-eonoeens-iruwn*e—%&#e—&n—&%@k31Ye Shall &ken find Brown

doing his greatest service to his brother-in-law Dy weslstdhg—-the
blographical sketch prefixed to Linn‘s Valerian.
On page U475 of volume -three there 1s an interesting light thrown

on Brown's opinion of his times and 1ts Jjournalists. It reads:

YW asHINGTON NEWSPAPERS.
To mention newspapers among |
literary articles may seem unwar-
rantable; bur, in reality, “these are
the only popuiar and‘legitimate off-
spring of 'American activity and
genfs. 'The number of these pub-
lications rapidly increase with.ghe,
advancemeny of population; but the,
removal of the seat of government
to the banks of the Pgtowrnack has
occasioned a preteraatural addition
of eight or ten Gazettes to the cata-
logil‘e} B e TR TR )
he elequence and wisdom of
our legislators are detailed ta us by.
several bands, and.every puny. whip-
ster is epabled to sit in judgment-on
the talentsand adroitaess of vur go-
vernors, ... ... . SRR

PENEN

Shadslap-at—-the—puny—whitpster—tsreadity-—appriieahie—tro—mnony.
JEASDAREL WL LS Fmitr O P LB SR,

1 Vel.IIXI,pp.k72-32,



56 - - o= » [E o “ A, O—1C~ asm ¥Ite
have—boer—tir—one—bto—cati—attenttomr—to—the—rhrsse~s In the
2
American Review the ldea willl be found changed to “every
' whiel

trifiing retailer o pun3 and witicisms“l [

.......

every punie whipster gets my/Sword" of Othello

whipster" wnich is 2 pun on the Shakespear=2an 3ense but was

3 happy thought.

o Tagrnta li=osg.
=) iy
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1l
-m-Volumo two t..haaaﬁe an editorial note introducing the

2
YSouvenir D'un aejour a BombayY by John Davis and recommending
4.t mame ol ’Ja.m'g !

it for its simplicity. There i3 also a note on the-same autherls
A

3
verses entitled "Coosohatchie" and his odes and one on his

"Sejour dans les Bois de 1a Caroline du Sud, U \7<:.c,ff' ot vg
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\,\_Q,Q\—zalt 11419 "b\MQ«f% ;,D 2eeto. Aﬂwi—b—w&

What were probably the most troublesome editorial tasks Brown

had en_ihis-—megestme have been mentioned as the Candidus—Reviewer

controversy and the Webster-Reviewer controversy' J-L;-ek

N e
Sl
'.J
o
N

'3 raccur2ionsnt o7 DA n - S 3 3
Ty Trzlia LJXo llo;:'Iu ant Torxs of Jorn Zavia,Univearsity
0 .ains fulletin Junc 1924,0.5G.
3 P.&O. o 4 P.247
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Who Candidus was 1is not definitely known,akELthe_usual_xese;-

notes that Noah Webster once wrote under the name of Candor, ské

/,( D e e vriced o i sl € ininn (), b bt

om the fact that Webaieﬁ‘was not a member, of the Friendly Club,

though he was &b~ieadl once a visitor thefe,he may have bveen

& ‘ G .
Candidus WN\""”\‘T ‘”’M (18

e, .2 whe~wasone—eoi—hode Quidtde \the charmed circle
. 7P } N AREE S Ul PG+ 7t S A ¥ P

L/

v o a
the_azhacfhandgfﬁe introduction to the Candius reply to be
n

quoted presently and the review of the second volume ol Low's

Poems while not speaking plainly about the defense seems to

bl
hint ¢Ps$ Candidus wasA}ne author himself. However the point
Al
Afwnr R0 7 2 hatl

is not of importanceA9ad—&e—hﬂ—oﬁ—%he—eafe—stee we nhouiﬁmcon-

sider the controversles as tWOI . AOWL-3e—R818404~

<

amd

Wt
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i dewcod ))'5 Mw‘-fﬂ «l

wtr .
- Candidus #ed méﬁe himselfl pepuiar-with the saper by two contri-

butions to the rirst volumgfftne first bveing, Stverr—thehoner—of—
opening the—publieatienybedngion Periodical Publications and

Oan

,a4aaesseé—;o—%4my4a}%%ef—%n—%+Kr4&ﬁﬁa=cf‘afte¢¢acn_ e second wag
‘ 2 hace,

/\on American Literature. After these #wQ appearances we hear no
more of Gamdidls until we-9eme=$o the communication in defenee

¥
of the unfavorable review of Low's Poems,wirdeh-d3 1ntroduced bvy

the following,undouttedly Brown's.

" Some strictures having been made, ™~
this publication, on a volume of
froems lately published by Mr. Low, |
we chanced luckily to meet with
some  criticisms om the striftures
themselves. Our judicature, though,
self-created, plumes itself on it:!
candour, and it is in submission 1o
this principle, that we venture to
make these animadversions a fpart

" of our miscellany. We, indeed,
@re merely advocates, before the ge-
neral bar of the public; and, aswe

2 Vol.I,p.3238.
2 Vol.III,p.l179.
4 This applies only to the review of Vol.I in\Vol.II

Monthly Magazine,pp.56-58.
A

.

a L& the




heard in '?E;x- Y

e,

T claini GTIght 1o ‘be’

-w:llmg, but exirimely a
tfat “the author” should. ayy lle
" same rxwlege 'wt'ﬂ ourselves.; and’
. t&at is woice may be heard at a)

grcatef ater distante, and b t}erx aﬂc

it

_ auditors w&q,ﬁmnj%dmt :
~ ave-take Meflz érg? d kiz ’%‘::

)
3

# ing This; &WG w’}?{”

to: "
s m[ %’?e or st xd, ierely |
. _éecamat mld ki etb.ragf @?{
- “suit any other r frodudtion axm’bxn&

tﬁtf Weavish that meamyje
i satisfied at'asimall.an expens 'gf
R xme and f beat& as /lam 1¢. \

Low bey

on the whole the defense ofnsandidus is a good one and with a

q‘u\,QoQ &‘\W

few exceptions eadllydeleted 1t 13 justified. No one eamn excuse
A

the opening slap at Brown:

The first piece in the colleion, |
is an Ode on t/x death of Gen;ml

......

successive evenings recited at -the
theatre, and received with that pub- }
lic applause, ‘which was denied to |
the frigid and inanimate produ&non
of the author of ¢ Wuland nn’

Thot-

RR-dis nat called—fer-and only tends to weaken ths-:kuxurﬂ&fathe
rest of the article. Similar ovjection might be made against

several hastances—ef referencesﬁo reviews and criticism but other

than tnese‘5ew_and—pareeaab&e—ﬂet&*ia\as a plece of criticism,

Candidus defenrse 13 #a8 better than the review.
Though defeated on the battle field Brown retires from the con-

troversy with no little honor. Whlle he omitted the '"proem",which
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Yo LM \,LE« \vwitkvz
pasea.b-lerm meredy a matter of asking for the publication of the:

c . ' .
m& QWT,he did not omit,as he might have been Justtkkﬁedb:n doing,
L&, oa/»c,owtc (S'l dﬂAMiAm ww?ﬁj onnd).
+he various flings. made-by-Candidus. o 4 .
haa Lack (],/}iﬁuz. A pnle, :
Wnen next heard of Candidus™s unavle to secure a hearing for
his defense of Low's second volume iR-the-ltagariwe—and-is refused

thus: ) Q’\

M\J@
—
he

“u 1pUs™ was received too late to appear in this Number. ‘The great leagth |
of hi?;:art)uim is fome objeion to the infertion of his commaunication. If, they
could be curtailed, or a refercnce be made to the pages of the printed wolume, it |
would be more agreeable to the generality of readers. The change, however, which 1
38 sbout to take place in this publication, may induce Caadidus to feck fome other
vehicle for a fpeedier publication, unlefs contcot to wait the appearance of the next :

Review. ™ - S . e

A dais A as
nmﬂ“'“&‘ iHis °r1na.1 APPEATrance SQkoS-—it—fuiee

-

Wa@e effectually silenced ad~follows,never agaln appearing in Brown's

magazines,\»\Qﬁf.b )v. woed. Arme th» W‘Mk ,

"' A NOTE has been received from Candidus, requesting the
insertion of his remarks on the review of Low’s Poems, agree-
ably to promise. See Monthly Magazine and American Re-
view, vol. iii. p. 179, 266, and 480.

The distinct departments of Magazine and Bz renderéd
it easy to gratify the wishes of those who were desirous to dis= |
cuss points of criticism, or to vindicate their performances’
from any supposed injustice in our decisions, by giving
a place to their remarks in the former. But the change .
which has taken place in the plan of the publicatien, it being
now chiefly 2 Review, renders it impracticable to continue
that indulgence to correspondents. A regard to the convenis
ence of the public, and that of our own, as well as a sense of
propricty, induces usto avoid all suhordinate controversy abouf,
the rectitude of our own opinions.as critics: It would be exx -
pecting too much from us as Reviewers, that we should coni
sent to publish all the personal sarcasm and abuse which a sple-
netic or offended author, ar author’s friend, in the 'parox‘ysmé"
of .ill-humour, may think fit to utter against us; nor would
the 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, we shall always be ready to rectify.
"We knaw of no perfect or unalterable standard of literary.
worth; and in whatever concerns. the exercise of taste .and.
judgoacnt, the public must decide between us and the author|

1 VOl.I,pp.l}S—é.



We shall always; in justice. to: Gurselvea and that publicy-pra+

‘nouhee wn!v:aydawmnon. ad: ehnbu; nor. s{mll we J:gbdy

reprast ogiiméms this advisedly givem. - > .0 oo

*- Wehape: Conatidues will pemdvcthe eyof the rea.
.rludznﬂhm%mdepmdmtoﬁﬂnleng&xofhu

communication, cqnnbto a dozen of our prmted pages, to.

declipe mscmng it in the ¢ .Americaiv Review and thera:y

qurnal.”.

} We repeat, rhat Mr. Low was, and is, wholly unknown

to us, except from his book, and by tha.t a.lone have we estx-a‘

mdted bis wlents as a'poet. ™ - - o

AS an example of Brown's editorship that Candidus afrfair leaves
him with his Benor-unassaided-—-and—kts temper unruffled. He defeats
his adversary by Ycalling the rules" on him,

1

The Webster controversy rfollowed the Candidus with end¥ an inter-
val of one number of the magazine. It was waged on quite a different
basis;Webster sending his objections and when the editor still
stood by his guns he returned no answer.

Brown's points are made by two notes and a conclusion,the first

of wnicnx?élates to the dictionary use of a word,and(signed EK

the second being an acknowledgment of an error but assempted—te

e thrown on the shoulders of a correspondent and the conclusion
which sums up the whole matter and shows Brown at his best in
matters of thils kind. It 1s worthy of quotation) and-—readss

» ﬁ' A sincere desire that ample \

3usuce should be done to the merits

of ev ery author, has “indaced us to
insert the foregoing letter, which,
as it concerns a subjeét interesting
toscience, and, indireétly, to sound -

1 Voi.IIll,p.3%232 fT. 'ﬂ«& km«McL \-»c.ﬁ. a cm"'@khwug C,lh:(u;y-(ng«.? &L
Yoo, adi¥s, d{N¥e Colrwn o “ageame ((Vobs Vi ond Vi) Hat 2mded %M



criticism and literature, will,” we
hope, notwithstanding its. length,
be favourably -reccived by -our
readers. We shall always be hap-
py to have our decisions reified
when they are wrong; for, as men
and individuals, we have neither
“the wanity or folly 10 suppose that
our judgments are infallible.—In
matters of taste and criticism, as
well as of morality and history, wc*
have not yet discovered any mode
by which the truth of our opinions
could be demonstrated.—T o the ma-
thematical and physical sciences;’
belongs that demonstrative powet
which at once unfolds the truth and
removes all doubt and uncertainty;
but, concerning those things about
which wiser, older, and more learned
men have differed in opinion, a
reviewer may be allowed to doubt.
We are charged with being want-
ing either in attention or candour,
Some discoveries of the author
have not been particularly noticed
* by us; but, though it belongs to the |
critic to- distinguish excellencies . ag’}
well as defedts, yet, if all are not
pointed out, the omission is venial
if a sufficient account is given of
the book to enable the reader to
form a pretty good opinion of its
contents and merits. Those who
consider that near thirty of the large
and crowded pages of our Review
are occupied with Mr. Webster’s
book, will not consider us as defi-
cient in respeétful attention. And
a candid and impartial examiner
will perceive that we have praised
his industry, commended the in-
genuity and acuteness of his reason-
ings, the plausibility of his con-
jectures, and that weight of faét and :
deduction which has given, if not |

demonstration, at least probability, to
his theory; have applauded the
cogent and persuasive manner in
which the means of prevention of
epidemical diseases are recommend- '
ed; and have apologised for the
many negligences and repetitions
which are to be found in the work,
as well as for the want of che- |
mical and technical knowledge in
its author. True, we have casually: ,
objected to one metaphor and one
verb; have endeavoured to caution ;
Mr. W. against furnishing, unin-
tentionally, argumeants for the infi- |
del against the scripture miracles; ¢
have ventured to defend an historian
of equal learning, industry, and in- |
Zegritv as himselt, from the charge of
ignorance, superficiality and studied
perversion of the truth; have ques-
tioned the necessity of that accu-
mulation of horrors, by bringing
together all the evils and miseries
which have befallen mankind, and :
placing them in such strong colours
as to terrify and dishearten the



reader; have recommended aspirit of
mildness, candour, and conciliation -
towards those, who entertain oppo*
site or different opinions on doubt-
Jul subjelts, rather than the indul-
gence of anger, indignation, or con-
tempt; and a becoming caution in
the needless adoption of a theory of
generationdangerousto religion and
sound philosophy ; and have express-
ed a regret that the work, on the
whole, was not more perfe&, more
thoroughly cuompaéted, concoled,
and elaborated, andsuch asthe litera-
ry and critical reader had a right te
expeét from the author of an Eng-
lish Grammar, and Dissertations
on the English Language. For
all suck errors and ignorances, we
crave the indulgence and protetion
of an enlightened public. e

We have expressed, what we re- |
ally feel, respe&t and gratitude for

the industry and zeal of a writer
who has submitted to se much labo-
rious and gainful research, not with

any view to emolument-or fame;!

but “solely from motives of hu-
manity.” Our prepossessions are :
all strongly in his favour; but,
though friends of Platu, we are.
more the friends of truth, At pre-
sent, we do not see sufficient reasons
for retrafting any of the opiniong
that have been given in our Review.
We are sorry, unintentionally, to |
have called forth what we do not ;
merit, the anger and contempt. of
Mr. W. Though surprised, we'
are not indignamt at his censure
and reproof. We charitably make
allowances for the infirmities of
human nature, and that too irritable
temperament which sometimes be-
longs to men of genius. Though
age and experience are not convert- |
ible terms, we .intend that the in- |
crease of years shall add to our |
learning, and, if necessary, to our:|
modesty and diseretion.  Its influ- |
ence on liberality is less certain; |
but that quality is not the less to be |
desired by @/l who examine or con- |
trovert the opinions of others. In |
these respects the public.will decide
between theauthor and thereviewer. -
It was certainly intended to exer- !
cise as much indulgence towards
the History of Pestilence as was |
consistent with a due regard for |
our own reputation, and a respeét

for the taste and discernment of our .
readers. Its dissatisfied author will,

we hope, find ample compensation

for our deficiencies in the more fa-
vourable and indulgent decisions of -
other courts, in the great republic !

of English literature, before whom
his performance may be tried.]
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a 1 w ol
From eme note to Webster's letter it weuld—perha®s be surmised

that Brown was not the reviewer; efmile—SoRiFoversy. kut there 1s

el

evidence to indicate he wa3;bhe_rex4ewes—4a-be$h—een%¥e¥e¥ﬂ%eﬂ~

Tne arguments ef—thre—reviower are in the character of Brown;thsld
$#8 they have his ideas,his tone and language. The introduction
to the Candidus defe&se of Low 138 presented as the editor‘'s;the .
fling of Candidus at Brown's Monody would hardly have been made
unless h2 had known the reviewer to be Brown;the very slight
attempt to take the editorial position of defending another
person 13 rflimsy and not sufficiently emphasized as it could not
help but be 1if another had written 1t;the recurring counter-btlows
by the editor have in them less of defense and-mere—veres than a
mere Judging_editor‘&ould have under 1like circumstances,and on
the whole tnexnex¢c¢8 are at—he—same—time entirely too modestly
presented.. .

aa,u;*“iﬁﬁum

In the oaaenéf the Webster book we have the same character of

a reply with the same peculiarities as reddeed Iin the Candidus case.

bu;fIh addition we should recall #e—foed that Webster had never

become one of Brown's friends though he was undoudbtedly introduced

1T YA TTT v 27720 .
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to the Friendly Cludb and was an intimate of long sStanding with
other members of the circle;tmat the reviews of Webster's bvook
are in the Brown method;they contain references to a book of

heo

BPrew-td reading ,Lowman On the Civil Government of the Hebrews;

the reviewer 1s a champion of Gibbon;he hits especially at the
supernatural side of Webster's arguments; he criticises: the
exaggeration of the plague horrors which Brown had avoided 1h
his handling of the theme;he maintalns the same attitude of
encouraging as well as condemning the work;he practically "lets
1

the cat out of the bag¥ in the note in volume three and too readily
he accept3 the blame for a 3tatement in which the reviewer is
supposed to have erred.

Those twe controversies are practically the closing of our study

Wy
of Brown's work as editor , ea-ihis_magasing,
A

sl
As weawlepe-dere In the e&ag'of the Weekly Magazine we shall

treat the contributions according to a three-fold classification.
Ard Tirst we shall consider those undoubtedly or capable of

declisive proof as by EBErown.
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The Memoirs of Stephen Calvert were published in this magazine

for the first time. The story appeared 1n eight instalments in
the numbers for the months of June,July,August,September (and
October,November and December, )1799 and January,April,May and
June 1800. As we have seen the number for September 1799 was the
last one of the year,it belng a four-months number made necessary
by the removal of the publishers from the city during the yellow
fever epldemic. The 3tory therefore continued as a serial regularly,
with the expeption of two numbers.

