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TBB KOliTHLY KAGAZID ilD AKERICAlT9REVIE1' 

1799-1800 

1 
Brown•o rtrst poait1on~1n the editorial chair came with the 

beginning ot the Monthly Kaga.z1ne and American Review.,-' !.tie tiP&t 

~~---~--o:..--~~~~--~~~------' -::z::... 
aum~e;r wu ~11 i1i?f:a~ T. & J. swords or New York,who, 

besides booka sold such a wea•N~ vartety or things that even 

~o.M.. 
the modern stationery store <MU14 not aurpass, ~•ere the pr1n-

issues should be monthly, each number to contain at least eighty 

pages, large octavo in size, handsomely printed on suptft"J-ttne pi.per;; 

secondly, subscribers were to pay on delivery }7 1/2 cents a number;: 

third, a halt-yearly title-page and complete index was to be tur-

ntshed tree. 

TWenty to thirty pages were given up ~o wl!&~ mtg~\ ~e iePme~ the 

Monthly Magazine material, consisting mostly of essays and stories. 

Ten or fifteen pages constituted the American Review ot domestic 

publ1cat1ons,and republ1cat1ona or foreign works. About twenty more 
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pages were given up to 1e1ecttons and the last tew to poetry. 

The complete work consists ot three volumes compr1s1ng eighteen 

nwnbers, or which the first six are tor Apr11,Ka.y,June,July,August, 

bdl<rwi ~~ 
and the number dated September,October,November and December,179~~ The 

A. 

other twelve numbers are regular issues tor each month ot t~s year 1800. 

It was published in arrears; that 1s,the rtrst number,ror April 

1799 ca.me 

Kent,some 

out in Ka.y,be1ng issued,accord1ng to Johnson's letter to 

time before ~~'5~~~f;t,el' 'as ~ate.. ~ lhe same letter 

1~ 11 said ~ the May number would be issued on the tirst or June. 

The editorial note at the end or the first number says each number 

was to be published •at the beginning or each month•. At the toot or 

the first page ot the sixth number Brown said there was ·nothing in 

the nature or the work that demands a strict observance or particular 

divisions of time,u which is all very true but it never seems to have 

occured to him that tor that reason he could have had it dated in 

advance. 



diary:~ 

wsee Smith and talk of a Weekly Mag~zine for this 
place, to be printed by the swords and for their 
emolument,we having all power over it.• 
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lap had .been ~patron of the weekly Magazine_of Philadelphia 

80 t of the projected pertodi-

cal at New York course we know the publication 

under 

again 

u7 August 1798. Talk on our project of the Weekly 
Magazine to be published by swords under us.• 

From another source we learn th~t as far back as January of 

1798 Brown 1 3 friends had had the pla.n lil'Zaer J11.1iJt!! of placing him 

in the editorial chair. 

Yft~er ~~te &t ~ January 1798 William Johnson wrote to James 

1 
Kent at Poughlceeps1e:p-artly a1 fellewa.. 

11'I tl.ke the liberty to double this letter b.Y inclostng 
you a copy of proposals for a ma.gaz1~e. It is intended 
for t~e benefit of Mr.Brown,who designs to devote h1~
s~lf to the business of Ed1tor,should sufficient en
cour~gement be given for the commencement of the pub
lication. The plan .••• • 



But Johnson was not the only one attempting to arouse interest 

l 
in the mag:l.zine. According to the Life or Samuel Miller the 

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

venture. 

•After the yellow fever ~ad passed away Mr.Brown•s friends 
in New York,the Friendly Club in particular,busted them
selves to find him employment,and a means of support, 
agreeable to his literary tastes. He was accordingly 
encrouraged to establish •The Monthly Magazine and 
American Review• the first number of which bears the 
date ot April 1799." 

Like Johnson,Yiller spared no effort of his own to promote the 

matter and under date of 24 December 1798 he wrote to Dr.Morse. 

"You may rest assured, this is not a.n ordinary,nor a 
catch-penny plan. The principal editor ts a gentleman 
ot undoubted learning and taste,who will devote a large 
part of his time to the work;1.11d he will be supported 
and assisted by an association,which includes some of 
the first literary characters in this c1ty,so tha~ 
I think you may,with confidence,recommend the work 
to the patronage of your friends,as one that will be 
ably conducted,and as one that will be decidedly 
favorable to the interests of morality and religion. 
I have no doubt that it ma.y 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.Cbarles B. Brown,lately or Philadelphia. You may, 
I believa,fully confide 1n him as a Federalist. or his 
learning and taste there can be no question. There ts a 
society,or club,of some ten gentlemen,who meet once a 
week to consult about the magaz1ne,and concert plans 
to make up its contents and to promote its interests. 
Of these ten,seven are decided Federalists;the other 
three are a little Democratic,but remarkably mild and 
moderate men. I a.m not at liberty to mention their 
names,but a.m persuaded you need be under no apprehension 
respecting the work in a political point or view." 

1 Phil~.,1869,p.119. 
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w-·~ ~ Q~l<Ri1 
ten members of the Friendly Club ~ is not certainJ 

~,,, .. ,,~ they were Charles Adams ,Anthony Bleecker, Charles Brock-

den Birpwn, Willia.It. Dunlap,w1111am Johnson,Edward M1ller,samuel 

Miller,s.L.M1tch111,G.M.Woolsey and w.w.woolsey. Adams,Dunlap 

. ~~ 
and John!~ have been Ma little Democrattc•,x1tchtll we lHle• 
was a B•~j~ his election to CongressAa c.... .J~oc.--..-...t' 

0.-. . 
or course Brown himself made $1HiFy effort to secure subscri-

\r-ir- ~\J.o..tt \\..~6.-. ai.~ ~ 
bers~ Dunlap• s diary 6 Deceztter ·1798 records 1'tM.t ~»&WR read 

~ pro~pectus to him. 

The pla.n of iQe magasi&• was 

ha. 

1 
detailed to 

~k\~l 

Brown• s brother 

Arm1 tt in December l 798A. ~ selection Dunlap 
!\ 

8'6cs1 quotes 

from one of Brown's letters~and reaas~ 

" Eight ~f ~Y frie;ds h~re~ ~en in -the high-es-tdegree re:t 
spectable for literature and influence, have. urged me so ve- , 
heme.J;1tly to undertake the project of i1 xpagazine, and pro:, 
miseu ·_.their contr.ibutions and assistance ~-its success, that I . 
have jvil~n and published proposals. Four hundrt:d sub-
scribe~ ~ill repay the annual expense of si~teen hundred XX 
dollars, As soon as this number ·is obtained, the printers will , 
begu1if and trust to the punctual payment of these for reim- ' 
butsement. All above four hundred, will be clear profit to 
nie ; one thousand subscribers will produce four thousand 

1 

five huqclred dollars, and deducting the annual expense will ! 
leave two thousand seven hundred. If this sum be -attainable, 
in a y~r or two you will allow that my prospec(is consoling. 
The influence of my frit:ncls, and their unexpected and un-
common! zeal, inspire me with a courage which I should lJe 

unable to ~rive from a~y other qu~rter. '' 



December 1798, s1iat_Qa 1i wa.a hoped to publish the first number 

ih February or March. 