The February number appeared without any instalment and the

A}

March number contained a so-called note.

From internal evidence this ra;ciful explanation was written
by Brown:every sentence in it bears the-impress of his manner
and 1ldeas and diction. In this connection attention should bve
called to what detectives conslder the criminal imperfection,the
idea that the criminal 1s 1ncapable of perfecting and executing
a pian,some slight detall being always wanting,which glves the
clue to the detective and which in this case 1s the heading.

The reasoning is that 1f the communication were an actual

communication 1t would not be spoken of as a note. It reads:



1 Vol.II,p.172.

N
© M. Editer, | _ N
FRIEND of mine lately des*
sired me to lay aside somg
wvery urgent busingss in which I was:
“engaged, to attend to a certain’ My.
Caluert, whom - he solicited mj
leave ta introduce to me. Myl":g-
tention was otherwise engaged, and;
I saw nothing in the charader of
this stranger that promised to re<
ward mg for the time bestowed up-,
on him; but my friend was exy
tremely importunate, and assure
me that I should have go reason ta
repent of my compliance. He saigh;
I should be infinitely entertained
with the adventures of the man,-
that his life abounded with surpris-
ing turns of fortune, and ‘thay hg
would prevail with him to tell. me
his story. ' . ,.
-Qn this condition I consenteq;
and the stranger was introduced acy
cordingly. - Being fairly seated-big;
a winter-evening’s fire, he began
his narrative. “For a time I liften- -
ed to it only by snatches. ’ﬁlcrg ;
was nothing very interesting ia thg:"
theme, and I thought civility requir~
ed no more than to seem to listeny
gradually, however, some little cu~.
riosity was excited. The dullest
story, if we can once be persuaded
to begin it, will have charms
enough to induce us to continug,
Our sympathy is wonderfuily prong
to make the cause of others oug
own. Whether the story-teller be
Richardson, or Mother-Bunch, !
Shakespeare, or Esop, let us once |
have but fairly entered on the tale,
and the inertest curiosity will not
fail to exclaim at every interrup-

OTE ¢r.STEPHEN Cinvnuﬁ
1

tion, ¢ wlat next $”’

Thus it was with me, but the un-
lucky rogue, as soon as he observed
my eyes steadfastly fixed on him, that !
I no longer shifted my posture, nor \
coughed, nor hemmed everysecond
minute, nor rubbed my eyes, noy

Yeft my seat to snuff the'ggndles; in
fine, when he saw that my atten-’
tion was completely engaged, he
&tarted up suddenly, without warn= |
ing or apology, in the very heart of |
an ingeresting dialogue, snatched,
his hat from the table, and whippedj
out of the house. You may well'f
batieve that I was vexed at such*
treatment, and the more so, be-|
cause I had good reason to believe
that it was done at the igstigation, .
or at least with the connivance of the |
one who introduced him. I was|
heartily disposed to forswear all|
jntercourse with my friend, and,
. furn him out of doors. He, how-g
gver, fearful; X supposed, of conse-'




»fiyences; -made his.- escape’ at’ the'
famg moment. 1 hergby give him’
})ouce;t}? ‘he need not gwe himself |
the trouble of calling’'at my housc,
émless 'he. brings - his "acquaint;
nce ‘along with him to. apolagize
for his abrupt dcparture, and tg-
make an end of his story. I care,
not how soon he. may fead me to'
the close of it; how many incidents
‘he’arops, whether it_be prolix or
conicise, merry, or doleful at any‘
ratg. ] beseech ye now, good
Calvert, -do bnng tyour story to an
eod.. H.

- [Tke narralwe qf Cal-vert wat in-!
ferr;ﬂted  for good regsens, with whick,
howeter, it 'wouldk e absurd asd, ims

ertinent to teaze the re - Theobs
{tacla are now rmweyf;nd tkﬁf;aie
will be resumed in the ensuin, wnéer
ﬂﬂ#ﬂﬂﬂllﬂ”j cantmued' B 2

It

« Whether the ascription of this H communication to Brown 1svwarrant-

ed or whether it connects the initial with James Bfown is of no

particular importance. It may 3how James was interested to have

Mz
made up &4 communication sencerning-tne—story and irf it does it

merely confirms our belief that he showed more than brotherly
[}
w2
interest in ¢he literary arfairs, ed—eur—authore.

To his brother James in Philadelphia,Brown's letter mis-datad

2.
New York April 1800, says:

8

e 0"1ve )ou, I thought, a good reason for the temporary'
.suspension of Calvert. It will, in the ensumg number, be re-
sumed, and I hope not again checked in its course, till its
course be finished. %

RGPPSR e p——— -

Pl

1l The story was rz2suned in Atrl-. WRasv—w3 the cause of tne delay
we do not know. R _wogondtisy th raviews Brown prertabiy wrote
anl Mary Selwyn we ah uli : anIiP;Pnb of an excuse.

2 Dunlap, an,Vol. 1I1,0.99. :
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The composition of—thie—work is wedd determined by the diaries of
Smith and Dunlap. The earliest record is Smith's V€ 4 September 1798.
“Read in his new-bvegun “Stephen Calvert-."

(v

On the same day Brown #&iiing in kits Jolnt letter to Dunlap tells how

he had abandoned Carwin and begun Stephen Calvert.

“I have desisted for the present from the prosecution
of this plan,and betook myself to another which I mean
to extend to the size of Wieland,and to finish vy the

end of this month,provided no yellow fever disconcert my
schemes. -

On the 11th. of September Smith records:
*Read in Brown's <“Stephen Calvert~ .~
The yellow fever uitimetedy did upset Brown's plans and—the—weik
“’k'
had-te-he-interruplted buEAras resumed toward the end of Septembsr in
Perth Amboy at the—loedglngs—in Miss Thorpe's house.
Dunlap's diary for 25 September 1798 not—enly—reeords—_the compositien

%%+ supplies a very important detall concerning the title. IN—readsy

*Read the bveginning of Charles' last novel called

Calvert (proposed to be changed to Calillemour) or the
lost brothers-.* ;

—
Apparently the excellent change in title possibly though not necess-

arily suggested by Dunlap fell on deaf ears or at least on ears that

were attuned to a dirfferent key when selecting titles. In—i8i5—when
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-ohange—was—Lorgedtien.

In Brown's days it was not necessary to explain the ehkeiee—of—the
surname as due to the founder and first colonial proprietor of Balti-
more but where the baptismal name came from 1s not clear for there
18 no Stephen Calvert known to fame.

1 . .
The indistinguishable twin motive which forms exdy¥ a small part and

not by any means the foundation of the story is not defHinitedy—to—be

/Ku:ﬁ a% g
In the Weekly Magazinge Brown bked made the query (No.16) as to
Sudorkieq wishable

twins; the idea might also
owe something to Madamoiselle Scudery's Grand Cyrus referred to in the
course of the story but there were two famous literary sources possible:
e:.nae#by—#*ewns the Menaechmi of Plautus and Shakespeare‘'s Comedy of
Errors. In both ei~these—dramas the story was‘a comedy, in Brown's hands
it becomes tragedy. In both the solution is given; in Brown's atery the
solution is to be guessed at by the reader. In both the puzzle is clear
to the audience; in Brown's it 1s not known to the reader. In all three
the complication 1is assisted by the duplication of the name. The doubt
of the possivility of mistaken identity in the prologue;the search GQ‘
1 Th2 article Resemblance of the Weekly Magazine 20 April 1799,Vol.

Vol.IV,pp.39-40 appeared seven or eight months too late to have
given Brown any material.
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the unmarried twin for nis lost brother and tnﬁiseparation of—~the—twine

by rlight to another country would suggest Brown kad read Plautus.

The relation ef—the—aterorlf his-iife Dy Aegeon in the Comedy of Errors

' P ad
finds an echo in Brown's recluse of Michigan. B;ewn—&‘gg—;;:jggggthe
e ————— '
mot1v3<?;—;£;”;;;;-spirit a8 Plautus and Shakespeare but merely as

a complication of the love story and wee character of Stephen Calvert.

Shnakespeare 4adesd was indedted to Plautus and if Brown only read the

Roman he achieved a remarkable coincidence in that he used the same

method of narration, fer—-hts—siedn. There 18 no reason why he could

not have been familiar with both antecedent authors.

The Memoirs of Stephen Calvert are the supposed autoblographic
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narrative of the Recluse.st— ichigan)a~—man who-.1ives on an almost

inaccessible island in the middle of wke lake [edmbhob-wmame. It 13 k?t-

PN |
3 fragment ,ané 38 wreTanme

4LAra _de-aebe -1t 1s giuen—as-pedng represented to e the flrst

&t 0f 2 five act drama,the four other acts not veing mmallddings

_arn
e suggested.

. —
Aot—oneymiich i3 all-We—inre——of ',he story is mainly concerned
(@t
with the various, éi&sdeudtiesfkeenek which Stephen Calvert
lrQCM
complications

pw(“_lien/m_i/smw
wepg'mistaken for his twin bdrother.

homely cousin Louisa se—a8 to retain the fortune which has been

He becomes engaged to his

bequeathed to him but which he believes to Jaadd¥y belong to her.

The engagement is broken through wwe-pewed—of 3 friend and former

rival who claims to have proof of his unworthiness. Stephen

Ma Cledia

rescues/‘ beautiful yewne—bady from a fire and becomes a loyer
of hers. M&WSM refuses to marry

lre@anse Ggtlz,
him

e She 13 already a wife,having deserted her husband with #ex
lover,Stephen's twin brother. Stephen forthwith runs away intending

to go to Ireland,1is rescued at sea and brought back. Meanwhile

W%wap%mm ~OUT-ACo0 L O tHe
: e : DB IRy - OWEBOHE LR INE ~t 0 SETITT Y™,
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Sydney Carlton,the frtend,has discovered wheat Stephen has a
"double® whom he has all along watched and taken for him and the
explanation being made by three letters which Stephén reads,the
long-lost and supposed-dead twin brother 13 found and the story
ends.

The first fault #hset one finds in—this—Werk 13 the obvious one
of incompleteness. How well the plot 13 worked up c¢an not be Jjudged
when we are left with no definite information ©f how Louisa was
ruined and died,as fadatdy suggested la-the—stowry;how the fickle
young man managed the Clella Neville arffair,especially when he
found his real rival was hia twin brother;how Stephen came to
become the Recluse of Michigan;and who the friend was to whom he

z

narrates the story. GI-course—ene can logically it these detalls
into suwitaBie gaps in the fraément,but whether Brown would have
done 1ikew15e is quite uncertain;in fact they are concerned
only wltn.the supposed fragmentary nature of the story. Perhaps
after all as seems suggésted in the closing paragraph,Brown intended
logical assumptions and considered the story sufficiently complete.
Roweror—the—mItter—io—hel—oL - lupertance..

Mimor rfaulty details can be easily found. Two Henrys,one the son
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n 1
and another the gragson of Sir Stephen;two Felixes,one the real

one and the other »eeddy Stephen who was called Felix arter the
M2 - |

real Reddx was supposed to be dead;and three Stephens,one the
so-called Sir Stephen,another the son,often spoken of as father,
and the third the hero of the story::all only tend to confuse
the reader. The whole series of complicating inter-we¥er rfamily
history could very well have been compressed or e+8e8 a good part
of it could squaity—ad—wedd have been omitted.

The name of Ambrose Calvert i3 given to the’Frenchman who
married Louisa;but according to the earlier explanation his
name should have been Gaspard.

In explainling abewt the loss of Felix,the twin brother,when he

was 2 baby,there are two children mentioned. Who the other chila

ma (rC
was 13 not mede clear,vut it p:ohghly-4s—eup§csad_1hax the reader
Qme

#w+34d conclude it was the child of the o0ld nurse Alice.

In the fourth instalment Mrs. Rivers the shop-keeper uses two
expréssions that properly Brown should haveeéxplained by his old
custom of rootnotes. She asks,Has she got shet of her cold? Shet
is an obsolete dlalectical form of shut and the question provably

means,Is she confined by her cold? Then she asks,was the cruel
1 One of Sharpless' sons named Felix resided in North Carolina. See
Dunlap's Arts of Desizn Vol.1I,vn.72.
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of the right color? Cruel should have been spelled crewel.anJFi
is a kind-eL fine ﬁorsted or wool thread.

In the fourth instalment there i3 an excellent contrast of thke
twogharaebers Loulsa and Clelia. The former is pdebused—as poorly
formed,diminutive,small-pox scarred,and with no particular accom-
plishment to make her attractive to a man too young to appreciate
her virtues;while the latter 1is ideal in figure and manner,possess-—
ing 211 that charms the eye and ear,with a great love for reading
and singing. The part'involving the fire and the rescue 1is Brown's
best work in the story.

A 1little later there 1is plenty of the sentimental and,though
weak on the woman's side,gh-the princlipie—timt—aii—the—werdhd
rovesa-2o%er it 13 very good love making and should be better
known than 1t has been.

That Brown 1intended to make Clelia an unusual musician is
. 1
evident from his plcturing her as playing a Viol D'Amour.
!he;tmn_ahazaa;eﬂo Louisa and Clelia are almost symbolical of

the spiritual and the temporal. All the characteristics of Louisa

are those that we ought to follow and we are indeed fortunate

1 Grove's Dictionary of Music and Musicians says "Tne Viola d'Amore
4{ is a singularly bgptiful and attractive instrument,bvut tie inherent
dirficulties of execution are not easily surmounted h




/
S
i we only have one or two of the-several—of Clelia.pt e

—
$4me Lnere 1s no doubt ket Brown intended Clelia to represent

\ Ngvnoae N Raa
the viaionars s&dream love o-&-lnemaaee..one-'-e elective arrinity/

s 1=

Al RO TRe, AN A Louisa./\the woman suitable for 2

wife.

Up to this time Brown has not given us any prominent virtuous
\c\mzl
man character. He na& aweon—u8 Constantia Dualey as a high type of
woman in Ormond,but he has walted until now to give us a Sydney

he.

Garlton. In word and deed Sydme¥ 15 one of nature's true noblemen,
&e—iid unselfish,wise,brave and goodl 0GB RRO~Re Tt beture—
Rbwews 2 thorotghly sound man loveable to men as well as to
women. As we have said there 1is no roundaﬁion for conjecturing
Just how the story was to end,vbut we cannot help but believe that
if Brown had intended,in this work,as he always did in others,to
have Justice reign at the end,rather than to teach the unpleasant
moral that #he virtue often falls vefore the vice of the world,
he Would have had Sydney marry Loulsa. But perhaps he preferred
to glve Sydney e#%eRr a higher place je-bhé-wweek Dy making him a
sort of omnisclient deity. It 15 hardly possible to believe Htaad

there are any who,on reading the Memolrs of Stephen Calvert,would

1 An unlortunate circumstance connected witnh this work 1is that it
nas never been 1nclud°g 1n Brown 3 works where it miecht have
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not prefer to know what Sydney's a&ber life was’rather than &kat

/"g b&(m/ﬂ,&, Caneen

of the man who 13 obviously the hero, of=—tihe—woni.

Two excellent detalls are the surprise experienced by Calvert
when\he sees homely Louisa {for the rirst time)and when he learns
_ (for A

of the reported social position of the beaugg#u%—wem&a whom he

. ' ﬁmwdﬁba&ﬁ
had rescued. The rforce orf the latter 13 ais8e doubled when we
become aware tial she was »eaddy not a servant at all. In the
May 180C 1nstalment Calvert's mother 1is sent off to a friend's
30 $hkal there would be ho interested witness of hls presence at
the country estate. In the June instalment there i1s an excellent
correspondence in the emotions of Calvert and the action of the
sea.

The most conspicuous detail kel suggesf?ﬁtne autovbliographic 1is
in the use of Hhe-Raln.fagte—e+ the life of Charles Brockden, from
wWholl Wemkallo--g@tn-—tiady Brown received his name. Charles Brockden
13 the prototype for the senlor Stephen Calvert,the father of the

_ P g
one who gives his name to Brewnts story. Some of the detalls given
are new,either they were not generally known abeut—thre—seni—poi

SLnw@e, 0r else they are pure}f inventions. In religion and offspring

and death they differ materially,but both were involved in political
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plots heard under slightly different circumstances,both were
married men,both lawyers, and bvoth emigrated to America where

they were employed as scriveners and conveyancers. Evidently

the 1ife of Charles Brockden when he had settled in America

was not what would be expected from the cause of his flight from
England. The beginning was dramafic but after that the even tenor
of the 1life of gn excellent dawyer was lacking in Jjust the striking
details that Brown saw fit to adad.

Aslde from the Charles Brockden material there are few details
of an autobiographic nature. Stephen Calvert,the‘neio of the story,
is said to have spenﬁ ten years at a Scottish adventurers school
in Woodbury,New Jersey which reminds us that Brown was ten years
at Proud's school;Calvert 1is pictured as literary and bvookish:
like Edgar Huntly,Calvert made no use of his rirfle except for
wild béasts;like Brown's ancestors a farmer usually has his farm
on the Delaware near Chéster;and the exaggeration of self-con-

1
demnation; comprise the principal detalls whiqh may have been
taken from Brown's own 1lirfe in assembling those of Calvert.

The rescue of a young woman from a fire as pictured in this

work reminds one of the same incident 1n Wieland. Though well

1 Dunlap,Vol.II,p.usz.
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enough for an incidental to a romance with a motive in no ways

related to that of Stephen Calvert, the treatment in Wieland is

decidedly artificial and superficial in comparison. The possi-

bilities of the scene in itself were of course wisely ignored

btecause the rescue bore no relation to the main story. The scene

was given from the interior or narrator's point of view,while in

Stephen Calvert the incident 1is wholly from the exterior or
spectator's point of view. In the former the fact of narration
diminishes the strength of the dramatic situation for of course
one has to survive a fire to narrate it. In the.latter all things-
are within possibility. Apart from the excellence of the dramatic
the Steplien Calvert fire-is indispensable;the-whole Clelia Neville
affair,and through that the story itself,depending on its occurence.
Clelia's latticed summer house in the garden recalls Clara

1
Wielarnd's in Wieland; Calvert's entrance and surprising Clelia
by touching her elbow recalls Ormond's surprise of Helena Cleves;

the use of the rifle for panthers,the Red men and the iraccessible

banks of the island recall Edgar Huntly; and the name Ambrose

given to the father of Louisa has also been used in the fragment

named Jessica;:;in fact many of the names in this work did service

1 Dunlap,Vol.II,p.409.



1226

in other works of Brown. Peggy will appear in Clara Howard,in

Edgar BHuntly she appeared as Peg;Alice will be found in Jane

Talbot:Cicero recalls the Death of Cicero;Jenny appeared in

Jesgica;a landlady appeared ir the Man at Home and as we have —
geen was a character which Brown never neglected;Mrs.Wallace
was plain Wallace in the same work;and Carlton and a Miss Carl-
ton appeared in Arthur Mervyn.

The picture of Ambrose Calvert the tyrant of an estate on
which there were negro slaves,though short,is just as powerful

an argument against slavery as Uncle Tom's Cabirn, but the story

has 1ts own moral ir the degraded 1life and ignominious death of
the brutal,though the cruelty is only one side of the true sit-
1
uation. The negro dialect as here used is one of the best details
of characterization in the whole work.
The introduction has a passage which shows Brown's appreciation
of the development that was sure to come to the country near

Lake Michigan. It reads:

¥YScarcely half a century will elapse,before this de-
solation will give place to farms and villages,and
commerce will be busy on the banks of the Ohio,and in
the islands of this lake."

1 Vol.1,p.277.



In one part of this work Brown made a strong charge against

1
Madamoliselle Scudéry's Grand Cyrus. The passage reads:

ar, took the book, and the first. words L mil\: with were. Sta.tn'ﬁ,
Ly simachus, Perdiccas. I closed the volume with a deep sigh.
: She darted piercing eyes at me, and said ¢ Why that SOFTOW-.
ful air 2. De. you know the book 2. ;. 2
Wl well VI answered. L I evér grow old and reﬂect upon
the eveats that formed my character, I shall mark out this.book '
as the most powerful of all the agents who made me what T am.
If I'am fickle and fantastic, not a moral or rational, or political
being, but a thing of mere sex,. Mn was that fashioned me, - I
almost predict that I shall owe. an lgnomtmous life, and a shame- i
fal end, to this book: v . fa

While Brown's opirnions of books are interesting they are of
little value except as indicating the sources of his methods. With

its eplsodes carried to the 1imit of a modern reader's patience

the Grand Cyrus may have taught Brown the same faulty technique.

Although Stephen Calvert lacks completeness 1ln that,at tkhe end

tre hero 18 not married to the nerqing,whoever‘she may be,it 1is
marred by fewer faulty detalls than any other of Brown's stories.
Ages and relationships and professions are consistently kept in
mind throughout and with the few exceptions noted the story 1s

mechanically well constructed.

Thls work was reprinted in the so-called Dunlap's Memoirs of

2
Brown and 1in the collection called Carwin the Biloguist and other

American Tales; in the latter of which 1t was divided into thirteen
2 1815,Vol.1I,0p.274472. :

1 Artamenes,or the Grand Cyrus,Fnglisred by F.G.Esq.,London.1691.
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unnaned chapters. As tneré reprinted in 1822 they correspona

to the Monthly Magazine text as follows:

Chapter As in Vol.I,Monthly Magazine

II bvegins “The death of his bdrother..." page 201"

I1I v »I have mentioned that one..." 207

IVl " *Such were the emotions...* " 267

v v “Tnere is vut one goal...* " 2717

VI " “This state,so fertile...* " 357

VII v *I should in vain attempt...” “ 431
: A8 in Vol.II of tne same

VIII " *Meanwhile,my first visit...* 22

IX v “From upbraiding Clelia..." v 256

X v *W#hen the interview...* " 270

XI 2 u “What a state..." “ 330

XI1I v *In this tumult..." Y 336

XIII " *The letters,for I afterwards..." u 417

(Tnis breaks up a paragraph.)
On page 192,Vol.I,there is a dash inserted before “My ancestry
were English” so as to daivide the introductory paragraphs from
the main narrative.

Stephen Calvert has not been given its proper place orf impor-
tance in Brown's work never having appeared as a separate book and
not veing included in the usual editions of his collected works.

As a part of Brown's life and work 1t stands in the relation
of a connecting link vetween the romances and the novels. Were
it not for ths seml-mysterious nature of the mistaken identity

motiva the work would belong to the group including Clara Howard

and Jane Talbot. Had the love incidents been idealized and the

explanation of the twin brother omitted it could have been made

a romance. But as a4 matter of fact the work is something of both,

*glns Toluue II.
2zlas 7oluma III.

(AW
C4
5 A
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without being distinctively elither.

At the same time in considering the Memoirs g;'stepneq_Calvert

as a 1link we should bear in mind that Brown made no dellberate
change. His romanticism was dovetailed into his realism. As an
author he passed gradually from veing a dreamer to beling a
_practical man,and like all traits innergnt in human nature the
1deal one was not obliterated all at once but had its rfits of
return.

In volume one on page twenty-one there appears a fragment of

Edgar Huntly,introduced by E.H. There seems to be sufficient
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circumstantial evidence to prove the intgoduction Brown's. dued

Q{nat relation the fragment bore to the published book has been

treated in our study of Edgar Huntly,to which the reader 1s referred.

" n 1
The Roman story ertiiled Thessalonica 1is dnquestionably by Brown.

ewwm.h&en 1t was written is uncertain;its sentence formation would
at~&+rat appear to indicate thad it was one of his early studles,

*

[}

possibly of his days of classical study,or was written about the
A
XX )

time of its publication,when he reverted to his earlier style,
almost abandoning the characteristic staccato sentence. In the
absence of any clear evidence it seems as 1f the latter were the
truth,and this 13 confirmed by the fact that Brown showed his
greatest knowledge of Roman history and names when he was writing

Ormond.

Wwhen it was included in volume two of Dunlap's blography of Brown

Waq
no statement concerning 1t was made. Bunlap probably included W
A

a8 one of the "rarest of his prirted works, "—ag—the—title~page,

sugRestis~bul Felelave—ata%ed thls magazine in which it appears

for the first time 1is not at all rare.

Thegsalonica 1is, with The Death of Cicero(&n Edgar Huntly)

another 1nstance of what Brown was able to doc with a few facts

as { foundation for a work of fiction. So far as it has its basis
1 Vol.I,p.99 reprinted Dunlap,Vol.II,p.170 IT.

ot wan Hee Neloty . Grecuan Lm'{?zcr

The oo

o t s 1 . e fI'-.ncC
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in Roman history it i3 undoubtedly a practise plece just as the
Cicero. In fact it i3 an unusually well constructed study of Roman

1l1ife.

The plot 1is concerned with the massacre of the inhabvitants of

1

Thessalonica by the order of Theodosius. According to Glbvbon
the wholesale proscription of seven thousand,or more,péople of all
classes regardless of sex or condition was the punishment for the
action of a mov,when it learned that Botheric the general haad
inprisoned a ravorite charioteer. The massacre in the circus to
which the peovle had come expectlng the usual amusement of a
holiday was a climax ir which Brown saw wonderful literary material.

IT Givvbon was as seems probable the source of the story we can
find Brown's alterations for dramatic effect in the Jjustified
purification of the motive of Botheric's death,in the air of
secrecy thrown over the delibverations of Theodosius and iﬁffhﬁ
suspension plctured in the minds of the leaders of the doomed
people. Other than such variations from historical authority
Brows chqﬂ@e to delineate the story only up to the climax,with
no reference to the remorse surfered by Theodosius for his dbrutality.

Trhessalonica has many of the defects and excellencles of Brown's

1 Declire and Fall,Vol.V,p.64 ff,,London,l807. First edition,1766-88.
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other works.

Tnere are several faulty detalls which are cnaracteristic) ot~
[ ]

' to
Beemmarong which as most evident we=laj-menit+en the apparent

assassination of Macro,who,we learn later,was only wounded and
went off home;the constant sh}ftingvof the scene from the city
and 1ts homes to the circus and vice versa, the messenger to
Theodosius 1s first “a messenger" and later becomes a body of
*horsemen';the inconsistency of the numbers of the people massacred,
at first bveing all and later}we learn many escaped. To relate
how the civil magistrate,who 1s the narrator,eescaped never seems
to have occured to Brown to be worthy of even a hint.

Provably the most glaring fault in the construction is the
changfhg of the point of view. Throughout there 18 a mingling
of regular objective narrative as wedng Ly the author and of

subjective narrative as wed#g by the narrating character within
the author's narrative. Had Brown adopted and stuck to one or

one,
the other method and only,certain needless repetitions would have
been evident at the time of composition and would probably have

been omitted.

Perhaps the best description in 1t 1s the scene at the Senate



14, 34

when the people are awalting the answer of Theodosius,and 1f we
were using quotations to illustrate our point we should quote
that one.

The opening paragraphs are excellent,the déscriptions are
thorough,the steps in the narrative are logical and follow one
another with increasing force until they culminate in that of
the shows.

In one detail Brown ﬁere made ﬂ#aster stroke. If we remember
that the story was bvased on the real history in which the charioteer
was nissed by the mob in the circus we will see what an excellent
use he made of the suggestioﬁ and will all the more appreclate
the scene that follows,when the audience awaited the entrance of
Walimer the general and the tribunes,and the charioteer of the
first race was struck from his seat by a dart thrown by an unknown
hand.

Characteristic touches may be found in the relation of the
massacre by "I™ who takes the trouble to state that hg has drawn
up a statement of the affair.the complication of the plot vy the
suggestion that Rufinus and Botheric were planning to take over

the rule of the state;the moralizing:of the narrator in closing
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his narrative,the massacre ending at midnight and the burial of
Botheric at night and the attempt of Eustace to escape by sail-
ing on a vessel: all are Brown favorites.

“n vements were beaten by numberless feet' should

pared with “the p" by innnmerable feet” in

enJ;\..t .18 Ye

the Series of Or

AS a minor work of #he practise‘k%nd\as 3 study that ignores
the historical importance of the facts involvedtia-xhe-4+e%§9n,
as a short story,if the reader prefers to call it such,for filling
a number ol the magazine,this "Roman story” has in its display of
Brewmid power of narration and anailysis an excellence beyond the
average wexx of its kxind. For those who like historical fiction

it will ve found to be no feeble example.
Save for its appearance in the bilography by bunlap and a
1
present-day reprint in a collection of short stories,it has

been left in the Monthly Magazine bvuried in an undeserved oblivion.

1 Edit2d Ty Al=xander J=2338900 1n Representaitive Amsricin Short
Storiz23 Bo3ton (1923) pp.7-23. Brown's punctuitlion,3p=1ling
and eapitilization Are altered. On pize 13 3word 13 usad for
3woris;op.17 nd 22 ilediolanuu 13 not italicised;and p.23
ta2 (motives) 3nould ve these. Why 211l th» titles were enterad
in th~ 1lphibetical 1ist p.A0 (of whait 13 really a namneless
app2ndix) 1s veyond our cousprehension. Thessalonica 13 the only
3nort 3tory in the whole ten.
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N rwwd w
practise was not uniform in supplying the material for ¢the various
e  wodk

periodicals, with-which he was-conneeteds In ong«ease ne(wrbte
for it,in another he merely pulled out some of his manuscript
store;so that it is impossible for us to decide with accuracy the
time when he composed certain of his contribvutionss

Jessica 1s one of these undated works,and when we have completed:

our study of it,the éee&a%ea(ofldating}it as-we—have—dene will bve

seen to be strengthened by the degree of perfection which he attains.

fcr~%he;p:esen:-puxpose—e;Lepen&ng—%he—ﬁtsc&se*entfhe appearance:

1
in this magazine of s8ix of 1it3 twenty-nine letters makes it

proper to include here our study of the fragment named in 1822 by

Colburn's editor,Jessica.
According to Allen who gave all the information we have about
its composition it was written immediately after Alculn wes—fimisked.

We have no other evidence than that s4wgie flimsy detailbaﬁﬁ~4$ wlncL
Liket, "
1S very deubtful 1f Allen thers stated—tf correctﬁf

t 2_ 3
Brown's ewn account of 1t 4&s given by Allen and reprinted by Dunlap

roads as follows.

1 The one bYeginning at cvoitom of Dunlap,Vol.I,v.120 and five new
ones not given by Allen “&~a Dun|ap.

2,106 fr.

Vol.1,pp.107-8.

\N 0
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%% When_ thisiwas: finished, T commencéd sqmethmgw
form of a Romane.c. ;T had at first no deﬁnmve conceptlons%of
. my design. :-As my pen.proceeded forward, my. invention: was
-tasked," and the materials that it afforded were arranged; and
digested. Fortunately I continued to view this scheme in ﬂﬁ
same light in which it had at first presented itself. - Time the;'e-
Jore did not diminish its attractions. . The facility I expemcn;c-
ed in composition, and the perception of daily progress.en-
couraged me, and my task was finished on the last day. of Pe:
cember . ched L . .J( !
D | hardly know how to regard thls exploit.; Is ita. rnspe i.;..
table proof of perseverance or not ! Considering my chiraefer’
in its former appearances, this steadiness of appllcatlon Imght
not have been expected. What. is the nature. or merit, of.gby
performanee? This question is not for me to answer.. My.gg,
cision is favourable or otherwise, according to the views »
I take :of the subject. When a mental c¢omparison. is: madc
between this and the mass of novels, I am inclined to be, pleasf
ed with my own production. - But when thé. objects of qq{mm—
rison :are . changed, and I revolve the transcendant meri
Caleb Williams, my pleasure is diminished, and:is preeéned
from a total extinction only by the reflection that this pcrfomi— ;
ance is the first. ‘That every new attempt will ‘be better ﬂjan i
the last, and that considered in the light of a prelude or: ﬁrst
link, it may merit that praise to which it may possess 1o, clalm,
considered as a last best creation. e, e ’
s It was at first written in an hasty and inaccurate way., Be- !
fore I can submit it to a printer, or even satifactorily rehearse it
to a friend, it must be wholly transcribed. I am at present gp- i
gaged in this employment. . I am afraid, as much time will be
required by it, as was necessary to the original composition.. .k

do not fear but that I shall ﬁmsh my labour, barrmg all extra-
ordinary accidents.” - < - -

Whether or not this refers to the story about Jessy Arnot 1s
not certain but it is given so by Allen and Dunlap and for want
of proof to indicate that 1t refers to some other work it will
have to stand as 1t is.

At best the whole quotation 13 vague and contradictory. From 1its
mention of comparison with novels it seems as if 1t refers to a

novel. But at the beginning it 13 spoken of a3 a romance. However

eitner way Jessica could be meant. In one place it says the task
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was completed on the last day of December;in another it mentions
the necessity of copying it for the printer. This can hardly refer
to Jesslea unless Allen and Dunlap mutilated what promises to be=mmzdl
Brown's best work§,for we only have it as a fragment. So far as
we know all of Jessica was never copled for the printer. If-dJesSsica

— Wreda
te—referred—vo it also does not seem probable that 1t hed~been

&
finisn=2d in December 1798 for §§g§§g§ has more traces of the
influence of Ormond than of Wieland,so that it p;ebabiy was
1799. The reflection that 1t was his firsi%%novel weo-—pEesuma
FLor—Aleuin—had-besnwribtlen—entirely ignores the story of
eaq |2 '

Julius. As we-aR&31 seefatl greater length when we made=—eur study
~q‘i£¢own's indebtedness to Godwin the comparison with Caleb Williams
is hardly indicative of Jesgsica; for in 1t there 1is nothing

A all

n—the—teast—-possddy 3uggestive of Caleb Williamsiawd the only

L -f-l’(
B
po83ible slight trace ef—cedwin may—be in the WW W0
Whee JM""O «ﬂ%
speculztion(cn government,of Colden and Harry ArnoL\So that on ot

CGM+
the whole the quotation la—wes—te be relied on, skd gome day 1t

may bte shown to be connected with some ether work,
When in 1822 the series of letters which compose this work were

included in the London publication entitled Carwin and other
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American Tales and pieces the title of Jesgica was glven to

tnem,add inasmuch as the name 18 %aien from the principal
character's signatures to some of the letters it 1s probably
as satisfactory as any other. At the same time it is only proper
to state that while we are justified in assuming that he would
1
have named the story from the principal character because that
was his custom,it should he noticed that the title was not
given by Brown.
—_
The name of Jessica is of course #%eden from the Merchant of
it

Venice. Not only is she reminiscent of that-drama because of her
name,she is also more than a mere name because of the situation
in which we find her. Her semi-recluse habits make profitavle
a comparison with the instructions given to the better-known
Jessica by Shylock (Act II,pp.169-70,First Folio edition).
Brown remarkably places his heroine as Shylock would have his

daughter. Bewever  in-mere—than—these—detat+ds Rrown was nof-he%e

Weow indebted to the Merchant of Venice.