Despite the respect~ble and influential men who held .out the 

fairest hopes to Brown we see the launching or the first number 

was delayed. There is no doubt ~t those 9"4gh• OF tea friends 

did all that friends can do,but four hundred subscribers at 3~· 

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

probability that the printer did not begin until March would seem 

to indicate ._. it was no easy matter to secure~~~ ""8:t 7-
At the end of the first number there is an editor•s note,~ 

&11mab1~r w;r1.1s\en "e.1 B!'e1ffn\conta1n1ng a few points worthy of 

not tee. ~ "'i'&a~a• 

~!UN AYO lDABLE -delays 1r-:i~ ·~~place i:7ie-p11"1icatia. of -;'j,j. 
first -num!Jer of tltis T&arJ:. Tlze 1·eade,-.; may /Je asmre_d tliat puntluality will• 
hreafter /Je a!Jserwd, and that each n11m1'er shall 6e _~~from t~ Jiress at. ' 
1lie /Jegi1111i1tg of tacit 11111111k. • , : -: : . . ~. ·. 

,.Som~ deviatims,will appear to.lta~ /;een madefcni,t¥fl/A#.vig/11a/!J 1~/J• 
mztMtf to 1'1e pu"11c. Tliese dwiatzons we,-e adopted ajiir mature 1·ejld111111, 
~t}_ it is_ lto_jteJ tkat th~ _wil~_ ~~~~<!_ae_~~l~tjged tu !Je just a11d fJrOfter~: 
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.· :,;:~:,f/;;4,.:~!m;.;; zr;~:;;i!::'. at,;;f:!r1.:.~~tfr 
a suj/lermt "'""Ger ;,{ wluclu of fiolitual tl1.1e.,st()tl and p0l1t1f_al. 1n.for11Jl#t'!"f 1 

1111tl it is p~ts'!'11til "t""!. :.r~atlers i~ general-a;il/ !Je /Jest plttJsed 'Wi.tlu jl(t:1. l 
fumanet /1m1te.I to SCt(11f;_/ic and literary topics. · · · . . . -. -~ r 

. To promote. tlte.usifJl/Mss ef this ·Revie-w'ilf .Amtrirmt publieatidtls, ;~ n Ji- t 
sirdfe lo o/Jtllill • cojlitJ of 11t'W-WOrls as sjtttli[1-and seasona/J{J as possi~_k.;:-} 
.Autliors IZIUI p•llRslteis are tlterifore ~quested to h"rZ111mi1-' topie.s of -1tt'itr Ws· 
to tlte pri1lltrJ of tltis •worl.. All sueli eommrmieation, sliall receive tlze eadiest 1 

! "1U/ ~l_i!fl)ar!f~flOtiee'. .. -... . . . . ; . ·• . .· _ . .. , . h 1_ 

~ . ~ !! sctm. ~e/1:·~.--.uz1y 10_111,_.1zr,,, t!iat ~.c11111mun~dt. '"!' .. at!JreJsttfl~t{M. 1 
Etf11or, an~ k~4~ P.'ostage.at tlte pu'11iskers rwmr.t,. ~~oaDs.), 'TiJlll In: 
gr11tej'1111.J reen••~·;,,,llllf/1ple~ atttllded 1£ .. : . : ... .; .~... . , - .. - .... --- - : . ·--:._~~ - ..... _..., __ --- ---- - ·~ - -·-

1186 

When he had hoped to have the ttrst number issued in February or 

March and it was delayed until some time in Jlay the edttor•s prospects 

were not very encouraging. The omission or political d1souas1on and 

intormation--!or which we may owe thanks to Morse--is noteworthy in 

vtew &1 ·ute t-sa:t that 1 t had been p~m1sec1 in the prospectus which 

Brown says he had written. The Friendly Club was wrecked on pol1t1ca1' 

shoals and 1 t ts certain ~ the eis~t sr te11 men who encouraged the 

!~Ji~ 
magazine were among its members. Probably ~oae w~o were ~•mograi10 

~ 
&t1rre~ l.lp a row aft4 caused ~~QI& mMlths ~ 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.whte~ 
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The optimism or the closing sentence is a detail that ha.s 

generally been neglected and considered wanting in Brown's 

character. 

An advertisement which appears only on the original back cover 

of the August number,shows another arrow from Fortune's quiver: 

"The public,it is hoped,will admit,as a su~ficient 
apology for the long delay of this publication, the 
prevalence of the late ep1demic,wh1ch compelled the 
publishers to leave the city for a time,and to suspend 
their business. Thia irregular1ty,though much to be 
regretted,seems inevitable at present;though,in future, 
the editor 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 it g1vesAa hint or the early irregular career or the magazine. 

As w~ can learn from his letter dated New· York July 26, he pro-

bably left the city during the epidemic. 

one would naturally think that,w1th the yellow fever as another 

obstacle overcome it was about time the course or the magazine 

shoul~ be made smooth. But such was not Brown's fa.tel The sixth 

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

it another apology. At tie toot ot the first page we read;aa r~J.Qwa.; 

---9Tfu: una:voidable d~lay whi~h has atfended the pu'biicail"Jk dt,.the ~l 
tier, occalioncd by the neccfi'ary removal of the Publi~rs from the citt during: ! 

, the late:epidemic, has induced them, to avoid. ana•/Jronif-U, .and tLe apfeartinc•vlJL.1 
fuc·. cellive delay.•, .to ci>ndtide tJic pref en. t year. with t!i. e pub1. ication of the firft vol.11~ 
The nrft numb~ Of the fecond vollime wiU coinmeiice in Januazy, 1800, and will &'C: 
con_tieued. it is hoped, without any inicriuption.-As thcr~ i1, at_ prefent, nothing 

f ~ the nature of the. work tha~ demanps :i llriCl obf~~~e 'c!· p'arJ.icular divilions of_ 
tame, we truR our readcn Will approve of the form which tll.,.prefcut 11umlld h-a.: • 

·_aB'Ullled. .~ . . ;> : . ~·-- - '· ......__:.: .·:_ __ ._J 

The number bore at the head the date or september,october,November 

and December tollowed b~ an asterisk which rererred the reader to the 

Undoubtedly it was issued during December. 

The number or adversities must have been d1scourag1ng.aa4 ~he 

~ 
1P51gJ.12.ar1ty wee aetu· get~S---GB ~lie nel'r.·ee at tile editor·. As we ft!We 

~ ~ 

learn+~ from trfie. letter which suggested ~ trip to Niagara he also 

\M. 

was ha';1sg a bad s~elr~ health. The sickness everywhere in the city 

depressed him more than 1t had when a year betore he was actually 

tighting the disease. However h1s hopes were not gone and his activity 

after returning to the city about December was surr101ent to get out 

two numbers so as to complete the volume. Gt oguJ11e lte s~tfered: ift 

What he could call vthe appearance of succe1a1ve delays• was or 

course to the readers much more than an appearance, and 1r human 
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nature was in those days what 1t ts in ours it is not too much or a 

conjecture to say that he probably lost a part ot his subscribers at 

this time,not alone on account or possible deaths by the yellow tever •. 

The new year came around, the troubles ceased,the magazine regularly 

appeared tor every month and no more apologies were necessary. 

B1bl1ograph1cally this magazine has been treated correctly 10 tar 

as the cataloguers have gone in their claims. But they have gone only 

a part of the way. It their extravagant claims tor the weekly Magazine . 
had been halt as modest ~s they are here and their modesty twice aa 

extravagant as here the truth in both cases would have been nearer 

approached. 

Despite Killer's statement concerning the making up or the magazine 

it is clear that for two out of the three volumes, Brown•s labors 

were much easter than thoae experienced by the usual editor in launch-

1ng a new periodical. He was not compelled to forage round tor 

1 
contrib,1t1ons as for instance Lowell did for the Atlantic and 

tor the most part he needed only to turn over to the printer all 

1 Philip Hone:Diary New York 1889,Vol.II,p.284 in 3peak1ng of the 
death or Ja:nea sworjs on 17 sept~moer 1846 notes b.h1.t the swort'lS 1 

wer~ the ftrst to publlsh a. Monthly Mag . .izlne anj to which ha 00:1-
tri b'.l tP-1. 
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that the ~ h~d ready and brought to their meetings. Any 

~t191eagy a.am 'he failure· <>' any in tne cbarmga ettcle to make 

had 
up the required eighty pagesAto be supplied by the editor's pen 

or from his store of unpublished manuscripts. Thus the affair was 

managed on the lines of the uc1osed corporation" and it was not 

until the third volume that he was compelled to drive ott outsiders. 

:sut,as we shall see,1t was usually in the interest ot the readers 

that he crowded out others and put himself in. How well he peeformed 

his autocratic Mi-\eo111~i duties we shall see presently. 

Before considering Brown's contributions to this magazine it 

is necessary fe» ua to mention certain notes or similar items 

I,{~\~ t.. 
Wftieft ~e4ftS aigned E were undoubtedly written by .Brown Hi tbe 

A 

re~lar geu~ee ot trts wo!'k as editor. To give detailed attention 

to them would be B8e~l9&&1¥ enlarging gur ~&Q~ to no essential 

purpose. The magazine is not a scarce one and many copies are 

accessible in libraries all over our cotlntry. 

When,however,volwne three is studied we find on the last page 

or each number some notes "To correspondents". usually they are 

ot the customary kind but occasionally they depart from the 

stereotyped expressions and come within the compass of our interest 
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comments. With the accep~ee we·~ have by reason or the1r 

noth1ng to do, for th~e~=~&:-:H no/ connnentM ontG::. , 

To reru~e a contr1but1on because or its juvenility or lack 

at originality and spirit very properly accords with editorial 

license but when one is rerused because of its length or its 

manner, or because ·1t 1s •too humble a muse•, or lacks tender-

ness,passion and poetic diction,1t becomes material for~ 

The first refusal is haughtily as follows: 

•uThe Cottiger• is,1ndeed,too humble a muse for our 
miscellany." 

Who the unfortunate victim of this vapidity was is not known 

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

o{ w L"!l 
editorial department concerns itself with five refUsals i~t eR}¥ 

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

••Kotzebue to the Emperor Pau1• breathes generous 
ir.dignat1on in vigorous and spirited verse;but a few 
lines have induced us tt:> suspend its insertion.• 

W~y the editor d11 not aak for an interview and alterations 

"· 

of the objectionable lines 1s beyond comprehension. !ti~ le_};.,, 
(}.-J_ ~\._~~,-R.e_ ~i>et tU.~~- ~~,~ Jl~ ~ c.-J-+t.~ct. ~~ 

remaining ~rtwo\not1c~ deserve quotation and attention. 

tlrA& tire• reaQap 
1 Vol.!II,p.160. 2 Vo 1 • I I I , p • 4-00. 



the:-
This is notAonly instance or Brown's wishing to encourage 

a contributor and as a rettllsai it shows not only careful and able--

consideration or the work offered: but also a surprising appreciation 

or the teel1ngs of the author. For these reasons it should be 

c-ons 1dered. as the bt;st example of all the refusals which "the 

judgment of the editor• saw fit to make. Whatever else may be said 

of Brown as edttor the fact that he was seriously attempting to 

fill 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 cor;-espondent "SciiBL.l!:K A" will excuse us-for -not i'nsert;\ 
ing the " Di.uertation on Baclz.:lors."-Some novelt.l.¢ sentiment,. some I 
touches of wit, or strokes of humou.-, or some bcaUties of language; are ; 
necessary to enliven and adorn a subjeCl: so dry, s1ale, and unprofitable:- '. 
We recommend a theme less trite·, and more adapted for the e::crcise of 
her. pen: for we should be sorry th~t the rcjeCl:ion of this D.rst essay·_ 
should discourage her. from further correspondence.: --~£:-~.:. :.:: , . . 

Undoubtedly the material here considered was quite inferior to 

the effort of HHenricus" 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 a.re valuable as showing that he had 



a keen sense for detecting the virtues~a "dry" subject •. 

one or the editorial notes s~J1e0 by ~rQWR 1s doubly convino-... 

ing because 1t is added at the end or the article signed w. and 

1 
is itself signed B. It is a note on the plays or Kotzebue. 

2 
In the E-aigned Remarks on Female Politicians the internal 

evidence corroborates the suspicion ~ it was written by the 

editor. The diction, ideas and structure recall Brown's Alcuin 

W:3 
and while there is no\ certainty or the article ~el~ his,there 

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

surtrage it is excellent. Ul\11~e Aletttn tt deee &et evea a;pptoaeh 

Aside from the general character or the magazine which will be 

under stood as we go on, the .important part oi: Ule Ttea1i11r.e was the 

department aea,~1&1ftg w)lQ.$ wea entitled the •American Review• with 

the section eR~~tle! '~ •Account or the American Editions of 

Foreign Publications.• 

TQQT 0 1& ae ~e~fii tl'le~1his review part was principally the 

cause or the ultimate metamorphosis or the magazine. It drew 

~· 
.; 

too much attention 8tiW&!f from better mater1a11--arter all it was 

1 Vol.I,p.78. ' 2 Vol.III,p.416. 
3 Willard Phillips has remember~d it as th~ American Review a.nd 

Monthly Ma~azine. see Godwin'a Bryant,Vol.I,p.154--:- ~ 
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only one department ot tke tM.el~li•••lM'l\--1t r1na1J.y d~~ 

too much along the lines of party pol1t1cs which not only &L 

ell Girail@l\ H the magazine\~ t'??'RP but also wrecked the fellow-

ship of the Friendly Club. ~ ft&i eJ:U.¥ oame tG ~eal w1t~ wl\ai w&s.. 

...--.-. 
a.i f1P&t ee o erelJ ascheweet bti"t 1hrough bad tg,ste and unpopular 

policy it antagonized most of the authors of the books reviewed. 

/ a-<> 
mila~h the swords~ publishers et tlW mas~Ei.t~proved them-

selves meet wonderful beings by looking on complacently 9RQ \Hl• 

~ ~l 
e&a,loaiftiftgl:Y while they saw their publications p1llar1ed the time "' /\ 
was hardly the mtllenium of ~ reviewers when they could continue 

to express- their honest opinions. 

As a rule the reviews were a deal like the editor's refusals 

and of the ~ea81 character of the time but in some instances 

they overstepped all bounds of propriety and became entirely too 

severe and tasteless. For instance it ts hard to find any satis-

ractory excuse for reviews such as were involved in the Candidus--

Reviewer controversy; the Webster--Reviewer controversy;the notice 

of the two volumes of Low' .a Poems_ and the Adams--Hamilton contro-

1 
" versy one of which is worse than Jeffrey' .s fa.mous coup de grace 

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

1 Vol.III,p.378. 2: .Vol.III,:p.210. 



l 
about the Washington truth story but Searson•s Mount Vernon did 

not need to nave ridicule or publisher and author extended to the 

d9.Ii€erous outskirts or libel. In all these cases better taste 

would nave been shown and a better fortune would have befallen 

the magazine tr Brown had only availed himself of his privilege 

or returning all such articles to the author or better still or 

flinging them in the fireplace. 