1 Becius2 Arsh Burr onces i33um2d the name of Arnot is inter-
23tinz vut from Brown's w32 of 1t w2 3re not wiarranted in

a33uming h2 vised any part of 1t on Burr'!s 1life.
t 13 1aprolly tnait Brown

is different
rould not
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It has been erronecusly oeenstdered that Jesgsica made its

first appearance in Dunlap's book in 1815. In fact on page

o+

108 it says that +Be—we®k “'has never seen the press". That
statement taken literally from Allen is only partially true.
The letter beginning on page 120 of volume one had already

9 iy (€50 (VA 17 . 32-6)
made-i+$8 appearande in tneAyontn;y Magazine in—vedume-three

on-pages 37-4%0—39 under the title of Friendship:an original

W02
letter. But this is not all. Five ef—tkhe letters are to be

4k Gtk swmeben Ch}- t01-10)
found er-pagesL0l-to-dll -0l this same periedieal,introduced

by Brown to his readers with this rfictitious note:

*To the Editor of the Monthly Magazine.
Sir,

Some of your Readers,who may have been pleased
with the simple Btrair of the lLetter published in
your 1last Number,page 29,may not be displeased with
the following,by the same hand. N.O0.2

3
Page 29 ig an error for 37 and the letter there given was

taken from the body of Jessica.

(po74 no) 211 into tk> 33> orror.
2 Tris i3 oo only appearance of tnes: initials in 3ll of tne
' magizines withn whien Brown wa3d 1lrn 4Any w~ay conncctad.
3 I7 Brown ware interestad in cryttogrithy,whicn we do not
xnow o was,tnls ~rror mignt €2 u3sd as 1 d2till of our
3T U, LY to nreve tnt Trialz of Ardon to ©o his, Oftentinss
SITHTE A aizriul ooanings to the

P aPS

165 atienil an ! aive 20n4

T r
-
initi-t=4d,
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These five newly-discovered letters were given as *Original

1
Letters®;unlike Jessica as given by Allen and Dunlap they were
numbered and dated respectively:I,June 10,176%;II,June 15;111I,
June 18;IV,June 2l;and V,June 24. For the continuity of the
story No.I should be placed after the first letter as given by
-y

Dunlap and No.I;Alikewise should follow the third letter as
given by Dunlap.

The information imparted by these new letters is most impor-
tant for they supply many details not otherwise given;especially
the full accaunt of the Arnot family and the misfortunes which
lead up to the situation presented.

The story 1s located in New York, the letters of Jessica
being written from her home on the Bowery. Unlike most of
Brown's placing of his stories all the minute descriptive
details are given even the green of the court and the ivy
on the walls of the two-3torled house.

1 Wiy those glven »ore not dtod 13 notl Xnowln.
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Witk the five important additional letters Jessica still

remains irncomplete amd what there 13 of the story is simple and
excellent and may be summarized as follows. Jessica,a very
loveable and-feminine® girl of about twenty years of age,lives
with her bvlind mother in a pretty little home on the Bowery,
deriving their sustenance by her needle. In course of time

her nrother Harry a lawyer introduces a young mysterious man

as a voarder in the house. As in almost all similar circum-

stances Jessica falls in love with him,and the fragment ends,

D
(f’”'/a—w——____—‘-_
a—the—potei~w

hen she has succeeded in

ing Colden into
conversation
Had - lit-—been Gompleted it might have been wetfer—than the

best story Brown ever wrote; at least 1if what he have kewe i3

a falr sample. ef~what—the-whole night—havre-HDoen.
-

The—wotk 18 presented 1n epistolary form, and while it has
traces of the influence o:Anichardson it attempts with slight
exception what tngSgcaato:—man did not, the presentatiocn of the

story from a single point of view. Only three of the letters

of Jessica's correspondent, Sophia or Julla,are given at the
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opening of the story and they are unnecessary and might
well have been omitted. The rest of the thirty letters,which
includes the five newly dliscovered ones, are ffom Jessica to
Sophia and except for two eiiclosures,the letters of Courtland
and Sophia's father, no others are given.
1 RN e

Allen and Dunlap called attention in a note to tng&peculiar—
ity that the names of Julia and Sophia were used indiscriminately
for Jessica‘'s friend. The former was used twenty-nine times and
Sophia nirety-nine;but Julia was used twenty-two times,in fact
always,in thé five newly-daiscovered letters. Sophla was signed

once,used nirety-three times in the text,and rive times modiried

to Sophy; 8o that so far as Allen and Dunlap were concerned

mecrmmgL
tnegs%a%emeni would have been =xuetr if the note had said that

once ir a great while the name of Jullia was usecd for Sophia.
The situation and character of Colcden 1s suggestive of the same

fase Ve bst
Ranei-indtvridualt In a;iaser:;;ek—vfﬁsrcwn*s;1r&%éé£ this

Y13
-fragment was Jgg%ahly drawn upon for the Trials of

Arden where we have a supposed religious spy/

in Jane Talbot as—irl

1 In Ailen tone t Xt tvpe wa2 u3d2d; ia Tunlap th=e not= was in
tas custom:iry smallar 3lzz.
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tn-writing-the—latter—work Brown had aimplified what had perieps

appeared as too complicated a situation.

Thus it 1s possible Jessica may belong to Jane Talbot in letter
XXXV where Colden speaks of his "conduct towards the poor Jessy."
That it may also bear some relation to the fragments Adinl,Medway
and Henry Colden seems probable but is not clear enough to e
accurately defined.

| ' s

How the story would have been completed is mestly conjecturaz

km«'H& ' o
but-we-havxe hints thrown out.and_hg_zellnming—%aemafe are lead
to believe that Colden,the mysterious boarder,has renounced the
A% :
Roman Catholic faith and become a Protestant;foriﬁat reason he
is greatly affected by the questions which Jessica asks. Possibly

Seldan was intended to turn—euwt to be Watkins,the betrothed of

her friend and correspondent and whom Jessica knows has never been

loved By {Sophia/and will never be married bysher. What course

the brother would pursue when he learned that &essica B3ad not
needed his warning and had fallen in love with Colden 1s uncertailn.
If Colden's 1life had been a stainless,though undoubtedly hard,one
it is only too probable Hhat Jessica would marry him,but the

suggestion of some peseibie crime may have turned the matter into
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another direction. What fate would await so?nia 1s quite possivle
to be conjectured--she probabiy would win over her father and -a3X:
other objectors and marr& hér lover éourtland.

Jessica in distinct contrast to othgr oL Brownl* wquits a
fascinating love story. It starts out ﬁith no moral and if it
had bveen finisned we could hardly have expected it to have one.

It narrates weédoafu;iy weil the inception and development of the
love of an extremeiy numan and attractive young woman.

It3 faults are %ée chafacteriétic :auazs‘dr Brownff work
at all times. There i3 the same familiar mefhod_of introducing
a character and naming him artérwa?d;thé lack of attention ﬁq
minor detalls such as the unexplained changing age of Jessica,once
being eighteen and another time twenty-two;a reference to the death
of 3 sister,later to two of them;and the introduction of a cat and
a book when they are convenient to ﬁhe author's purpose. And yet
they are 3urprisingln;few in number.

First among the master strokes 13 the scheme of giving,with the
slight exception of the first three,only the letters wvé%;eﬁ—by
Jessica. Therein Brown made an improvemenp on the epistolary form.

o Whew v -
as—appited—to—a—story. Ifene make? a character of a letter-writing

e
sympathetic nature there 18 no necessity for é&iﬁ%ing &3i—oxaT
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here and there lessening the effect of a single point of view,and
straining the reader's patience by inserting the rataliatory
comments of the other characters, in—the—story There—ean—be One
characker of predominating importance and the letters written by

be

that one character to one correspondent or more can 6330w Brown's
Qi aug
method‘and-sugges$~&aAA'rew words or sentencesﬁthe intervening

letter received. As a display of the author's ability for letter

writing,a3 a novel of manners,Clarissa Harlowe 13 undeubtediy—the

superior wexk but as an unfinished example of the epistolary method
of the literary composition of a story Boown's Jessica has much in
it to ve preferred. If we read Clarizsa for the story,which of
course we do not,we 3¥adl find twel letter after letter,which

oniy bring out the small detalls of the plot,first e;;;;g;a%e‘

tnen anger,and then invite the evil genius of the reader,the

1ittle Devil of Skimming. In fact we would venture the statement
that ve:& few now-a-days read Clarissa,though many, may—show—thoms=

f/'——//)

Selveg—examples—or-our—point—by skimming it. Ike—truth—romains

%&tﬁny attempt to make an artistic work of the epistolary

novel de2mands sufficlent vital letters,but not too many. and—in
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We are not absciuteiy sure that the—stery—ef Jessica has

reached us as Brown left it. In the so-called Dunlap's bilography
we are told that "the reader may be gratified by extracts."
Whether Allen here meant,as—appears—te-—be—etes®, that he as
editor had selected letters from the completed manuscript, or

that the letters &8 given were all he found,pfe-se-rveﬂ\ we are

at a loss to determine.\The only fact we Rave to deal with 1is

the work\ as we have 1it, ard\ whether 1t is all\that Brown lerft

what Paul Allen

in manusecrip decided to

give 38,will have to
ve det (Y redlt to Brown \for any

3 ention/. Fortunate-

ly,the Monthly Magazine has preszrved five more ef—desste’dls

Candd quL«guk
letters and their value san only be ressgened if we—refleet—thzt

A

-%h9y—ehoa&&—he—more—weieome~$fCih;; naa con;erned the outcome

of the story,ra%hef—tnzn-the-&%%ea%%9n—m&ﬂ*ﬂ+4w&q&;¥9&&y—knew~
with a few faulty AdA=e*tz1i1ls excepted'the story is excéllently

"tcld. Th2 dev2lopment of Jessica's love 13 natural and thorough,

ner reflections are A21i1ghtfully introduced and descrired and are

concernsd with the essentials of the plot. Especially true to

nature is her occasional outburst of self-condemnation,here
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mollified into self-criticism,that comes when her thoughts have
bveen too much engrossed in her attempt to gain the respect of
the contemplative Colden. Her character is thoroughly feminine
and as a loveable young woman sShe surpasses in definiteness of
drawing, Brown's best womanly example--Constantia of QOrmond.
To makxe up for any lack of semptete character drawing one of the
1l

strongest details 1s the contrast of 4khe situation§/of Sophia
and Jessica)one of Brown's favorite methods. In this case he
presents the extremes,the rich and the poor.

When Brown had Jessica write dewpiesen the conversations she

Az |

heard,we have an autobiographic reminder of #48 custom of hils
oWA youthé&i—é&y&. Other autobiographic touches may be found
in the interest Jessica has in vooks; in that investment of her
father's in the shipping business which if not applicable to

Brown himself was surely so to at least one of his brothers;

and the brother Harry who was 3 lawyer and may be related to

trivuted by us to Brown,in our 3tudy of
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Brown himself as well as to Henry Colden. Hannah,Jesslica's

mald-servant,is a¥s8e a Brown family name. A8 we 8hall see in
our study of the Literary Magazine 1% 1is possible 9t Brown
may b; the stranger and Jessica may be the sister of the
stranger's dead wife Sally. Thus the work may be strongly
autovblographic. The name of Julla occasionally used for Sophia
recalls the pet name Wilkins used for Dolly Madison. It is
possible to consider the situation in Jessica as very likefﬂﬁf
28
thaﬁ&wnen Wilkins and Brown were intimate with Dolly Payne.

The 1dea that women have liitle to do witn politiecs,

in the fourth of the newly found letters,m3y be somewhat
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related to the arguments in Alcuin. Buat geveral ef—the desdalls
are familiarjsuch as the Ziska business used in Wieland. The
whtle matter of. Jerome and 2Ziska and the Bohemiaﬁ battles as
taken from Mosheim's book,Which Brown hay have ;eaa“' s 18
particularly appropriate because of thé mysticé of ﬁolinos who
believed in the qu;etist methods adopted by the.quakers. Sophiat's
summer house recalls the one Clara Wieland had;the vine-covered

. 1
affair near the bvank of the river. The *bench under the bvank"

may also be related to the—same woric
Here again,as in Wieland,Brown makes use of a candlé and 1ts

asretefere—neglected possibilities. It lights up the face of

Colden.when he first appears in the story--it softens his face,

Jessica says.

7
(- Thus we find the work showjsg the influence of both of Brown's

well-known works of 1798. But—-we-must—ge—orn—further

The relation Jessica bears to Ormond 1s stronger thah-the—Ltwo
Just—censigered and may be found exemplified in suskh-—detnids
a8 the sltuation of Jessica and her blind mother living with a
charity charge for their only mald-servant,in a suburb near a

1 Dbunliap,vVol.J,p.111.
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court,which correaponds to Constantia and her blind father
1iving under similarly obscure circumstances in Philadelphia.
In both cases the needle of tne heroine is tne'means of sﬁsten—
ance. Jesslca's raflectlion on the :riend who goes away and dies
and her reflections on her sisters who were dead,with the con-
solation of meeting again in 3 better world,recalls the song in
Ormond

*¥e meet again to part no more.*

Lixewise the sister's sale of the harp when the Arnots were
left pennileas,recalls Constantia's sale of her lute,under the
same circumstances. Jessica 1ikx2 Constantia had had a former love
affalr but in COnat%Ela‘s case 3he had calmly broken all ties
while in Jessica's the lover had been lost It sea.

Besides its 11terary valua this increase in the traceable in-
fluence of his own works on Jeasica forces the composition ahead
to a date'after Ormond,and ir we take the statement concerning the
last day of Decerber and consider with it the publication in July
and August of 1800 of twenty per cent of the whole story as we
have [t,we must date its cowmposition as December 1799.

In some instances we here find a survival of the sentimental
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gstories of PBrown's contemporaries. In the particular of intro-
ducing the four lines of verse,we have one trace of Mrs.Radclirffe's
work.

¥*w"some minstrel,Jessy,sing or say,
‘"To9 bilde at home, '

*Abroad to roam,

"But snatched me,from myself,away."

" Though given as a quotation the verses are undoubtedly by

Brown. In publishing the Jessica story in 1822'tne London publisher's
. . . : 1

good taste lead him to omit this verse and thesentence preceding
it,and the less said about it as verse the better.

Another reminder of Mrs.Radcliffe 1s in the character of Colden.
He seems born under the same star as The Itallan,with his Lara,and

' 2

Corsalr and Giaur mystery as arfterward made famous by Byron,
though we cannot belleve that he was to be a real villain and from
the discovery by Jessica of something divine in him we are inclined
to suspect he may have been formerly connected officially with the
Catholic church.

Besides any such indebtedness to Mrs.Radcliffe we may find
some to Rousseau's Helolge to which he pays his acknowledgment in

his letter of 5 May 1792,

1 "They would not suffer me,3as methinks I hear,..."
2 See Mobius,Tne Gothic Romance,Leipsig,1902,p.113 rf,
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As a part of his life and work Jessica is of the—dgheadd im-
portance. #Aiready Ve nave suggested its possibilities of bveing
Brown's finest plece of work,a work showing amne—boueihruf—the

174
anateur—~and-a3il the finger-prints of +#he master,and nad 1t met

AL
with anything bdut what—appeats—te—be—an evident stupidity of anr

Allen and Dunlap,we mignht have had in it the acme of his career

as a novelist or romancist,what you williD

hndd.

C:fzé we have 1t,the-best weoean 3ay Le—that 1t 1le—Brownla-mest

- ad@mirgble fragment and ‘can be neglectsd by no one seeking a
true knowledge of @Ihnm« .

Intereating in this connection,primarily because of its name,

is a very remarkable modern love 3tory entitled The Jessica

1
Letters. In it there 13 no evident influence of Brown,there

is nothing to 3uggest #ad the author had ever read amy—ef our
author's work and yet there are a—few detalls that immediately
connect the two work3. Both are epistolary in method,both con-
tain philosophical and religious’discussion,hotn have an unusual
lack of acJuaintance of the hero and heroine,both are presented

a8 love storizss interfered with i»—devedepment by a near relative,
1 Yew York 1904.
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in one by the brother in the other by the father. As prodably
the only and the best modern example of contrast)as a very beau-
tiful story and a superior work of modern fiction The Jessica
Letters may be profidably read by the Brown student as an

aetrad lnatance where we might imagine Brown’é-seui had been
reborn 30 as to make-pqss4b&e~%he complet%on o+ what had been
left a3 a fragment.

1
In the numver for March 1800 of—3{his—periodiead there appeared

A Lesson on Concealment;or ,Memoirs of Mary Selwyn. The evidence

that Brown was its author amounts to a certainty;the proofs,with
the exception of the appearance ef—the-—werk in thils magazine,are

wholly internal and the case 1s probably one of the clearest ef

In Brown's day3 a3 work of fiction in America published under a

seccndary title 3uch as here used i3 rarely recorded. Out of

2
142 -titles axamined there was only one during all the years of

1 Vol.II,p.174.
2 Loshe:Early Anecican Novel.
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Brown's life which used the secondary title exactly as he did.
There were only two others using it e%en as a principal title. Of
these three,two were New England publications. In the case of

Brown,excluding those items.ascrited to him by us 1t was used

as.g=thide rOour times;Arthur Mervyn;or ,Memoirs of 1793%;Edgar

Runtly;or ,Memoirs of a Sleep Walker;the Memolrs of Stephen Calvert

and Memoirs of Carwin the Biloquist. Including those ascribed to

~him in this work we have 1t used slx times. Besides this one of
the common pastimes of Brown's characters is to write Memoirs.
a
So_that se—far As the title is-—gencerned 1t seems that-dn-his—-day
it was what-—misght—be-said—to—be characteristically Brownish.
In connection with the appearance of this work we should note

4#at the temporary suspension of the Memoirs of Stephen Calvert

happened Jjust bverfore the appearance of Mary Selwyn. Quite remarkably
that wewk was suspendted at the polnt where unexpectedly Calvert
learns that Clelia was already a wife,sc tkat it appears that this
work was a develcpment of the idea prominent in the mind of Brown

| %‘rkagwxuw%«aamx
at that time SR eghsad . Ve can sasily imagine Brown

exclaiming in the Memoirs of Stephen Calvert:Clelia was a wife

already,what would be the po3sibilities of the situation if she

* el VAT |12,
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had concealed the fact and married Calvert;why she had written
her memoirs, ske-usi-have—a—histeryyand behold we have the

Memoirs of Mary Selwyn with-lis—preseatatien—of-the—situatien

magined.

The story efMary -Selwyn told by the young man who has discovered
]
her secret 1s sent €8 in answer to a letter from her husband.
Having teen married to Colmer whom she does not love Mary had
been led astray by Haywood and had fled from both husband and
hdden
lover to live din-seereey 1n a remote village of Connecticut.
There she was found by Molesworth a physician who fell in love
with her and married her. They moved to the city and having
saved Kirvan from the plague,the husband was called away by hils
uncle's illness. Returning unexpectedly he found his wife in
tears and his frienad immediately leaving he became a prey to
suspicions. Mary died and Molesworth wrote to Kirvan for an ex-
planation of the circumstances under which he had discovered them.
The mechanical structure of the work 1is Simple and satisfactory;
namely an introductory letter to Kirvan and the answer with another
Suds
letter inserted,d# which,the history of Mary Selwyn Molesworth

within the narrative of Henry Kirvan:all told in the confusing

first person,the moral tag and the philosophical reflections
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due to insomnia are Brown characteristics of architectonic.

In general the detalils of style swch as the 1deas,similes,stac-
cato sentences and diction are Brown's. The lack of attention to
detalls;the impropriety of many situations in which men and women
are placed;the subsistence by needle of the penniiess woman; the
thoughts and the attempts of Mary to commit suicide;the consolation
of books;the arrival of the narrator from a foreign country;the
loss of the father's money;the self-condemnation;the convenience
of acquaintance such as that with the ship captain and fne con-
venience of the nurse being the wife of the doctor;the cousin
who makes the unsatisractofy wife or husband;and the prejudice
for events happening on the shore of the Hudson and for musical
instruments in the hands of the ladies: are all more or less
favorites of Brown's.

The desire of the dbrother to make Mary "rational beyond the
common reach of my sex" recalls<élgg;g, The powerrful and excellent
lamp scene recalls the scene of the candle which we have praised
in Wieland. The resemblance between Selwyn and his sister recalls

Query Yo.16 in the Weekly Magazine and a reference to the study

of that periodical will disclose Stephen Calvert among other

instances of the use of the same motive.
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Comparing detalls to QOrmond we find there may be a relation,

based on such a change as Mary Wakdegrave in Edgar Huntly to Mary

!

X
Wilmot in Clara Howard,of the two names Sophia Weswyn and Mary

Selwyn. But be that true or merely imagined there is certainty
in the dragging of the naked corpse to a hole in the yard which
N that part of

recalls the burial of Miss De Moivres father in ,the Man at Home
which later became a part of QOrmond. Kirvan becomes an accountant
of the merchant Haywood which recalls Brown's practise of giving
his penniless heroes clerical work and in particular resembles
the case of Craig in Ormond. The scene where Kirvan watches
Selwyn walk up and down while waiting for Haywéod resembleé
Dudley's watching Craig.

The sisters who depended for subsistence on Colmer: and Moles-
werth recall the two sisters in similaf plight and the cnallénge

to a duel recalls the one who challenged the lover of his mistress

in the story of Clithero;btoth in Edgar Huntly.

The situation of Mary and Colmer recalls that of Jesslica and

Colden in Jessica.

Compared to Arthur Mervyn there is a phonetic similarity of the

names Kirvan and Mervyn;like the characters in Arthur Mervyn

Kirvan has a personal acquaintance with the captain of the ship
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which may or may not bte common to sea voyages in Brown's days.
Kirvan carried a note to a young lady for Haywood and Arthur Mervyn
similarly carried one for Welbeck. Kirvan's being é student of
medicine under Molesworth resembles Arthur Mervyn's studying uhder
Dr.Stevens. The suspicion of Kirvan that he had perhaps seen

Mary Selwyn in his rambles through the streets suggests the

- rambling adventures of Arthur Mervyn before being rescued by Dr.
The lamp-brother scene is constructed like the scene of the
identification of the Jewess in chapter XLVI.

Stevens., The characters of Welbeck in Arthur Mervyn and Haywood

1l
]
in thiS work have important similarities in that both had seduced

the sister of a friend;vboth gave an asylum to a penniless youth,

and employed him in a clerical capacity;both fought duels with and
killed the brother of the woman they had seduced;and both fled.

The sickness of Kirvan the narrator,the pestilence and the death

of Ma;y‘s sister,Jane and the death of Mary by the rfever either
repeat similar detalls or are reminiscent of the yellow rfever,
provably that of 1798 in New York. The compelled oath of secrecy

of Kirvan,his detective work,his desire for flight and his

discovery of the history of Mrs.Molesworth::all relate his character
intimately to Arthur Mervyn's.

1 Van Doren,Naticn,l¥ Jan.191%5,adds several details to the parallel.



Mary Selwyn's running away from Haywood as well as Colmer

recalls Mary Wilmot's running away from Hartley in Clara Howard.

That there may be some relation of Mary Selwyn to the group of

fragments,Adini ,Medway,Henry Colden and Jane Talbot 18 probvavly

true vut exactly what it is 1s not clear.-

Like the second set of details in Edgar Huntly there 18 a
duplication of the parents and sisters in the casés of 091mer and
Molesworth,a duplication of the seduced sisters of Kirvan and
Selwyn and a duplication of the sudden and unexpected return of
Haywood and Molesworth.

After having considered this convincing collection of concurrences

we may sum it up by a general statement. One thing seems to te

circumstantially evident;,the author of the Lesson on Concealment

was either the author of ;he Man at Home,Ormond,Jes$ica and Arthur
Mervyn or else he was Brown's double. Any one who understands the -
character and work of Brown will not believe that his double
ever lived but will conclude that the work is undoubtedly one of
his hitherto unidentirfied stories.

As.has been suggested by the detalls cited to prove this work

Brown's it has the usual rfaults common to his work. Kirvan terrified
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fromm{he d appeals,and y2 actually does Brown as

having turn from ‘romance

cﬂf— ;I@ the department of original contributions there is =s unsigned,

X
story-~etithed the Trials of Arden which has a number of details

similar to these—found—iR the lLesson on Concealment; or, the

Memoirs of Mary Selwyn and which cons €3 a body of) evidence,

conclusive/ that-—Browr—wis_Lhe uthor.

The structure 13 one of the suslemary decelits practised vy
Brown most promlnéntly in the newly-discoversd part of Jeasica

published as Original Letters in the next number of the magazine.

The story is addressed to the Editor and datad New York,April
1800 dut it i3 not obhkerwise perfected as a real letter, the
closing and signature being lacking. This ¥eriminal failure" to
perfect the counterfeit re—a—eefatt‘wntch arouses suspicion.

At first the sentences are not characteristically Brown's bﬁt

&
. . .
as *+he stery develops they rall into the staccato trip-hammer

VR

.19-325,
1A§p 19-3
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~k4nd:which-we~ha;; found distinctively nis. The diction ;:fie be
considered further in connection with t+ke other details of e4éeum-
Stantial evidencejbut here it 1s onily necessary to say it appears
to be Brown's. The method of narration 1s-diszinatz;ely-ssomn+s-—-
the forged structure ef-the-wexk,the excuse rorain writing g i,
the confusing rfirst person narrator within the narration,the visit

to the old island hermit who recalls the recluse of the Lake

Michigan isle in Stephen Calvert, the @+seussion—-ef general

topics and then the story: are all familiar detetis—of Brown|p
architectonic.

" The representation of the story as real but to be given with
fictitious names;the Arthur-Mervyn-curiosity orf the narrator;

the characters who had just come from Europe;the duplication ef—tke
stery 80 as to lend a plausible air to the telling of 1it; the
taking ir by Brudenel of the newly arrived foreigner Arden;his
employment by Finch;the attitude of Finch toward him; Harriet's
evening walks :her betrothal;lrier refusal of Wingate when he returns;-
her sudden conpliance;the housekeeper of Finch; the naming of the
estate Ardenfield;the concealed correspondence between Arden and

Anna,which suggests shorthand;the impropriety of the situation
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in which Harriet and Arden are placed; the two sisters left help-
less by Loveden and the grotto difficult of access:all are fereral
- detalls waiek-may—®e found in more than one of Brown's works.

" Among the mads—eL 1nstahces there are many which relate the work
in some unknown way to Jessica;in fact the story may belong to

the same class,may have been composed at the same time and certainly
saw She—3dght—es publication at the same time. Brudenel's advice
to nis sister Anna,who loved Arden,1s similar to that given by
Jessica's brother Harry in regard to Colden. Brudenel's suspicilon:
of Arden is also parallelled by Harry's of Colden. Anna Brudenel,
in reserve and domesticity the same sort of a character,is in
thedatatis—~of ner situation sukely another Jessica;for,like that
loveadble 1little woman,she had lo3t a lover on a sSea voyage,3he

had had two sisters,who hed died similarly,her father was dead

and she 1lived with and supported her mother. Parhaps according

‘to the rumor Arden was a former Jesuit spy Fwef a3 Colden in
Jessica may have been. Aé we—-havxe suggested 1In our study of

Adini,Henry Colden,and Medway (1797) there probably 1s some

uRlerrown relation of the Trials of Arden to Jessica and possivly

1 Harriet 1s used a3 a name in denry Colden and Medway.
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parallels to other of Brown's works may be found. :—the LolloWing
det=tis. The manuscript of Arden bBuxrded in the bottom of a trunk
recalls the chest in the Man at Home and others. Arden defended him-
seerat the bpar and forgave his persecutors as Wieland did. Though
the story is compleﬁe in 1tse1f fhere is aﬁ opening left ast-the

end for an account of Arden's early life and—eXperionees Juil as

there was in Wieland for the Memoirs-of Carwin. Harriet had an

estate on the bank of the Hudson Semewmhat as Constantia did in

Ormond. Like Dudley's plans for Craig in Ormond Finch had establish-

ed in business his former employee Arden.

Ore—ef Brown's characteristic#——the neglect of eordain details—

hgs more than the usual number of éppéarances in this work. Zhe
f;ﬁjzf%f_gizzlgﬁj;as an essential of the trial and should have been.

used as evidence. Harrisils marriage with Arden 1svconcealed toa

long in fact there 15 too much heaping of details on the 3ame

character,Harriet,in order to explaln 231 the various motives

and actlions of several of the characters. Mayo's former crime

committed on Harriet 1s one of these unnecessary complications.

In on2 instance an important detail is wed introduced wntdl too

late;namely,the burning of the papgrs of Arden. Arden went to see
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Finch on the day after Harriet's disappearance,but after Wingate

and Finch had considered Arden's intention to leave the latter's
gervice,a messenger arrived and told of the disappearance of
Harriet. Of course she had raally disappeared the day before. The

1
old man lives fifteen miles from New York and later Arden lives
only nine. Arden comes firat from Europq}aﬁé later from London.
The judge in the trial is later mwdiliplied into the judges. The
three sisters of Harriet are absolutely ignored as possidle compli-
cations of the development:but then there afe already too many
corresponding charactars.

The character drawing of Harriet is made ineffectual j3ust 38 in
the case of Mary Selwyn. By loading so many details on her and con-
necting her with so many of the characters Brown has defeated nhis
object. She arouses less and less sympathy because she 18 more
and more shown to be anything put beautiful and innocent.

On the other hand the character of Arden is never once departed
f;om. He 13 a twin.brother of Colden the mysterious boarder who
came to live at Jessica'’s nome. He has a fear of some foreigner
S8t a3 Carwin feared Ludloe,but here the religious side i3 suggest-
ed as an explanation of his actions. Given as gossip is the following:

1 Cf.Xllendale in Henry Colden. At rirst fifteen miles and later
nins from Philadelphia.
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*Vague rumors flew abroad,but were merely rumors. Great
discoveries were likewise pretended to be made respect-
ing him. It was sald that Arden was a Jesult in disgulse;
that nhe had been a spy in London,for the Oktholic powers,
during the late war;that he had fled to America,and
changed his name,under apprehension of being punished.*

Arden 1is perhaps not only the Colden of Jessica.dbut the Colden

of Jane Talbot,the man who was absorbed in the Godwinian philosophy,

perhapa the member of'tne Order of the Illuminatl which was said
at one time to be allied with the Jesults. Besides being perhaps
both of Brown‘s.Coldens he was possibly also Carwin,thé man who
lived in constant terror of the persecution of the epopt of the
great 3secret soclety. And finally Arden has some relation to
Brown's namesake Charles Brockden,who may,for all we know,have
been one of the Illuminati at the time of the attempted restor-
ation of Charles the First.

In the single detall of speaking of Mayo's enthusiasm for
hunting and fishing as the murder of the scaly and feathered
tribes we have a touch of Brown's autobiograpny;forf%at expresses
exactly what he thought of the practise. Had he lived in our
day hé would perhaps have belonged to the blessed clan of the
camera hunters.

A faint trace of the gradually-declining supernatural i3 tobe

found in the almost miraculous disappearance of Arden in the
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house when pursued by the mod of lynchers.

with such a catalogue of details there 1s 11tt1e wanting to
_stand-out as Cinger-posts pointmg to the author. An/cnrougn the
PﬂEﬁ:ihzt:na?re;es the trial there is a familiarity with the law
that the exdlinary writers of-tdls>kind of fictlon of Brown's day
did not have. The omission of the ter;ible scene that must have
taken place between Harriet and the criminal Mayo 1s one of
Brown's negative virtues. There probably was not another of his
contemporary novelists who wpuld have ge-preperiy omitted that
4xamatic._and senseational element. Thus,in keeping with his character,
Brown preferred to resist #he leamptailon oF using the possibillities

of a powerful ratiocinative story of ke murder ef~Hamriat which

has since been shown by Poe in his Mystery of Marie Roget.

To sum adbi~bhe—peints up we might say these cenwietdng pointing

a
-fingers are like the details of circumstantial evidence in tae

murder trial. If they do not all point at one individual,and that
indicate ,

individual Brown,they,at least that no one but Brown could have

written the Trials of Arden; so that of ecewree there 1s only

ons reasonable conclusion to be drawn.

Being one of our newest attrivutions to Brown,the Trials of

Arden of course hag. never been reprinted.as hig. However 118 . .
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value has been appreciated,as 1t should bve,and it was anonymously

é;:: Grodoaral and ﬂ%ﬁﬂh
published by no less than publisners.ASOlomon King of-New

222 1
Yorkaw%. Borradaile of New York and Freeman Scott of Philadelphia.

Nt ot Rl
Xingle edition is apparently the earliest;
: and it 1s followed textually

by the others. It considerably abridged the story as found in the
Monthly Magazine. The alterations were made to take the story out of
the class of first person narratives and to place it in the realm
of the 'true'atory'. Therefore an omission at the beginning was made;
for the first nine parapgraphs of the original appearance in the
Monthly Magazine were an essential part of Brown's method of con-
structifg a-zateendletze by recalling a(3tory|similar] te-the—one

abeut—to—te~told, by plcturing the scene of the narrator and the

listener, jaet as he 4id by the “advertisement” to Wieland, by the

1 Scott wa3 a grocer and paper dealer in 1825 and 1829 and in thne
thirties he was an alderman.
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letter to Rosenberg of Ormond,by the introduction to Clara

Howard and by the opening paragraphs to Arthur Mervyn and Edgar

Huntly. Thus the earlier "my friend" 1is replaceé by its equi-

valent *Brudenel® and “this city"” vecomes "New York". Any para-

graphs which showed thad 498 &iory was originally in the—Ffesm

o dialogue were omitted. Any words or sentences which disclosed

.y

4ha$‘%he-s$o;§lyas being vold to any one but the reader were

altered. Tre details of Arden's past are so suggested by Brown

thad they would have disclosed the secret:therefare they and

the last seven paragraphs are struck out.

In supplying the frontispiece engraving,which arpears tc bve

unxncwn as an early Prud‘'homme,he gave us one of the few 1llus-

tratiocns of scenes from Brown's works. The selection of the

scene from the fifth paragraph 1s excellent and has an unusual
|ﬁcaumz$*

interest aaafepresentﬁ%g a country scene on the west side of

Manhattan Island. In the left dlstance 1s the Hudson with a slcop

aQ

near the Palalsades. The copyv found 1is fully hand—coloreq«}n

v . i
ﬁ;g;faéZ%%eAa editicn being only partially so.
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o MQMGOLL
When-we—econsider—thess—details thers—ienot—the—teasti—doubs
QmméuJ£«uJ Rllin wena ‘
thet Kdngia-hte-pibiioatien determined to pass off as a true

murder story what was purely a work of Brown's imagination. What
ﬁ . . 1
’fhedgid in-his-seif-appointed editorialNfospasity was well done.
AsRade—into N oy e AR £ v —Berradaile
and—Beott ‘fne botter part ef-Brewsle—moveTsttes ratained though

the-editotiai—work—en it was after all merely a change of method,

a matter of literary archltectonic and not by any means an improve-

~

ment.o&—;he—ons—Uhcseﬁ-by—3rcwnf$hongh_iz_undeub%ed&y—serﬁd

“WeRtd

The Trials of Arden should be 1rcluded in any collection

——— —
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of. Frowm"® miscellaneous pieces.

ot
Related to his life and work this stery 13 merely amn undistinguish-

ed ene among many but for its relation to Jessica alone it should
be read.

1 .
In the first volume efatho-Menthly Magazine there 1s a fragment

entitled the Punishment of Ridicule. With the «ception of the

omission of two dashes and commas,it is wholly extracted from the

5
Series of Original Letters @) the Weekly Magazine and in our study

of that perliodical we considered $he werk at seme length and have
proveﬂ.it to—pe Brown's. Here hewaxer as a separate story under

a L uo—]'.
¥ new title it will stand critical attention but iﬁApaa—hardiy

wed A
be—oonsidered 30 ilmportant as to desserve—Ifuriier—mention.