What seems to be Brown's method or construct:ting his reviews 

may be best illustrated by a~~~ EMI the first two. ~amarally ;~e 

"o 
~la.r~i se '~llewe, The general subject touched on.whether it be 

I\. 

biography or history or what not.~ followed by the particular 

application. Then the plan or method is considered, the critical 

conunent follows,somet1mes an outline of the contents is added, 

and the whole is wound up by a tormal,1nformal or implied closing 

sometimes unfavorable but usually encouraging. 

Th'f plan is occasionally varied by changing the order or the 

details,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. 

- Elf coat ee il~ey eem13P1se iwe e1'l&!'ae~ePe 't)lQa& u!: ;~;:; 
~<!tXi & ea:~ ie;;:a: J;~ Cttt: £vca wet 

1 
~ Jtid ( '42 r4 JIA =< J.,' i~ ; , k-4, R 

1 Vol.JII,p.144. ~ 
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kitl:lih 

~=---____...- ~ ~ 16 
one of the commun1cat1ona Sf&~e ~f the magazine's "bench or 

IJ..t~* _Q,· l<.4.21 
critics" ae4 it ts WlQQ~~~e4 ~most of the members of the 

J\ ~~~ . 
Friendly Clu~ constituted the Q•i~te'e bench and 61•,ed supp1ta.J 

t11e ee reviews • l.J...w """""" l rn--t;;~ kit~~ \-~ i.;. "~ 
k- ~·Or~-~~~ -11::7~ ()CC~.,.._,_UJ ke C-..~~J_ ~ \r; 
~ ...}W. ,, -r-.t-. ,, """" 
""~ o °attempt tden't 1f1 ca t1on 1s 1n mg~t'1 cases, from the ~ na. ture 

~$ ~ ~crt ~~Jk. 
o~ the work,very difficult but we are able 

/\ 

~~~ 

to approach)( by a" 

proceas of elimination. 

Brown wrote the numerous reviews of 

sermons. T:e~:ir ~t in :tfiJ; ~;hod, they usuall.Y 
-·' ~UlJ~.t IJ. -'-" • I IA.. a"- 15. """'-~ 

son~ clergyman because of tbe a~gat attention to 
~ 

are marked as by 

a. 
tr~ text and :eiM 

~~{" la.ck of 11 tera.ry 1nterest.~d lift~eetaea 8aar·aotor1 if t.M »eTJ te"· 

Of them all there is no exception. Fair examples of both:·fa.vorably 

and unfavorably reviewed orations or discourses or addressee, 

""° ~~ l 2 3 
all to be el1m1nated,are Dagget'! and Lowell's or Davis'. 

f\. 
Th~ 

0'!.IMoao &f ~e .. tewie are mostly tied together an~bably were written 

~ c;!Jr?7a;{fk 1t'Ye1t-
scho1a~ce~ta1n1y more learned 

?-~- ...... 

by the same man,an unusual Latin 

1n that lar.guage than we know Brown to have .been. Partly for a 

similar reason,1n this case a good knowledge of German,but also
1 1 Vol.J,p.369. 2 Vol.I,p.373. 3 Vol.I,p.372. 
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because of his personal friendship with one of the authors 

cr1t1c1sed we would eliininate the drama.tic reviews such as 

l 
concern Dunlap,Plumptre and smith. ilel' Dunlap•s \¥8oilk advertise-

V oA.. -:tr", 
men ts were eiil'I 1"1i on the wraJpers of •telae '&we, numbers 1, J, 

1'. and 5 and ~ti~ ~li:re-e.,:numbers 2 and 3. l.",fclJi. ~ kA...vQ ~ 
~. 

The reviews ~: ~eaka related to political science,of which 

2 
the Wortman is a just sample; medicine,of which Bart~ on 

~ -~· .. tt1 h ~ ~-
Goitre-is an exam.pl~; theology,pol1t1ca and military affairs: 

.Q~h.~ ,-[o k g,, ~ 
were l"l'eliis\Jly not~r1t ten by ftWll.. Cert a.in revtews ir.. the ::1rst 

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

'-"'? 14-
Brown• s. In one inatance,Rumford•s Essays~ accept an o, 

\,y-( ~ I,) 0 ~ 
/\ 

a.a w..i1 ~ other instances of the same initial. Two instances 

~trJ_g_ k 
of A.E. we accept conditionally though they ~·&~Biely a~ by 

Eleecker. Y~$*Y with a~phabetical signatures we cannot find 

6 
enough evidence to support a flimsy case. The Commerce of Spain 

has too little knowledge of the shipping business to have been 
-fl"?~ f~~ l~-

7 Br0wn's. The Descripticn of Genessee County,aigned H.,reca.lls 
!'-

\Brown's VolLey 1r..terest but has not his method, though it seems 

'\l -ol.lI,"O-p.133,22~ :l_: 365 u.:l 'i:l.IIl1P•453.x ol.II,p.347 . 
.3'.t~~~~l~.'~:]~6. 4 VoleI,p.229 Ct.-3:-o:;:.c· 1

0 I:ut: ,''tc.,'fol.I, 
"P • l ~.':> i J•'' '-'- u. 
5 Ve l • ~---ill.l___i_gJ __ ..irr_,_p_.,.__17 2,. .. __ -~ . · , p .13 7 • 
7 'fOloJ 1 poJl9. 



to· be a development of it~ 

C:: one of the articles,signed w, on So\hey•s 

" 2 
related to the Joan of Arc article,. signed 

1197 A 

l 
Poems, 1a somewhat 

B,but not sufficiently 

3 
strong to make it probable as Brown•s. The Memoirs, signed N, 

1+ ah" -:I~ 'i ~ti.. 1\-j 
should be compared to the QU1ncy 9rat1on, but seems too 1r.def

A 

belief 1 ~"'4 l Ct- l~ --:Jin-4. ~7~~ f(~, aq .R. J;+-~ 
~~~.J4j . 

1ni te for 

When we have &*1gbt 1 ¥ cleared the ground by a ~reoeaa 9'if 

elimination there are left the reviews dfJ •• sattlH .._ rela.t~ 

<ll. ~ot~ 
to purely literary subjects,with few exceptions;but we cannot 

.A !\ 

gather~and claim them all for Brown because he was not the 

only man of purely literary tastes in the circle of contr1-

butors. 

1 \To 1. I , p .13 5 • 
3 .... · c l • I , 11 .. 1 2 4 • 

2 \fc:.r,:p.22s. 
4 '.'cl.I,-p.217. 
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Those which have strong evidence or probability as Brown•s 

will be constdered at length tn a later part of the present 

study,but for the present purpose or summarizing Brown•s work 

as editor they should be considered in their respective order 

or appearance. 

Trumbu11•s Connecticut,I,~5. ts by the same author as Robert-

son•s Americ~,i·Y· 

Holmes' Stiles,I,~7,1s in Brown's method. 

Caldwe11~s Cooper,r,50,1s signed Band smacks of Brown through-

out. It is an unfavorable review. 

Mosheim•s Eccles1astical History,I,53, is a fitting example 

at a favoracle review of a book which we know Brown had read. 