In the second class of contrivutions there are several articles
slgned B and one signed C.B.,which have some traits to mark them
admbodna—by Browns Wee @ther evidence that can be found 1s not
convincing and because of the wexy nature of most of them,bvelng
more or less of a 3tereotyped rform of review that might be
successfully imitated by otners,it 1s necessary to include them

in ths second class of the more or 1less doubtful though quite

probable. In considering each case when there 13 any internal

1 Vol.I,pp.257-259.% 2 Vol.II,pp.104-5,
ls reprinted in the Rural Visiter Burlington,N.J.,Vol.II.

1821,7r.207-9 edited by David Allinson.
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evidence of value it will be noticed,vut 1in the—sajertty ol

M |

02808 a gemeTal statement of the character of the review will
;§§§:33;g¥:eh—men%40n. (s
ve all F-the-sase I a. story or sketch
. .
we ame-—warpremsed in exteanf} our remarks.

The nearest we have of these initialled reviews 1s the one
signed C.B.,which 1s better than Bx but because of the number
oT possible writers who may have had as much rignht as Brown to
these initials,they are not so convincing as C.B.B. would be.

1
The review of the New Views of the Origin of the Trives and

Nations of America by Benjamin Smith Barton 1s the one sligned

C.B.,and from his letter dated 16 March 1803 to Samuel Miller
may bve considered as the work of our author. It appears in the
number for May 1799 immediately following Brown's Roman story

Thesgsalonica.

The opening shows traces3 of his Biblical discussions if\
remarkably good taste. The subject 1s peculiarly of interest
tc Brown not alone from its obvious connection with his use of

the Indians 1in Edgar Huntly of this same time but from the

strongest interests of his 1life,his love for geography and its

1 Vol.I.p.117.
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allied subjects. It is much more than a mere padded notice,e*

tho-boein 1ts criticism being of the kind practised in arfter

years by such men as Jeffrey,though it 1s much shorter. Unlike

many others imsbavees8 1t does not contain am# quotations, frem~the

beedk. AS an example of whkaei Brown, cewkd—de 1t is far superior to

the usual notices published in those days and were space unlimited
b

it should be quoted in full. It 1s one of the best favoravle

reviews,

oo liradiem L TTCT Dy—BroWp Oleiot—ti—tasYon added interest-£0r
A ' : - .
s; N k?u.m_ &&
us I the rfact that N n have opened 1€\no omplete* his ac-
quaintalRAwis Farton. IMN1803 we—shadl find sMdenss :

BreWn was on\yery intimate terff\with him.

The best of the items signed B. 1s the note to the plays of
1

Kotzebue already noticed 1r our remarks on Brown's notes as
editor.

2 .
-The review of Caldwell's Eulogium on Dr.Samuel Cooper,is signed

B.,and 1T M-meaddy 48 by Brown it may be clted as another excell-
: Q](vq
ent example of BiouwR—as—3 review&ﬂ; It is such de#¢+ handling I
the—edttortai~rapler that it cannot bve
. 1gnored or slighted; in fact we have found it worthy of

1 Vol.I,p.73. 2 vol.I,p.50.
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quotation in 1ts entirety and if we were using long quotations
ef-the kind 1t would be given as a valuable guide for future

agsariptions of similar works.

1 .
The Portrait of An Emjgrant,extracted from a letter ;s signedi

B. It bears considerable{internal evidence.eéhba4ng\gggiatfr

—_
In-goneral the diction,sentence formation and mechanical econstrue--
tion ed=the-—stexy are his. The situation of Mrs.K---,though in
the city,is similar to that of Jessica in that she was a geed deal

of a recluse. In Clara Howard there is a Mrs.Kahn of whom this

' 2.
Mrs.K--- may be the prototype. PhRillp Stanley goes to her apart-

ment. She i1s said to be noted for freedom of discourse and when
Stanley states his case her garrulousness is hardly excelled by
and i3 of the same kind as that of Mrs. K---. In Ormond the
people who formerly inhabited the house next to Mrs.Melbourne's
were English,here they were the M'Culeys;in the former case

they were driven out bvy the pestilence, in the latter they left

in 1793 which amounts to the same thing. In the Man at Home

and 6rmond we have other French families,especlally a Frenchman,
wife and daughter and in several of Brown's works we have frequent
references to French refugees from St.Domingo. The Frenchman here

1 Vol.I,0p.162-1484, 2 Clara Howard,lLetter XVII.




is employed in the counting-house of a French merchant, jwsi as are
several of Brown's characters. The wife 1s one of his favorites$

dodtes ofted found with a musical instrument in her hands and 1s

an actress in Lallson's pantomimes.{lLike:Clelia Neville in Stephen

Qody

Calvert phe reads—and stays in doors

T
Ve . hesse—308h—-RoWw Brown and

AL -
Dunlap went to Lallson's circus on 2 May 1797./55;;_a negro brings
the dinner,in Qgrmond the French people next door had black ser-

vants. If we slightly change a few insignificant details 4n

Ppartg—-of—-this—stery and bring them together we have the same

situation as we have in OQrmond when Constantia heard the music and

a2,

discovered Martinette. The name given &€ to the French family

wheek

is de Lisle awé we shall find M used extensively in its shortened

form as Lisle in Ormend and mentioned once in Clara Howard. It is

a Brown family name. Like the Dudleys in QOrmond the de Lisles

shut up their lower rooms and-live in the upper part orf the house.
Finally,there i3 the drawing of the moral and the philosophizing
which we have found %e-8& characteristically Brownish.
In-the-feem-ei these resemblances which amount to more than
mexre coincidences it seems not only probable et Brown wrote

this Portrait but also that he found in 1t hints for the details

L6
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&%%oc;aed developed in Ormond. A8 in the Cooke story in his letters
of the 'nineties Brown made a curiosity concerning the arfairs of
neighvors the pretext for a narrative.
As a—8tery 1llustrative of the title, the work ,does not conform.
It had better have been named “Domestic Felicity“. Structurally it

is characteristically Brown%-as4_&n31_1mplies-oa&y—a—nea;—appro&ehv

$o—-whant—tt—aight—ve—inmore—masteriy-hands. The visits of the young
girl show Brownm's appreciation orf simple turns of English in the
mouths of foreigners.

1
The original communication On the Inequalities of Solar Light is

signed B. Other than the initial there 1is nothing to stamp 1t as

Brown'!s. It 18 an instance of what he may have been able to do with

logical discussion when—foeusding-atisntion on a scientific subject,
and {f $4—is his it is important to Be—considered—by those who have
hitherto looked on him as only a dreamer with no adaptability or
inclination toward the realities of life. That the ideas here
expfessed agreed with Hershel is probably due to the author's study
of him for evidently he did no original research on

the subject. It is true H+hat Brown read extensively 1in

1l Voi.I,n.51.




€

scientific 1lines,so ket this item may be his.

1
Proud's History of Pennsylvania was reviewed and the article

signed B. It seems hardly prohable-%hsx Brown had any idea of the
modern practise of the specialist in reviewing,and it 1is quite
possible #hat the ¢ditor's life-long affection for nhis olad
Sua
schoolmaster may have lead him to review the book. Bhe-Bevwerity
ef4t-he censure Brown owed to his conscience but the evident striving
to find compensatory virtues seems to show the same desire H#hat
we have already noticed in Brown as an editor;namely,to encourage
newesd effort in any line of intellectual pursuit. As an hénest,
useful and industrious compiler Proud is given all praise,as a
historian he is denied genuineness.
2

In the same volume Robvertson's JHistory of America 13 reviewed
by B. AS a review this 13 one of the best we have considered. There
is a poise of Jjudgment throughout it that stamps 1ts author as
far removed from the hack-writer of book notices. Though dbriefer
it takes on the character of the thorough reviewer of to-day,
but unfortunately we cannot find any eerrevorative evidence to

prove it Brown's. It 1s acknowledged to be by the same author as

the review of Trumbull's Connectlcut and if we accept one we

1 VO:L-I,pp-Zlé‘lT. 2 P.lBO.
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must take the other with-it-

. 1
Southey'a Joan of Arc ae—issmed~-in Boston 1798 18 reviewed by

+
B. With the exceptlon of the ®evhker lengthy inroduction which runs

at

the éamut of the eplcs of the—aneiend Gree®s and Roméns t+he review

is thorough and Jjust,though we{ care ly constructed. Itx? author

displays a penetrating knowledge of character study that we have

come to believe Brown lacked so $#hal the initial B. becomes quibe
w

doubtful and we have nothing to corroborate Hhe—initial as meaning

1t was Brown's, re¥iew

2
The article on the Philadelphla Water Works 1s signed B. and

dated June 1799. We have Dunlap for the authority that Brown took

a trip into Connecticut at this date but whether he went a roundabout
way and visited Philadelphia pefore returning to Neq York we &o

not know. In this art&tle,whicn on it3 face presents a dry subject
which would ordinarily have only a short mention given—te—it 1in

the newspapers of the day we find the author allowing his imagination
to run riot in a we¥étebie rhapsody. But when he has pictured

in giowin%éolors‘all the advantages,sanitary and artistic and
commercial, he fEasRes—out—witirthe—blow—that drives the nail

home by an extended reference to the yellow fever and the possi-
(notice of second #&4ition)

1 Vol.I,p.225 and, p.238. 2 Vol.I,p.131.
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bilities that pure water in abundance méy wash away the pestilence.
With a few detalls such as fhese we have all that concerns the
authorship and the article and at best consider it doubtfully
Brown's.

These cases of initial signing are somewhat near reasonable
acceptance especially so when we have one signed C.B. That is
about as near as one could come without peing absolutely certain.
However the next item is not so sure and the force of argument
dwindles in those following until 1t reaches the thin-ice of
the third class.

1l .
The Remarks on the Monthly Magazine has some of the earmarks

of Brown and the signature of A.Z. may be here Brown's as well

as 1t was in the Weekly Magézigg but there 1s no doubt of the
2
editor!s remarks appended to this A.Z. communication. Because

it contains not only an excellent answer to A.Z. but also

expresses Brown's views of the depattments of the magazine it

—————at the same time
is of sufficient value and,sufficiently.brief to be quoted. It reads::

ﬁfThe Editor is ever ready to lis~.
ten to the remarks of his friends
.end-correspondents, and to profit
"by their advice in his exertions to.
please and.benefit those whohouour;

1 Vol.III,p.264. 2 P.265.




. Bls work witha perusal. Hisscheme,
‘as first announced,}is ‘very coms;
prehensive, adapted as well to the
moralist as the philosopher; critic,
physician, and divine. ~ Literatyre
and science have a strong connéc-
. tionr with morality: and, althotgh
-the Editdr is not less sensible than
¢ A. Z. of the superior importance of
- those performances which have im-4
mediate relation to the latter, hef
cannot but think that a plan which
compreheads other branches of
- knowledge, will be approved by the
.majority of readers. - His design is
‘to render his work asextensively use=,
iful as- possible; to furnish a re-
.speétable wekicle for all those who
*hdve leisure and inclination to write,
‘to convey their thoughts to the:
“public. The department of sorals,
‘is not limited; and it depends on
the number and zeal of his corred-)
-pondents whether it shall contaiii
"moreorless. They may be asél
 that they will find ample spacERor.:
their accommodation. The depart-
_ment of criticism is, inthe opinion
of many friends, in whose judg-
ment the Editor justly places strong
reliance, not the least important or
interesting. 1t is certainly an ob-
jeét of liberal curiosity to those who
attend to the charadler of their coun.
trv, to ascerwin the gquantity and
gquality of the literary produls of
America; how much, and what is
produced in every branch of litera-
ture and science, whether the same
be great or small, valuable or worth-
less. That this end may be best
accomplished by a review, without
encroaching on the higher depart-
“ment of morals, cannot be denied. "
Whether the Review is well or ill.
conduéted, the public- must de-
c'lde.]. h T :

e "

2
The Household,a fragment, unsigned belongs to the class of works

of Jessica and has sufficlient detalls to warrant ascriving it to
Brown. The opening shows us the familiar Brown construction;the:
telling of the story as a reply to the request of a nameless Ifriend.
Throughout the diction and sentence formation are Brown's. The
yellow fever of 1795 and 1798,the subsistence by the needle,the

1 He evidently had forgotten the omission of the political departmernt.
2 VOl-III,pp-gl—?.
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rirst person narrative,the duplication of recommendation of people,
the indiscriminate dirfference in the name of a character are other
familiar detalls. Taking in Mrs.Knowles and makXing her his laundress
recalls the first position the Man at Home gave to his landlady. The

1l
adoption of Lucy Franks likewise recalls Lucy adopted by Constantia
in Ormond. Elgar's revolutionary activity and coming to America re-
semble the facts of Charles rrockden's life. Another detaill that smacks
of the autobiographic is Mrs.Elgar who 13 nbt only a Brown family name
but is descrived as “not one whom I should seek for a companion. She
has 1little curiosity,and few i1deas in common with me“. A person of no
Youriosity® was of no consegquence to Brown. The family of the Knowles
was first mentioned to the narrator by Stajunton. In Brown's letter
dated 16 May 1792 there is mention of Edward Stanton with whom Brown
imagines himself to be on terms of intimacy and with whom he 1s accust-
omed to dispute with vehemence and obstinacy. The same letter also
glves us an 1maginary picture of a man happlly situated a deal like
neré represented. In this connection 1t should bve said that in this

resemblance possibly we have a detall which shows Brown wrote all the

fragmentary works of the class of Jessica in 1792. The two sisters

1 Cf. A Portrait,Vol.T1II,v.325.
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who are housed and employed as servants to assist the housekeeper

Mrs.Elgar are first named Hannah and Jane; a little later Jane becomes

Jenny. We have found a Hannah to be the servant of Jessica and a Jenny

the servant of Jessica's brother. A Jenny is also the servant of

Clelia Neville in Stephen Calvert. The situation of Lucy Franks,when

her mother 1is bargaining for the sale of her honor is a phase of 1life

which Brown also treated in Arthur Mervyn and Stephen Calvert. The

name of Mrs.Wemyss recalls Walter Wemyss in the Man at Home though

the two characters have no resemblance. Here again,as in the Portrait
of An Emjigrant,the details so closely resemble other works of Brown
that we are within probability in ascriving this fragment to him.

Given as a fragment,the work bars extended criticism,dbut if we are
to consider it as the beginning of a longer work,énd also to include
Brown's practise of not revising, we cannot fail to notice the story
is crowded with characters of a similar condition and circumstance
of 1ife and the latter half of it,undoubtedly the most important,is
too slightly developed.

As a fragment of a larger work the story is interesting for other
reasons than the material it contains. It shows again that Brown did

not turn from the romance to the novel without writing some works
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which mingle both these classes of prose fiction.
A Portrait on page 325 of volume three bears resemblances to Brown's
work. Lucy Wells reaembles Lucy ¥ranks in character and position. She

also recalls Lucy the servant taken in by the budleys in Ormond. Pro-

bably the work was a rejected extract from the Household,a fragment;.for

it could be easily and appropriately inserted in place of four para-

1
graphs as given in this same volume.

2
In volume three there 18 a piece entitled 0

a raste for the Pic-

turesgue} It 18 signed Looker-on and it bears a striking relation to -
one of Brown's letters--the unforgettable one which contains the
verse about the *sweet little thing“. It appears again in Brown's
Literary MagazineBand in a letter dated 4 July 1804 Brown says he
supplied all of the original material of the numver in which it
appeared only excepting the Valverdi item. Of course “supplied*

does not necessarily mean that he wrote it, but in this case we have
additional evidence in his letter and in a detail which on first

sight appears meagre. In the appearance here paragraph four starts

1 Pp.85-6. 2 Pp.11-13. 3 Vol.I1,t.163 et seq.
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"' A lady Clara,with whom you and I are well acquainted." In the
latter appearance the name Clara 18 omitted. Clara was one of the young
ladies to whom Brown addressed two poems which have come down to us.
Another detall is the reference to Salvator Rosa who was a favorite
of Brown's. So that it 1s a probability that he wrote the article.f
The 1deas as well as the diction were Brown's. As a companion piece
to the letter of the “sweet 1little thing- we have two sides orf the
propensity'of people to have pet expressions--in the former the humor-
ous which Brown is always sald to know nothing about,in the latter
the serious which anyone can discover. The opening paragraph gives
a picture of the author looking on one of the natural beauties of

New York. It reads:

“A gentleman,a friend of mine,who sometimes favors me
with a visit,lately found me at a window that over-
looks New-York-Bay and its Islands. This scene,just then,
was extremely beautiful,and its beauties were heightened
by a long-protractéd echo occasioned by the evening gun,
fired from the ramparts of the fort on the Island. My
guest took his seat....."

The plece 18 given as original in voth appearances in Brown's
magazines;the gentleman was possibly John Davis; in it there 1is a
summer house like Clara Wieland's vine-covered affair; a romantic

dwelling in the country as in Ormond; a rerference to Ann Radclirffe's
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rravels which we know Brown had read;and praise of the grandeur

of the Blue ridge which had veecn presented in Edgar BHuntly. Many

details suggest it may be related to the Dialogues on Music and

Painting of 1802.

The ascription of the Taste for the Picturegque,which has just

been made carrits with it another article signed with the same

1
pseudonym+-Looker-on. It may be found in the same volume as the

We have earlier in this chapter considered a short editorial

comment on Washington Newspapers but in view of the present

pseudonymous contridbution on the same subject it 13 necessary
again to call attention to the editor’'s opinion of the news-
parera. The fact which seems to appear sallient to him is that
Yevery puny whipster 138 enabled to sit in judgment on the talents
an? adrcitness of our governors."

First it should be notliced that the scrib on tne Washington
newspapers;in other words,the political side of the subject
appeared in the same volume some pages after these Thoughts.

And the scrid is undoubtedly by Brown while this article (§

to ve proved. At the same time the attention given to

l \:FO'J.QIII,.?':O.259"'26)+.
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detailing the objections to mercantile aavertising, the egtie—
matior in octavos of the annual amount of th¢ newspapers which
is of no lasting value,and the possivilities of the newspapers
és a vehicle of ethice,seem to be in keeping with Brown's bellef.
Thus we find one article express®s in general the same belief

as the other.