Barton's New V1ews,I,117,1s signed C.B.,the nearest we come to 

Brown's initials in this magazine. Another of Barton's, the Natural 

History or Pennsy1van1a,II,36,1s hardly of credit to its author no 



matter who he may be and cannot be considered as at all related 

to Brown•s method. 

Robertson•s America,I,130,1s signed B. and carrie·s along with 

first 
1t theAreview the one on Trumbull's Connecticut,l·!· 

RUmford • s Essays, I, 132; 229 signed o; 299; 376.i.lf.49; Vol. II, 61 and 

139 we have shown in our week!;l Magazine study was Brown•s. 

The Encyclopaedia as published by Dobson,I,134,has a recollection 

of Brown•s early essay on the relation of all objects of knowledge 

and is on the whole characteristic of Brown. 

Prcua•s Pennsylvania,1.216,is signed B. rt is only partly 

favorable. 

Southey's Joan of Arc,I,225·,is signed B, and its reference to 

"'childish chimeras and vulgar super st 1 t ions" 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 

significant 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 Diecourse,I,129;: 



Roland's Appeal,I,293;Transact1ons of the American Philosophical 

Society, I, 365, 4-4-.5, II, ~7, 11.5-, 213-, 296, 421'-; Belknap• s Foresters, I, 

Adams• View of Religions,II,38; 
43~;Adams• History of New England,I,44.5;Gaud1entio Di Lucca,II, 

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

Lee•s,II,122 and undoubtedly Beer&',II,l3l;S.L.K1tchell's Address, 

II,128;Trumbull's D1scourses,rr,36l;Low•s Poems,III,56 and 266; 

the Trials of Levi Weeks and Croucher,III,62;Dutton•s state or 

Literature,III,27J:and Cl1ffton•s Poems,III,426. 

2 
In volume three there is a·. review of the anonymously published 

serious Considerations .Q!1 the Election of a President:addressed 

to the Citizens of the United state~. This pamphlet has been 

ascribed to William Linn, the father of Elizabeth Linn whom Brown 

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

1 w11er. they becar:.e so numerous aB almost to swamp the department 
they were quickly despatched a.nd the following headlr~g was 
1n3•~rted. (Vol.IIl,p.272.} o [Somi£iiy-Sir1nonsalzaOrat1onsoni!ie 

· Death ef Washington ha-..•e alrea- . 
dy passed in review before our Read
ers, a11d so much time has elapsed 
since the publication of those an
nounced in our }resent Numbe1·, that 
we Jtresume •u:e shall be readily ex
cused for dispatching, in a concise ' 
and summary wqy, the jive fal
lowing Discour;es. As they are all 
on the same su6je8, and dipl,y.
no views ef charaffer, or topics 
ef refle!tion, but what have al
ready become familiar to 9111· Read
e1·s, we Jhall, at present, co1ifi11e 1 

0111· examination lo a j"c-w general 
remarls._ on tfaeir sryle and compo
sition.] fl 

2 P.202. 



The fact that it is unsigned means noth1ng;for the signing was 

given up after the first volume;but Brown's acquaintance with th~ 

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 or the charge or infidelity 

against Jefferson,but it is only faintly suggested and not at all 

adequately considered. 

Perhaps 1n Brown's days the general idea of the Old Testament 

was tar different from that or ours,but it is evidentfhat the 

writer saw the weakness of the ch~rges and for some reason did 

not appear to have the courage to attack the pamphlet as he should 

have done. Too much is made or the good intentions of the author 

and too little of his erroneous co~:c1usions based on the flimsiest 

sort of evidence. However,the faults of the review can be charitably 

overlooked,espec1ally if the daughter of the author had formed a 

connection with the reviewer. 

Connected with this Linn pamphlet, by reason of the subject and 

the possibility that Brown may have written it, is the review of 

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

l Vol.III,p.269. 



x 

into the d1scuss1on and actually expresses his doubts of the proot 

r-~:-ri~a.t: 
or the charge,though properly not taking a.ny"posit1on--pro or con--

in relation to Jefferson. The liability or the author to erroneous 

conclusions is stated and though he finds h1m equally as sincere 

as Linn,he does not believe that his passionate appeal will affect 

its end. 

At the same time that he is censuring the weaknesses of the author 

some guarded expressions escape him;express1ons which he probably 

teared might offend by reason ot the fact that any thing more 

).\.t~ 
direct and ~ adverse \d'ould be applied to Linn's pamphlet 

n'Cf'V 
equally as well as to the one under review. 

/\. 

Tbrough~out the three volumes there runs a department ~ 
"Miscellaneous articles of Literary and Philosophical Intelligence.• 

WM 
At first 1t .ft composed of notices of forthcoming books American 

~ 
and foreign and notes on astronom.y,travels,geograp~y,drama,archi--

tecture,botany,zoology,orn1thology and chemistry. An account of 

the graduations a.nd degrees or Columbia,Brown,Pennsylvania and 

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

the c~yrnical Society of Philadelphia was noticed and encouraged, 

-~only a part was origina.l;&M the foreign notices ~ proba.bl.Y 
~ k.. 1 selected fror...t English a.nd French periodicals. 



the Medical Repository edited by Brown's friends was at r1rst 
announced by a three page prospectus added at the end or Vol.III, 
in the body of the work 1 t was for 
noticed, the second edition was a cause A~- 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 ot 

Arthur MerrYn were given. 

Later this part of the magazine became more philosophical than 

literary.but 1n 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 suff1c1ent importance to be indexed. The following 

notice concerning Joseph T. Dennie is of interP-st for more than 

the one obvious reason. 

1 Vol.III,p.234. 

11 Mr; De~ie, w~o deserves to be' I 
pl~~ed~\)i_gh in th~list of Americah 

· wrKcri. ·is, about to colleel and to 
i re-publishi · witl(.correCl:ioi'-;,; ~I\d 
· additions, . two series of essays, on·e 

,-ailed ".I1ze Farrag0, and the. other 
Tke Lay-Preaclzn·, the first in one 
volumt:, and the )atter in two vols.; 
oCl:avo.-Mr. Dennie has treated us 
American· readers with considerable 
severity. He charges us with pos
sessing a spirit sordidly devoted ff> 
traffic and gain; or servilely and 
tamelv led'. in the trammels of Eu-

, ropea~ prejudices. We would wil
lingly believe that these. censures" 
have b'een too indiscriminately ap
plied, but must sincerely hope that 
the fate of his own performances ' 
may not be an t:xamplc;. of th~ir jus~ ! 
tice. T~e intri9~ic. m~rit o,. th~se 
essays, will entitle them: to praise 
and to purchasers; and the world:, 

may evince, by its Ji_bc:ra .. !'pa. trona.~~ of this author,. that It 1s able- to d1s-
ti ngu~l:i and reward· excdlence, 

· even· thougb. it be of t-he groW.t[t l 
.and culture of Out' own c~U!!!n'' · 



However severe this may a.fl~e~ it is not te. ~8 ati51~~tet to 

pique. When the Portfuio was announced Brown came forward and 

g1.ve Dennie all ~ he deserved.. The fact that we shall find him 

contributing to the paper in 1802 shows ~ there was no lasting 
, 

~~~ 
bad feeling betw~en them,~hatever the~e.may ~ave_ been at.~ time:/ 
w-1..2- ~~ w~ l-t-o-l!k? ~ ~~-1.L? JZJ.1.T~ Ir ..,... v~. 

An announcement of Linn's Powers of Genius,deserves notice 

~a.~ 
but ~ commentary on it _..l be deferred, ta tQQ pa~t et e~P we~k 

V k l,e.... I.. di tflJ ' f"o 'I 
w~1eQ aea&el'ns 1':toHn's life 1R 18Q 1~. We shall iJaaR find .Brown 

/1-

doing his greatest service to his brother-in-law by wriiiaft t~e 

~ biographical sketch prefixed to Linn's Valerian. 

on page q,75 of volWDE ·three there is an interesting light thrown 

on Brown•s opinion of his tirees and its journalists. It reads: 

"WASHINGTON NE;SPAPERS. 

To men~iori -~~w~papers among i 
literary articles may" seem u'nwar
rancable; bur, in realiry, "the~e are 
the only popular and.legitimate off
spring of Amerkan a~i~iry anq 
gmms. The number Of" rbCse pub-: 
lication~ rapidl1.bicrease wit~·Jhe. 
acJ:variceriieotpf p0.puhttion;. bUt ibc'. 
relllova[~f t!u~. sea,t, of govc;rnment 
io the banks of.the Pitowml\ck hl!S 
occasioned ,a fr~ernfllf!rt:{i addition 
of eight.or tei+ Gazett~ t9. Wt: c:l!.ta' 

lo~~-~ . el~~~~ a~ :w.'.:is<lom of 
ou(legislators.are detailed m. qs by 
sevt!.31 ~and~ .. a_nd,e !~~' Jztm.x w.&i_p
stn: 1s eoablC\:l to sit Jn Judgrn<:nt-0u 
th~ faleiltfjn<l • !ldiQitlless of !JUr go-
vern.ors, .. . . 

.;ti at s J a p a• ~Re ~ uuht ps tEI 1 s I etta:1:1:1 etl',liea:ele ~e mBiR;,tc 

1 Vol.III,pp.472-3. 
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Mi a 'be en the oae 'te eall at tent ion to 

2 
Amer1~an Re1[lew the t~ea' will be founj to· "every 

tr1!11ng retailer of puns and wi t1c1sms"/ 

o1lling to tisk lits nee}.". 

ortgtn~tes with ~ uBu.t 

J!Q.tl~ ould sugg~st ~Brown wa.s twisting it to me3.n "punn.v 

whipster•• which ta ::i. pun on the Sha.kespe!\rean aense but was 

a. h;tppy thought. 

J r~n? 1R35, 2 v01.r,,.6~. ~ 7sl.ViI 1 ~.29~. 
1

' T~. ~-, jtl8 t 1 t ' Q n ra.tr:.: 'J ·tr.? ne ~ auF a • 
5 Yir.;;'t 11·cJ.1g,~ttrl'?s1!R -pl;SQ 33g l.i""•Zi :2 5 :raforl"iAg tQ Ii.go';] 11°3. 
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-l!ll-Volumt two
1

+beza°:fe an editorial note 1ntroduc1ng the 

2 
•Souvenir D'un aejour a Bombay• by Jobn Davis and recommending 

~~~~ ~~( 
1t for its simplicity. There is also a note on tae same a~i~eP's 

A 
3 

verses entitled •coosohatchte• and his odes and one on his 

~ \ ,L . ' 
••seJour dans lea :Bois de la Caroline du sud J' ~ \J ~ -*' ~ 

~ (l..~~wJ- _,ft:Jt- ·~ -+L; ~ ~VW'k k0w~ 
<)...<'.,~ ..,..".,.,,_/._ • c... .. .41 ,"';(~ ..e-:-tL.; __ IN-(,.. k.:,, ~le -i.o 

.-\-t:_ .ct-~ ivz. ._;,. ~ """"'- l.; ru. ,_ /,...,. . .e • uv'.: ~:nMt 'J J.+-;. 
} LA \__ '-~ 'r>-< <f\A- ,.-1-\;:" "'- w- ""-<> -.....~ .fi 'f ...,_"""" 0-t~ 
\J.e_ 1~~ ~) ~ ~ o..c'zv..~ii&. ~~ J~ ~ 
~(!~~~ L~~\·M·~, ~~µ\~ ~ ~~t-~ 
~~~~~ fL ~ .Q~~-- wk~~ k 
k6.-i~~"--t.-l ~~ ~~~k \J~Q~ ~ 

"- ~l _r7)~~ ')(,. L. -- . ~ 
~~;.. ~ ~ ~ ~ Lt-'< ~~ ~ - ~ ~, 14· ~+-~c.e ri 
~ (.,.., 1 "'k \ ,, ., 'i --1;,. ~ ... tz""" "" _e..,.._ .{~+-Jr . 

What were probably the most troublesome editorial tasks Brown 

had g.p th
1

i Bi&gast&e have been mentioned as the cand1dus-Rev1ewer 

controversy and the Webster-Reviewer controvers~I 1w le: el.. 

1 I>.106 
2 .L·::'r··.,r 1 3 ':1C':.1r~~-·_,,·r.t r:: :L=tYi.s h:i3 

t.·1 n-.:--1.; 1 L.X·:0 llC,i:.,S:I.if::: uu ""or;<_3 
o:· .i.::.ir>· .2:.<.l].etin June 1924,p.:;9~ 

3 P.80. 

\\.o t\e12.~ 
t <~ '-T. '!"t1 G !S-;i "2.l.:f I": i:' 0 g;;1 i i' ·-: i. 
9_; :!2:T. f~~y ls, tiniv'.""r31 ty 

4 P.247. 

~-,~··!!?" ~t~"l'~il\ 
><-w.3 ft.. "b ~J. 1 $" 1-~1 . 

\f ~~.$1[ I~. 

i\. 



Who Candidus was ia not definitely known,~11• usual l'a:tei'-

. ~ . --....... . 
~ce books o~ paea4e~1 t¥ are of 11ttte aeetetanee iel:loB~Cush-1.t.r..~ 

. A ' 
1ng gives S8Ve.Ial authors none ot w'&em ee~lQ ~8 i58 1ae.Ae•8'.-%e 
ke.~ 'kt e~soei:i ~ w~ k 
notes that Noah Webster once wrote under the name of Candor ~ 

£ · k f.vt!. ~ ~-~~~~ 'l,~ vu~~ 
'tfrom the tact that we&a~l'/\ was not a member of the Friendly Club, ~ 

lR. 
have been 

~e otJ:J.er aattd~\he introduction to the Candi~s reply to be 

quoted presently ana the review ot the second volume of Low•s 

Po.ems· while not speaking pla1n.lY about the defense seems to 

~~~1 
hint~ Cand1dus was/\the author himself. However the point 

I 

~ tJ.-0 
1s not of 1mportance~aaa ie ~· ea ;•e safe et~e we 

sider the controversies as twoJ . new1ae JJ~l4\aa. 
' 

0--



' I- 0 t:.· 

,. 

but1ons to the t1rst volumejfthe tirst being. gioen tlxe honel' or .. 

opea1ug thQ ~~11eatiaa,~e1eg on Periodical PUblications !l;ftQ. 

a'~»aaaed ta the eaiteP 1R ihe feFm tYt a h!iier~~e second "'a.\ 

~ O· ''°~ c ~=fti. rt•=J tizz 2 
/\.on American Literature. After these ~ appearances we hes:' no 

~~ 
more of Cal'\41d:u.a 

3 £n.lL·~~ 
until we 98&A i~ the communication in deteRae 

4 
of the unfavorable review of Low•s Poems,wt\1e£ 1..a introduced by 

the following,undoubtedly Brown's. 