It seems that one who could use such a plercing expressicn as
the "puny whipster" would hardly fall to use it in this article,
at least if the same person wrote voth articles--put this i3 an
indifrerent detail. The one irreésistable blow to the ascription
of this article to Brown can be found in the defense with which
1t closes. Lack of proof of this appearance of a Looker-on as his,
it must be remembered,casta doubt on the authorship of the other
article by a Looker-on which has been considered previously.

In the four Dialogues of the Living there are a few traces of

Browni's hand;but the evidence is slight and it should be accepted
with caution. We shall consider each of the four appearances of
the article.

I, 1s between Willlam and Robert on lotteries. Robert is an

author who has not thought much on the morals of lotteries and is
1 Vol.I,pp.19-21.
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the propelling force for William's discussion and final moralizing.

We may consider him as representing Brown.

1 .
II, 18 between Edward and William on the Monthly Magazine . It

1s introduced to the editor by a fictitious letter,signed Philomuthos,
which we translate as a “"lover of conversation' which Brown was.
Here William is poring over a bvook,in Diélogue I. Roﬁert had Jjust
come from a bvookstore. Edward expresses Brown's views and William
again gives the opposing point of view. In fact in this case
Fdward's side 1s so strongly that of the editor that we have almost
enough testimony to conclude the article to be BErown's.

. .

III, 1is between Tom and Harry on the study of German;in which
Harry expresses Brown's opinions,especially so in *Of all trades,
Book-making 1s,1in our own country,the most wretched...I meditate
nothing but intellectual pleasure and improvement." which should
be compared to his letter to his brother James. A remarkabvle
coincidence is that this No.III is in the April 1800 number of the
magazine and the letter 1s dated April 1800. The method and the
use of the study of German as here advanced by Harry recalls that

used by Brown in studying ¥rench.

IV, 18 between Tom and Harry on politics. Here we have Brown's

1 VollI,pp.96-59. 2 Vol.II,pp.284-287. 3 Vol.II,pp.402-liCk,
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usual method of construction. The usual "I" is summoneq up to
introduce the dialogue betﬁeen the same named characters as we
had in III where they were not in need of any presiding officer.
In view of the fact that Brown had originally intended the magazine
to have a political department but had omitted it, this venture
in what might bve called the political arena seems unusual. But
when one has read the dialogue the reason seems clear. It 1s
the glaring absurdity and foolishness of the situation of the
two political disputants which stands out as Brown's belilef.
0f course as Brown always endeavored,we here have both sides
of the political turmoil of the day,and the author draws ho con-
clusions but merely points to the picture as if to say "Here's
what political discussion comes to."
1

Taken as a whole these dialogues have too many earmarks of Brown

to make 1t unwise to include them in the possaibvle contrivutions.

2
Another dialogue entitled The Breakfast may be Brown's dbut 1s

too short for certainty. It 18 between Edwin and Alfred and concerns
the taking in and feeding of a ragged hungry urchin. Their mother

Mrs.T. 18 dragged in at the end to pré%h the sermon and draw the

1l One ¢f the mc3t rTeculliar i3 that there are five dialogues--cne
of which 13 not comnected with the others. In the case of the
Rhavsodlist (1789} we found Brown using as signatures four of the
five initials of his name. Perhaps both cases would indicate
that Brown had a lack of attention to details of consistent

, consiruction. |
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moral,and in both these particulars the method is characteristically

Brown's. .Some expeTrience at Smith's may have suggested it..

l
The article on the Death of General Washington 1s elaborately

displayed just as any editor would direct on a like occasion. The
long extract,the simple narration of the funeral pageant,the
closing eulogy,seem to se an editort's ritting annouhcement of the
calamity. Followed shortly by.Brown's monody the piece seems to bve
from BErown's hand. |

The article on the Population of the United States in volume

P4
two signed T. 13 interesting in connection with a similar one

in the Weekly Magazine which was signed C.B.B. In this case the
only part Brown could have written was tbe introductory paragraphs
and they deserve no further attention.

In volume one inere 1s a pilece called On Apparitions signed
F.R. the only appearance of the initia%s in all of Brown's magazines.
In it there are some traces of BErown,and though they are slight
and not. decisive they are worthy of attention. The method i1s the
most éharacteristic. It 1s the usual one followed by Brown of
introducing the story and then putting 1t in the hands of an "I*¥

Vol.I,pp.H75=-477.
Fp.13-16.
P.

.
-

N PO
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the narrator. That the apparently supernatural is explained,

and that it 1s a hoax,1s quite in keeping with Brown's interest
and method of treatment of the theme. The idea that 1t might
produce unfortunate results recalls the moral of Wieland. A8

we shall see in another placelthe resemblance of the trick t%tnose

in Schiller's Ghost Seer recalls the possibility that Brown had

read and been influenced by that work in one of its early trans-

lations published in America. The clergyman Mr.S---—,the skeptic,

bears a striking resemblance to the Mr.S--- who was an exhorter
1

of Waldegrave in his skepticism in Edgar Huntly. The diction,

the argumentative narrative,and the sentences are characteristically

Brownish.

2 ' .
In volume one there is a piece entitled Gossiping a dialogue

signed ¥. In it the Mrs. B. may be for Brown and Mrs. L. for Linn.
The sisters dependant on B.;the yellow fever;the cousin-marriage;
the residence on the North River;the garrulousness like that of
¥rs.X. in the Portrait of An Emigrant:Calthorpe who leaves town
to eécape bankruptey;the woman with the cold like Clelia Neville;:
the woman who sits in the window and watches all passers-by;and
the style are the strongest detalls to link it with Bfown,and they

-

1 Chapter XIII. 2 P.169.
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are enough to warrart the ascription of it to him.
1l
An Instance of Longevity is signed 2. It is8 'rrom the Journal of

a Traveller"and dated “Paris,April,1792.* When we recall the imagin-
ary Journal of a Traveller which Brown mentions in his letters of
the ‘nineties,the date of the letters bveing April and May 1792 from
the Pays de Vaud,which Brown also used,it seems as 1f we here hdd
another selection from his manuscripts. The subject 18 one of interest
to him,the sentence formation,the diction,the reflections started by
the sight of the very old man,the bearding of him at the gossipy
shopkeeper's,his Colden-like mysteriousness oI character;the character

of the narrator and the moral tag at the end;are all Brownish. The

initial 2 1s the detail difficult to explain. Besides its appearance

2
here it is quite common to the Weekly Magazine and the Literary Magazine;

in one case the article 8o sligned was extracted from the Farmer's

Weekly Museum; in another signed to a poem which could hardly te

Brown's; in another signed toc what bears every evidence of being an
actual account of the environs of Naples which we know Brown nsever
visited. However this appeararce here may have no connection with any

others.

1 Vol.7,p.165.
2 Weekly Magazine,Vol.I.p.379:V01.II,p.61;Vo¥;v.pp.5,65,161;Month1y
Magazine,Voi.I,pp.165,221;Literary Magazine,Vol;IV,p.60;V01.V,pp.2oo,u15
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The subject of longevity leads w§ to rere—saii—attention-te

' 1
a Case of Long Life in Gaspard Courtral,to —--- -———- . Philadelphia,

April 1800,unsigned. The method kese adepved i3 Erown's usual
, 3rota
one of a letter in which the opening expliaina the cause for the-
narration. The diction and sentences are Brown's. The description
of the valley in which Courtrail lived recalls thet of Edgar Huntly.
~, e
Ihe letter {ne storylof & man who lived for 167 years and

then was imprisoned on a charge of witchcraft and committed suicide.

It is peculiarly appropriate ae—a~stery rfor Brown because it dis-

. -

A %;
cusses at~Iength the‘possiblet experienQQaXn( a life of that

length and has several suggestions of—e-nature that ocoudkd-Rel
‘ G G ,

kelp-But appeal to him. The elixir of life is one(e—ﬁ-—t-hem\and N

this-Fas-witton—by—Brewn it 1s a very good explanation ef=ihe

readon why he did not treat swehra subject. Fhe—epriteatienol.

a .
$Reé hero nas achieved the elixir the interest of Brown would wane

and to carry the work further would be as dirfficult for him as
Hawthorne afterward found it. The development to be of moral

interest seemed impossible---1it could only take on the character

1 Vol.III,pp.247-256.
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ho
of a novel of adventure,with no reasenadie cllizax an%tendtng,save

Zme¢f'

the end of the writer's patience. The name of GasPard we have seen

used in Stephen Calvert as—Gaspard-Calivery but of course similarity

of names is dbut a detail in the evidence. The structure is in its

Az venal
repetitions peculiarly faultly 11keﬂéee% of Brown's short stories; it
has the wsusd moral tag at the end; the love of the principal character

for solitude and books; his possible writing of nis memoirs and his

recollection of William Penn's history are all Brownish. At the end

the story is suggested as—apprepiiate to be sent to the narrator's

friend who is a physician the—same as several of Brown's rrtendh were.
P b AR borpaflied Ty ] e pem 10T WA £ ws dddag

- We.have glven attention to the prologue to the Robbery which was
undoubtedly EBrown's but for want of sufficient proof that its companion

pilece 18 also his we have found it necessary tc place our consideration

s

of the Epilogue to the Robbery,in the somewhat questionable class. It

A
afdean 1
te—feund in volume one immediately following the prologue, and—reads

a~TLoLiows-
2
Epilogue to the Robbery.
A ROBBERY!--five hundred pounds reward!
Lookx to your watches--o'er your stores keep guard!
1 P.LkgO.

2 At the second, performance,which was undoubtedly the last,Mrs.
Velmoth spokeﬂth&e-&p&%ogue The text used 1z that of the Monthly
Magazine. ¥o—oopy—had—been—rLound in the—newspapers—of—the-—day e,




I've lost my pOCKetehandkerchief!——'tis gone!
*Twas worth two shillings—-though it cost but one.

Tre hue and cry is up--seize,seize the wretch!
And give him up to gibbetls and Jack Ketch.

But let the licens‘'d robvber freely roam

And prowl abroad,or lurk for prey at home.

Let heroes seize the mighty nabob's store,

Or enter Switzerland and rob the poor.

On Altdorr's hills,or India's fertile plain,
Alike the object,thirst for power or galn.

In either hemisphere the like pretense

Has serv'd to cheat mankind of common sense-- -
Y% onlv conquer rfor their proper good,

*"To-make them happy we must shed their blood,*
Tnus the fell Spaniard sought Columbia‘'s shore,
And, impious,bore the cross through fields of gore.
Thus every hero who the world has vex'ad '
Makes human happiness his stale pretext;

Is it to civilize?--or preach the worad?

The first great argument is still--the sword.
*We must have power--you must submit--must pay--
"We xnow what's right--you perish or obvey."

But human happiness was never found

Where grinding swords inflict the'deadly wound;:
where hate and vengeance ill the troubled breast,
And man 1s only seen oppressing and opprest.

It springs from justice--from the love of good,
Thnis must be taught in love--not wrote in blood.

Now to the more familiar robber turn,

0 could I make his face with blushkes wurn!

He,who for prey,still prowls from door to door,

And thrives,by making poverty more poor:.

Hold,hold the portrait up,that each may see,

And snrinking cry, "That figure's meant for me!"

39T no,I start and tremble at the task,

Wnat force Herculean would the labor askl!

A conscience pure--discernment ciear and keen——

A voice and alr wnich speaks the soul serenfe;:

My will is stifled by my conscious fears,

My con3cious wish to steal--your smiles and tears—-—
For robbing is the soul of my vocation,

My mighty strife to steal--no--gain your approbation.”

The failure to use the heavy dash to separate it from the pro-

logue and aliso to give 1t a heading in capitals,as all other

verses are given'&n—%h&a—magzztne\would 3eem to indicate Hkatl

it should be He—some~way conneclted with the prologue. 0f courase

the epllogue and prologue of a play are somewhat related so &t

3
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it 183 possible tney would be given as a palr whether by the same

author or not. However doubtful s—mey-—ve, rt—-i—e—we:-t«h’f—netrl-n-g{es-pee&aﬂy
/lm Ane

a—rtew—ol some@?acé’i’?‘.& kend In %-he—eom:sosi—«-i-en ((It s-eems

Ho—-hAK—ILORS a.ppearedr\in the Monthly Magazine,not evou being

given in the newgpé.pers of the day,arebher—susTieious—alraoumstanas-
sttt

The verse 1s the couplet like-t-ha%—m the prologue and reeaiis
M The opening recalls the verses _m;_ﬁgg_r&c_gg'_s_
Window of 1787. “The mighty nabvob's store' recalls the nabob and
his fortune of Arthur Mervyn. The shift of &he ideas to Switzer-
land is quite in the 1line of Brown's worship of the Pays de Vaud.
*But human happiness was never found where grinding swords inflict
the deadly wound","A conscience pure--discernment clear and keen—--l
a voice and alr which speaks the soul serene" and "gain your
approbation* are all Brownish,but beyond these details and the
circumstances of publication as-net+eed there are no further
, ¢
traces, of-ERon—to—~be—Ffoumd. So~—it-is %omewna.t doubt ful i—&s@

.
Lz wrote this—apilegue~butl (still pos3ible

' A
The newspapers of the day $a speaking of the prologue do not
mention the authorship of the epilogue at all,and it seems more

than 3 mere probabllity that the same hand called in by Dunlap
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to supply a prologue would ®e—used—to furnish the epilogue. At the

J\,O-' L.a.lq) o —
same time tt—is—pesstdie Dunlap himself wrote 1t,but not because of

\

+he humorewé—~eirekes~ The man who was capable of the verses For the

Grocer's Window, those on “Loo¥ and the “Sweet 1little thing" could

easily have risen to the comical elements of this epilogue.
2 : he
On Cards signed Almeria has a Brown opening:recalls what Brewm had
written #aJetters about “Loo" and card playing; 1s 1ll-maintained as
a woman's contribution;all that it contains veing possible of Brown

himself and has the same style and language as Alcuin.

3
The Evils of Reserve in Marriage is characteristically Brownish.

It has his diction;has the usual moral tag;zand is given according to
one of his methods as a letter to Mary;but convincing evidence is

wanting. It 1s signed N. That it is fiction seems to be clear from

n
a letter in answer to be found in volume three.

We now come to the very doubtful third class of contributions,

o thisAmagasine~

‘ 5
The Remarks on a Passage ir Virgil signed X would seem to have

- £
s - 0] Y
- . 2

wot—taks—pairs—to-—teli—us—was—his
2 Vol.I,p.188. 3 Vol.I1I,p.k0g. 4 P.15. 5 Vol.II,pp.2L3-247,




in the opening paragraph hints that Brown wrote it. peziaps It

may be his,but there is too much doudbt and too little evidence to

cide
peeve it eme—way or the-ethedr. -At—the—same—{lineti—shouid—e—

<wentionsdyand-li-should—be—neted—that A:nyone inclined to accept 1t

- -

will -have—telaccept \also\or disprove in all twenty articles

1
signed X. In every case the subject 13 cre—fmrwhienl Erown wad
A

interesté‘,but in some ea8es the opinions are not di3tinetively

his, \n_one-they-are distinctively not hkisyand in all gases they

are ed#deor indicated as communications or W& "For*the magazine.

Only one has a~few—poinie—ed internal evidence+name%qA}n the first

of

case—dl the Literary Magazine volume three--0On New Year's Pay.

which will be conslidered when we eews—t6 study that perlodical.

2 .
On Farly Attachments has a comparison of two female characters,

- e | m——

Matilda and Felicia,which is of Brown’# interest,and somewhat
similar to certain contrasts in the Weekly Magazine,but except

for atyle there 13 no other evidence, to—warrant—aseribing-it-to
s
3
On Almanacs signed R. has Brown's diction,a Brownish opening

and is partly a dialogue dbut has nothing more to stamp 1t =g his.

1 Moathly ggggzine,Vol.I,p.2#7;Vol.11,pp.243,251;Vol.III,p.321;
Literary Magazine,Vol.I,p.329;Vol.1I1,p.531;V0o1.1II,pp.22,194,
208,281,466, Vol.1V,pp.114,207,276,323,431;Vol.V,pD. 36, 292,
332,468, VolVi,pp.26,U451. . )

2 Vol.II,p.321. 3 Vol.I,p.85.

Ro°
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Many of the articles appearing in this magazine appeared in others

[ with waieh Brown,wea\connected/and:In some instances we have been

able to offer evidence to 3how a probability that they were written

by him. When such 13 the case w4%h—&ny—os;ths-so;;ew;ng—iisx we shall
wttz |
call attention to it %y—a notes.

le appearance,though suspicious under the circumstances

of alteration or re it is confined to un-

important detal not conclusive bu ly suggestive; however

T the purpose of attracting attention to them we
Vegetable Manure ' selection Vol I,p 14. = 1Vol.II,p.75.
Garlick taste in milx * 146 = 2 W.M.,Vol.I,p.l1l62.
general description of Peru " ¥ ¥ v 308 = 3L.M.,Vo0l, II.p 110.
Hcnegt Man,a portrait original ¥* * v 405 = 5 L.M.,Vol.VI,p.k459.
Remarks on Russian Empire " 6 " II,* 99 = 7 L.M.,Vol.VI,p.u4l5,
Foresight of Spiders " LS P = 8 L.M.,Vol.VI,p.438.
Life of Burger selectiony * " 384 = L.M.,Vol.VIII,p.28.
on Wwriting Pens 'g 9 " v "i6g =10W M:,Vol I,0.149,
0On a Taste for the Picturesque’ ‘original Vol.1II,p,11=L.M.,Vol.II,D. 163.
fagle Serma Sisome, ~ LUl T et i o e
A ' 5L.M.,Vo D. .
Prevailing Ignorance of Geography ™ " ¥ "}10= L. M.,ﬁol Vi ﬁ 167.
Remarks on Shorthand " L 92—1’6’1. M.,Vol.VI,p.421.
]

Rumfords Es3ays. 7" I ¥13213=19¥.M.,Vol. II p.6.18
“(¥W.M.=Weexly Magazine. L.M.=Literary Magazine.)