1 P.J3f ff. 
2 Vol.I,p.338. 

II - -- - - - I 
Some stl'il111res ltaw11g 6ee11 maJe, itz . 

this pu6/icatio11, on a volume ~/ 
poems late[y pu6/islzeti ~Mr. LD'lu, i 
we clzancetl luclily to meet with : 
some criticisms on tlte strillures · 
Jlzemselves. Our jutlicature, thouglz: 
.re!f-created, plumes itself on its! 
ca11do11r, and it is in s116mi.rsio11 to ! 
this principle, that we. w11t11re to'. 
male tfiese animadvnsions a part' 

-· Of our miscellany. We, _indeed, 
pre mere!J! advocates,. /Jefore. !lze ge- : 
n~ral ~a~ of_ tlief1!''1~ic; '!ml, as we , 

~ Vol.III,p.179. 
~ This applies only to the review 

Monthly Magazine,pp.56-58. 

" '------



[(Sl4} ~ 
on the whole the defense or Candidus 

I\ 
is a good one and with a 

o~~~ 
few exceptions eea1l¥ dQl&te4 it is justified. No one 'eftfi excuse 

the opening slap at Brown: 

H·The first piece in-the <:oTieCliorl;' 
is an Ode orz I.lie deai!J ef Getlff.!'f· 
Washington;· which was for maµy 
successive evenings r:.ecited at ·t~ . 
th.eatre, _an<;l r.eceived with that'pubf ) 
lie applause, ·which was denied to , 
the frigid an(j inanimate produetio!!_ 1 

of th~ ~uth_?l"_ of" W:.il_and."_" · 

--rkt-

t\ 

1; 1 s not ca11 e'1 tel" QRQ only tends to weaken t~e toree · e.f.-.t-ne 

rest of the article. Similar objection might be made against 

several Ml.st a;gc i& &if referencelf o reviews and cri t tc ism but other 

than these, rsw and f)al'elena~le detai~1 as a piece of cr1 ticism, 

Candidus de!'ense is~ better than the review. 

Though defeated on the battle field Brown retires from the con-

troyersy with no little honor. While he omitted the "proem",which 



\~()'6. 

';':l~~ ~~'Lr a matter of asking for the publication of the: 

c~~~ d ,he did not omit,as he might have been justified in doing, 
·I.- -+-' ~~~ . . 
lA.Q <)G\11.CMI lC. fl_ k~£ ~ ~~;h: 
~various fl1ngs.ma~e ~Y CaRQi~QS.. •~~ ~--- A . --J 
~ J~k fb '):L\v.t. ~ ~k1 ,,, >~ bJ0 l f·· J/·~v-t;... at•~ *1ttc°'- . 

When next heard of Ca.ndidus~ unable to secure a hearing for 

~~ ~·wa7f;{~ 
his defense of Low•s second volume 1A ~~g HNlg~~i•e 8'\:~ is refused 

thus: 