In sur study of the Weekly Magazine we showed th=at Brown was

prodhably the author of the extended review 06 Rumford's Essays.

1 Wit 4 2w suspicious unimportant corractinnis. 2 Cr.Weexly Magazine
i L ———— __ay ’

it

Voiil,n.102. 2 With con3lderable varlation and title,Genezé;
Ide gﬁ,?ﬂri. 4 Signed H.L. ani ascrived vy us to Browa in our
study ol the Litarary “ablgggi. 5 Signed W.,and with a few
sugnicious unimportant corractions 6 Sizned H.X. 7 Sizned R.

2 Si;n~1 W. 9 Certainliy not 5ronn S. 10 Opening was modified and

3ix santences oniltted Ty Brown. 11 Signed Looker-on and ascrived
to 3Brovrn elsewherse. 12 Introduczed by L., 13 Given a new title,
Dialrct in Phila and 3igned A. 14 Siznei C. 15 Gtven a new
tie, A ¥orldling's Prayer,and shorn of its rirst tinree paragraphs.
Stgrnal L. Attrivut=d to Brow: by us(1793). 17 Second instalment

gri=,1 0. 18 and continued. 19 Some sizgned Philo,ncf‘nroven Brown's
our dtudy of the magazine.

- b ot
st H— :3\ [
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The second instalment in the Monthly Magazine apREATARCe~oFLRe.

’ 1
Peview 13 signed 0. and it 1s possibdle ket the Parallel hetween

Hume,Robertson and Gibbon and the review of Grimké'gg Wills,simi-

t
larly signed,may be %y Brom§ MNei-d-—lRportant—t6—mention—this
Y el
and_we_sheuld-not—ignere—~the—oquatiy—pertiment—faet~that the 0.
initial makes fourteen appearances in three volumes of the

Literary Magazine most of which we 3hall suggest as prebadly

Brown's.

Among the pseudonymous contridutions there are a-gkéal many
witnh signatures that do not again appear in any of Brown's
magazines. That they may be a device of the editor's fer—devetving

sho-reader 1s quite probvable. In someSEQEE:QEhey have(beem not{
eﬁﬁéseﬁﬁ%atisractorily ascribed to other writers by the ususl
reference books on pseuddnymous literature. 0f course they still
are.doﬁbtrul and we may not be entirely warranted 1in calling
attention to some esoteric connection with Brown of such names

as Amy_Armatrong,Peter Purrendorf,Egeria,Almeria,Monendus and S.B.
we—shoa&é—aiae—mea&&on-xhax'%ossibly others were masks for Erown.
It seems strange that so many single initials appear throughout

1 Voi.1,0.90. 2 Vol.I,v.127.




)
these Brown#ﬁagazines;tnat of the alphavet only B.G.I.K. and U.
nappen to be omitted. When we rind that-—the articles from Brown's:
friends were usually signed by their names,or &8 in the case of
1

reviews were unsigned it seems as if he had simply adopted the
device of at€§hing any letter of the alphavet at random. At least,
the point 1s uncommon and suspicious.

The mere mention of several pieces will serve the purpose of

directing attention to them. It 18 possible,though wanting of

convineing proof,that Brown wrote them.

The verses To Stella in volume one Feeall-their frequent occurence

in the Literary Magazine,the signature of Alwin resembles Selwyn

and Alcuin,and the date conforms to Brown being in New Yorx

(

at that time of pestilence. ZFhe~¥erse 1sABrown's usual couplet*rug,
e 3
Possibly Bsewn wrote the reviewsa of the translations of Kotzebue
H- :
and the Word-chase Finished which has ¥®e diction and verse form,
he ’ 5

of—Rrowala. Whether Brewn wrote the Remarks on Godwin's St.lLeon

&
1s doubtful. The initials R.P. may be for Robert Proud,but there
18 doubt whether he would abandon the ususi Quaker forms of address
beoed.

and whether he would read any work of the shkaraeter, With this

should go the note Bethlem Gabor which may be Brown's. A Retort

fier_volume one, 2 P.79. Vol.I11,p.225 Vol. . .
b 051TE T8RS0 v T g udn Ot 15 P 2P, 20d, JO1 T1L,D. U53

L,‘ ¢ E__a%uf g ea Ricbhavdson Volgpg, TN
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1 can ’
Merchantile may be the result of as+ experience in the store of

2 3
his brothers'. On Conversation,the Famlly of Lines and the

I
Remarks on Short Hand Writing, the Differences between Felicity

5 ,
and Happiness signed X, the Differences petween Prejudice and

6
Prepossession, the Differences vetween Shiade and Shadow signed

7 8 ‘
L., the TIrial and Condemnation of Lengthy and the Men worth

9
Fifty Tollars: all bear slight traces of Brown and may be selec-

tions from his journal or manuscripts.

10
The three poens, signed Calista and unidentifried by the usual

authorities,may be included here as possibly Brown's. In our

\y(,o?rla.kx\uaci CLQ_Q
A_sfudv of the year 1794 we éiund a long poem To Calista which has

sufricient internal evidence to warrant its ascription to Brown.
\Jn_\t_wﬂ)
HN-re-wrote that ore it 13 not improdable tha$ the name as a

pseudonym was used by him. The three poems are the only instances

1l Vol.I,p.171. 2 Vol.III,p.&7. %2 Vel.III,p.848.
4 Ve1.III,p.92. 5 Vol.III,p.1l%. 6 Vol.III,p.95..
7 Vel.III,T. 242, 3 Vol.IIl,p.172. 2 Vel.III,p.4C1.
10 o‘.’II,}p 239 (Septenter 1800} ard 4CC (Yovember 1X040).




1302 A

of the use of the pseudonym in all his periocdicals. In norway
can they be censidered answers to tnevlonger one which was not
published until 1808 in the third volume of the American Registex.
s zoc&bl '

Perhaps eight years was thought sufficient fer-the defeets—ef
the memories of his readers. |

Tne most susplclous circumstance concerned ﬁ&th the wa§%e
three is %kad no notice was given them in the éditor's notes to
correspondents. If The rfirst was so ungratefully neglected the

editor could hardly have expected to receive the others from any

correspondent.

The first 13 enditied The Seasonsg written from New York. During

the year 1794 when 1t is probable these verses were written

Brown was several times in that city. The metre is Rrewnls
iambic pentameter,not in the familiar couplet but riming in al-
ternate lines arranged in groups of four like the verses To Mis

De—ee P ,the postscript to the 13 May 1792 letter, To Laura

Offended,Helena's and Constantia's songs in Ormond and L‘'Amoroso.

Its inspiration Toc Calista only differed in bveing unrhymed. The

)
1deas expressed 1f Brewn'8 are new in that they are joyful. The
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diction is 1like his. On the whole this one pee®m 18 indecisive
and alone would not warrant more than mention.

The second,To the lLeheigh,reminds us of the verses In Praise

of Schuylkill of 1788 except that here we have the variation
in the same iambic pentameter of alternate lines rhymed. The
ideas are like Brown's,the diction 1is his and the poem 1is
he

dated at Bethlehem 21 May 1794 when we—lerow—BRgwn may have

A
been there,having made an eariter visit ste—-the-—Pplaoce—in the
previous autumn. If we accept as rils thne varying allegiance to
streams which 13 not bteyond HRe—tights—el pdetic license we may

M

find nothing to hinder us from ascriving these lines to Brown.

The third,On Domestic Happiness,EBITEWELig@ediatelyithe second,

though 48 not dated or located. The ideas are Brewnds,the
metre 1s the same as the others,the diction is nis,and the state
of mind is his. Of the three it has the strongest indications

W
0f being by our—autker,
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Now that we have seen that about one hundred and twenty articles
or instalments of articles or contributions must be at least
condgidered in our search after possible ascriptions to Brown in

the Monthly Magazine it 1s necessary to state that only two

ether writers have given the—world any details connected with

aRy—part~—oL thls task.

: 1
Fricke in Brown's Leben und Werke suggests as peseibiy Brown's

the—following six(liﬁwo:

On the State of American Literature 2 Vol.I,p.15,signed M.
Parallel:)bpeiween Hume,Robertson and Gitbon,Vol.I,p.90,signed 0.

Schiller 3 Vol.Isp.153,unsigned.
Thoughts on Style Vol.I,p.167,s8igned Crito.
Character of Mary Godwin Vod.I,p.330,3igned L.M. 4%
Eulogy on Richardson Vol.III,p.163,3i1gned R.P.5

1 Hanburg 1611.

2 This may nave vea2n suprlisd vy Candidus who haid firnizned the
article on Amecican Literature in Vol.I,p.238.

3 Given as 1 s=21l=ctlon.

L Thia i3 too ncar se-Saske=fer Litham Mitehtill to 2 accepted
Dy us. '

5 Cf.Femhrks on Godwin's St.leon,Vcl.II,p.LQOk.
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He does not g&*}n%o an extended proof of any of them,and in the

W
oe;;a of Crito and R.P. does not consider other articles so signed.

1l
Van Doren in the Nation 1ists what constitute fourteen instalments

or articles. He notices #he undoubdted 1tems such as the Edgar

Huntly fragment, Thessalonica,Stephen Calvert and the Friendship

letter from Jesslca. He suggests as Brown's the Original Letters-—-

and thelir place in Jessica-- the lLesson on Concealment or Mary

Selwyn but is-Unable—Fo—preve—and does not bvelleve the Trials of -

Arden to be nis. In-Lha_casa3—where—he—gets—an—the~¥+gh%k¥eek—he

“4srnot—interesiod—to—go—on-to—the—terminalr
I&—was/&bout April 1800.%kad the magazine and all of Brown's

e -

literary work took -e8 an unfavorable aspeel. In his letter to
James Brown he 3peaks of the dullness of the booktrade.

*Bookmaking,as you observe,1s the dullest of all trades,
and the utmost that any American can look for,in his
native country, 1s to be reimbursed his unavoidable
expenses."*

This and the peoreenad letter to Beers soliciting his and his
friends®' subscriptions indicate #h3{ the magazine was not wesy
prospérous,and evidently the editor called into consultation the
remnant of the eight "men in the hlizhest degree respectable for

literature and influence" who had persuaded him to be—%he~p+&e?Lf:

and. launchéd mm~en the undertaking. The result was to be seen in
1 ¥.Y.,1% Jan.,1915.

e
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the preface to the third volume. It speaks for itself and contains

all the facts essential to our present purpose. We quote it in

full,and shall merely notice a few details in notes.

W

We have 3gen
an i t hp rs we
e newspase
We havs seen
3 posSsiti2
3uch a3 success

of

culties, which might embarrafs and unpede its prgﬁreﬁ 0

THE MONTHLY MAGAZI}VE, AND AMERICAN RE '
VIEW,. was undertaken with a foreﬁght of .the. mz;n. dlﬁ
a time ; but, feeling fome confidence in the. excef
lence of their plan, and relylng on the aid ofg .fr_l_
others well difpofed_to promote the literature ; of
country, the Editorshwere not intimidated b the g oom};
profpect of the difaftrous wreck of former ac{vcnturers,
difcouraged by the predictions of a fimilar fate, fromj 1 re
newing the experiment, and again trying the ftrength an
durablenefs of public favour and patronage towards hterarx \
prq;eét; %wappearance, too, at a time when no, fis ;lan]
publication#was known to exift in the United Statés,;was !
jultly deemed % circumftance peculiarly favourable to fucccfs, !
With novery high expeations, and with noextraordinary !
efforts to obtain patronage, which has been chiefly volun-,
tary and unfolicited, it cannot be fuppofed that any dify
appointment fhould be felt, if the fuccefs of the undery
taking has not been hitherto equal to their withes.—The -
Editors have, indesd, experienced the moft flattering fpe--
cies of encouragement, in the approbation beftowed by,

thofe whofe judgment is a fufficient fanction in favour ocf
any produion relative to literature or fcience. _Gratifie
in being inftrumental in the eftablifhment of a work, which,
from the nature and value of its materials, and the rcfpe&- ,
ability of the contributors, might add fomething to_the
literary. reputation of their country, and tend, in {fome °
degree, to refute the cenfures of foreigners, on the apathy; | )
and difregard apparently fhown by Americagg to llterature
and {cience; they indulged little expe&atxo:&f any remu
neration for their labours, but as a remote and dublous con- i
fequence of the profperity of the enterprife. 1y
In a {cheme, experimental and zentative, dcpcndmor oq
the precarious aid of cafual auxiliaries, as well as the more,
certain fupport of affociates and allies, and liable to the.
fiuctuations of cxrcumﬁance and opinion, it was all owable, |
on pnncxples of pridence and juftice, in any ftage of 1;3,
progrefs, however lfaoreeablc to them, to relinquifh the]

Io .
ded to hls dreanling

1T a3 we have any evidence
ol

Trat Trnis iz merely couriesy. He was the editor
re ne sonecrs.
r3 war2 3aupplyiag trhe deman
Brovnt's expectatinns axisn
£2,702 in ono year., Sc 7
seemed only rexotely dubious.
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in the opinion of others, and frofn thelf own obﬁ:rvauon,!,
be more conducive to its ultimate fuccefs, and to the ad- !
vantage of the pubhc Lo :

The thin population of the United States renders it im- l
poffible to procure fufficient fupport from any one city; |
and the difperfed fituation-of readers; the embarrafiments :
attending the diffufion of copies over a wide extent of coun- !
try, and the obftacles to 4 prompt colletion of the {mall -
foms¥vhich fo cheap a publication: demanded; are,- it is
prefumed, fatisfactory reafons for altering and contra&mg i
the publication, o as to diminifh, if not wholly. avord,
thofe inconveniences;—Their own experience, -as.well as
the obfervation of rcfpcftable frierids, “has led to 2 behief; |
that a work, chxcﬂy, or wholly, devoted to literature- aﬂd
feience, would, in the prefent condition of. the : Usited
States, appear more advantageoufly at lefs frequent.infer-
vals; and that, either as it may regard the Editois, or the.
Pubhc, a quartcr-yearly -publication is preferable 0’ .opeé:

i)earmg at thorter periods.—The completion of the Mrr’d [

e of the prefent work, -and the’ ‘commenceriént of |
.another year, and a new century, render this & ﬁt tlm&fm
ntroducing fuch a change. - T
Had obﬁ:acles occurred formidable enough® to ‘have. pro-
“duced-a total dereliction of the fcheme, Tlittle confolatlon’
‘¢ould be derived from imputing the failure of fuccefs, nor
‘would fuch an imputation be juft, to the ignorance”and,
cupidity of the people. Americans, in this refpe&, are
-no way different from the people of other countries," but.
are influenced by fimilar motives; and, fwayed by the,
force of circumftances, are more concerned about: ‘what
relates to their immediate interefts or wants, than inex<
amining or eftimating the valye of the productions of ge-.
nius, tafte, and learning.

Though {ome temporary inconvenience may probably be
felt by the Editors, from-the change of their plan, they
cannot but flatter themfelves that its neceffity and propriety
will be apparent to thofe who have fubfcribed to the work;
and that their patronage and aid will be extended to ¢ The
American Review and Literary Fournal,’” a viEw of which

is annexed ¥ the prefent number. - : :

New-York, _?anm_y 1, 1801,

3
This preface Sedng Written after the p¥essesed change had been
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to stand out clearly,the magazine did not make money for the editor
and probably not for the publisher and a month's issue took up too
much of the time which Brown would otherwise give entirely to fiction.
Exactly what was the cause of dissatisfaction 1s not clear. According
to one source it appears the magazine was making too many enemies by
its honest though not politic reviews;pbut this seems hardly conform—
able to the fact that that part was precisely the part which surviveq’
According to another critic the claim was made that though it had ex-
cluded politics it had a decided leaning toward Jefferson;and even such
a thing as 1ts omission of marriages andFeatns was suggested as against
it. There may have been too many minds directed to the undertaking.
Prcbably the real cause was a combirnation of these with other unknown
reasons. However lHli~lo—be—neted—bhal thg magazine was not given up,
it did not really become defunct,as many have stated. The editor saw
there was dissatisfaction and that some change was necessary,sC he
waved his magician's wand and metamorpnosed it.

Brown deserves a great deal of credit for this magazine. Like all
ventures of his,he entered on 1t with enthusiasm and his conduct of
it was always earnest if not always excellent. The material supplied

is readable to-day and in so far as it is educational
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i1t seems #mat the present day reaader is equally as ignorant oﬁ the
gsubjects he treated as were those to whom he catered. Though

_ 1
probably not Erown's own 1t is probably true as stated that the
magazine was the first to introduce Schiller to the American
public. The range of subjects was wide,perhaps too much so. In
trying to please a great many dirffering 1;terests he succeeded
in pleasing no particular one,sco kel there was no enthusiasm
and without compass or chart the pllot steered all over a boundless
sea,only bveing watchful to avoid rocks on the shoals of politics.

It seem3 gwdte probable k&t Brown got his 1éea of the periodical

from the Weekly Magazine but when a publication of this character

contains astronomy,biology,agriculture,travels,inventions,hiatory,
blography,chemistry,the drama and literature,and for good measure
adds various original stories and verses it 1s getting out of its
fleld,and trespasses so much on that of the newspaper theat 1t

might Just as well te 1ssued as suchl. Jcseph Dennie had done

this at Walpole,New Hampshire, in the Farmer's Weekly Musgsaum
with consideratle success and in\tne state of the country at the
time 1t is8 probatle that had BErown followed his example he would

have likewise succeeded. But like all vayages on.the

*‘ﬁafhflte*ature in American Magazines prior to 18U46. University
"ot Wisconsirn, Bulletir Xo. ]HS.,D 29. '
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boundless sea the senslble pllot soon saw the}xecessity for a
port in view,and when Brown began self-criticism he invarliably
accomplished something. Thus the sudden activity in the pilot's

quarters resulted in putting the ship into a course toward the

American Review.