. -- . -· . . . ·i 
fl ~ CANDtnus" was received too late to .a~r in thia. Number •. T~egrtat U.gtf, ! 
of his quotaJiOtU is fome objedion to the 1nfcrt1on of ~19 c~mmun1~on. . I~ ~CJ \ 
could "be curtail.:d, or a r_cfercnce be. _made to the pa~cs or the pr111tttl WI····. It ' 
would be more agreeab!e to ~he gcn~~ty of r~CJ"ll, . rhe change, however, whim l 
is about to take place m -~ publication, may mduc~ Cantl"t4.1 to (eek fomc other l 
vehicle _for a fpccdicr publicauon, unlefs content to wait the appearance of the next .• 
~~~" . . I 

,.~\t~ ~ ·i~:.:~r a::~~c:-:Q:~l::~~~~h~~;: 
A 

\\[<Ne effectually silenced ai t9llgwa,never again appearing 1n Brown•s 

"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 4SO • 

. The distinct departments ·af Mlzga.znne and R"Jiii"iW rendered 1 

it easy to gratify the wishes of those who were d~irous to dis.;; : 
cuss points of crirfcism, or to vindicate their performaace8 ' 
from any supl!osed injus~ce in our decisions, by giving . 
a ~lace to their re~ks m the former. But the t:hange • 
which h_as taken pl~ce in the pl~ of the Pl!blicatioo, it being 
now chiefly a Review, renders 1t 1mpraet1cable to continue 
that indulgence t? correspondents. A regard to the convc:ni.:_ 
ence of the pubhc, and that of· our own, as well as_ a sense of 
propriety, induces us to avoi? ~ subor~te c;ontrf>versy abouf, 
the recntude. of our own opuuons as critics. It wowd be exx 
pecting too much_ from us as Revt'ewers, that we shou1d com~ 
sen~ to publish all the personal sarcasm ~d ab!:lse which a sple- i 
net.le or offended author, or author's friend, m the paroxys1mt~ 
of .ill-~~our, may th~. fit to utter against us; .nor would 
the m_aJontr of o~r readers be pleased to see so much spacCi 
cx:cup1ed. with things of that sort. Errors in language, or 
mtst:akes m matters of fact> we shall alway$ be ready to rectify• 
·we know of no peoect or unalterable standat:d. of literarj~ 
worth;. arid m whatever co.ncems the. exercise of tas.te .arul; 
judgment, the pub!ic must decide between us and the author~l 

~- -a -., 

1 Vol.I,pp.135-6. 



As an example of Brown•s editorship that Candidus affair leavea 

him with his J!erar YP? 9 is11eQ e.rta kis temper unruffled. He defeats 

his adversary by "calling the rules"·· on him. 

1 
The Webster controversy followed the Candidus with ~ 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 whic1!,. relates to the dictionary use of a word;aAEi signed E~ 

the second 1 ~e1~g an acknowledgment of an error but a•,em~tea \& 

~ 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 this kind. It is worthy of quotation:aaa roaao~ 

-.-r~-A sincer.ed~si;e-~h~t-ample \ 
justice should be done to t~1c: mc:rits : 

of every author, -has ind.need us to · 
insert the: foregoing lettc::r, which, 
as it concerns a subjeB: interesting , 
to.s~ience, and, i_ndirectly, to sound_ 

l Vol.III,p.332 ff. '{le """-.~~ck''\~ CL. COM.-\-.._~ C~~~ J.rJl 
..f"~ .t:.l~t~ ~t~ ~.._~.:_ \.......,'"i~ (_ v~. "' ~ v~,)~ -'-~I t"JN-.J.o.,i(.. 



criticism and literature;-will," we 1 

hope, not\dthstandi~g its length; 
be favourablv -received bv our 
readers. w~ shall always b'e hap
py to have our decisions rectified 
when they are wrong; for, as men 
and individuals, we have neither 
the 'Pani!J or fai!J to suppose that 
our judgments are iefalii/,le.-In 
matters of ta1te and criticiJm, as 
well as of i?J,;ali!Y and lzi1tory, .~ · 
have not yet discovered any. n~~{f.e 
bv whi<;h the truth of our opm1ons 
could be tlemomtrateti.-To the ma
thematical and physical aciences, · 
belongs that demonstrative power: 
which at once unfolds the truth and 
removes all doubt and uncertainty; 
but, concerning those things about 
which wiier, older, and more learned 
men have differed in opinion, a 
reviewer may be allowed to doubt~. 

We are charged with beiog 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 exce/lencieras 
well as JifetiJ, yet, if all are not 
pointed out, the omission is venial 
if a sufficient arcount 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 wich Mr. Webster's 
book, will not consider us as defi
cient in respi;ctful attention. And 
a candid and impartial examiner 
will perceive that we have praised 
his industrv, commended the in
genuity and acuteness of his reason
ings, the plausibility of his con
jeccures, and that weight of fact a't1d 
deduction which has given, if n6t 

Je1/,;n.~rati~, at least probabili~-y-, tri 
his theory; have applauded the 
cogent and persuasive manner in 
which the means of prevention of 
epidemical diseases are recommend- : 
ed; and have ajzologi1ed for the · 
many negligences and repetitions 
which are to be found in the work, 
as well as for the want of che- ; 
mica! 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, arguments for the infi
del against the scripture miracles; : 
have ventured to defend an historian : 
of e<Jual learning, ind111try, and in- : 
tegritv as himself, from the charge of 
ignorance, sujznjiciality 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, aC)d 
placing them in such strong colours 
as to terrify and dishearten the 

'\ 



reader; have recommc:naea aspirlt of 
mildness, candour, and conciliation · 
towards those, who entertain oppo:: 
site or different opinions on Jo.6t
ful subjeets, rather than the indul-
gence of anger, indignation, or con~ 
tempt; and a becoming caution in 
the needless adoption of a theory of 
generation dangerous to religion and 
sound philosophy; and have express
ed a regret that the work, on tt.e 
whole, was not more perfect, more 
thoroughly compaCl:ed, concotled; 
and elaborated, and such as the litera
ry and critical reader had a right to 
expect from the author of an· Eng
lish Grammar, and Dissertations 
on the English Language. For 1 

all ,ucll errors and ignorances, we 
crave the indulgence and prote~ion 
of an enlightened public. . "· 

\Ve have expressed, .what \l'e re-: , 
ally feel, respect and gratitude for .

1 
the industry and zeal of a writer 
who bas subm.itte. d t.o so much labo- j' 

riou_s and ~n~~l~e~r~h, not wjth 

any view to. emolumenr-: or famt~ I 
but "solely from motives of hu- j 
manity ." Our prepossessions -are ' 
all strongly in his favour; but, ' 
though friends of Plato, we are ' 
more the friends of truth. At pre
senr, we do not see sufficient reasons 
for retraCl:ing any of the opinion~ 
that have been given in our Review. ' 
We are sorry, unintentionally, to 1 

have called forth what we do not I 
merit, the 011ger and contempt_ oH 
Mr. W. Though surprised, we i 
are not i11digna11t 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 exjzei·ience are not convert- j' 

ible terms, we .intend that the in- , 
crease of years slzalJ add to our 
leaming, and, if necessary, to our: 
modesty and dim-etion. Its infl.u
erice on liberality is less certain ; 
but that quality is not the less to be 
desired by all who examine or co11-
tnx1ert the opinions of others. In ' 
these respects the public.will decide 
between the author and the reviewer. ; 
It was certainly intended to exer- ' 
cise as much indulgence towards : 
the Historv of Pestilence as was 
consistent "with a due regard for ' 
our own reputation, and a respect 
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 decision~ of 
other courts, in the great republic 
of English literature, before whom 
his performance may be tried.]• 
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From &&a note to Webster's letter 1t we~ld ,e~lla~s be surmised 

~ Brown was not the rev1ewer;e-t t~Q Q&R~§evers~ ~t there is 

. I~ --v ..... 
evidence to 1nrlic8.te h8 W1.31-...:WS r.eni'.iHl'Bl' iR ~&\:Ro eefttiMvel'eiea.. 

• 

arguments of ihc reviewer are in the character or Brown~~ 

i.a they have his ideas.his tone and language. The introduction 

to the C~d1dus defense of Low 1s presented as the editor•s:the 

fling of Candidus at Brown's Yonod~ would hardly have been made 

unless he had known the reviewer to be Brown;the very slight 

attempt to take the editorial position of defending another 

person is flimsy and not sufficiently emphasized as it could not 

help but be if another had written it;the recurring counter-blows 

by the editor h1.ve in them less of defense aA'1 .mel"e o esem than at 

mere jucl.ging editor '!bu1<1 h:l.ve under like circumstances, 1.Il.d. on 

the _whole the~~Qtgria are ai ~Ae eea.e time entirely too modestly 

presented •. 
• 

./dfC'd ~+~~ 
In the g,aae or the Webster book we h~ve the same character or 

I\ 

a repl:r with the sa.me peculiarities as B:&iiesll in the Candidus case. 

~ fn addition we should recall ~w faet. that Webster had never 

become one of Brown's friends though he was undoubtedly introduced 
1 Vo 1. TTL n. ~ ~q. 



to the Friendly Club and was an intimate of long standing with 

other members of the circle;~ the reviews of Webster•s book 

are in the Brown method;they contain references to a book of 

~ 
~'l'lft Li reading ,Lowman On the Civil Government of the Hebrews; 

the reviewer is a champion of Gdbbon;he hits especially at the 

supernatural side of Webster•s arguments; he criticises: the 

exaggeration of the plague horrors which Brown had avoided in 

his handling of the theme;he maintains the same attitude of 

encouraging as well as condemning the work;he practically fflets 

1 
the cat out of the bag•· in the note in volume three and too readily 

he accepta the blame tor a statement in which the reviewer is 

supposed to have erred. 

Those two controversies are practically the closing of our study 

~kl\.~ 
Of Brown's work as editor.es tb1 9 m1gQSiR&w 

(\ ~tP.~ 
As "'°' 8¥¥1 e ~en& in the eaae or the Weekly Magazine we shall 

treat the contributions according to a three-fold classification. 

~ hrat we shall consider those undoubtecll;; or capable of 

dec1s11re proof as by Brown. 

1 P.332. 



The Memoirs of Stephen Calvert were published in this magazine 

for the first time. The story appeared 1n eight instalments 1n 

the numbers for the months of June,July,August,September (and 

October,November and December, )1799 and January,Aprtl,Ma.y and 

June 1800. As we have seen the number for September 1799 was the 

last one or the year,it being a four-months number made necessary 

by the removal of the publishers from the city during the yellow 

fever epidemic. The story therefore continued as a serial regularly, 

with the exce~t1on of twa numbers. 

The February number appeared without any instalment and the 

March number contained a so-called note. 

From internal evidence this fanciful explanation was written 

by Brown:every sentence 1n it bears the ·impress of h13 manner 

and ideas a.nd diction. In this connection attention should be 

called to wh~t detectives consider the criminal 1mperfect1on,the-> 

idea that the criminal ts incapable of perfecting and executing 

a plan,some slight detail being always wanting,which gives the 

clue to the detective and which in this case is the heading. 

The reasoning is that if the communication were an actual 

communication· it would not be spoken of as a note. It reads: 



1 Vol.II,p.172. 

-.r-~·- ·~. -··· ~ . No'l'B dlJ;SuPHBN CALVE~· 
.. .. ' ~ .. : ., .. 

Mr. Editor, · . .. . · ; . • 

A FRIEND, of ~ine lately d~~ 
sired me to lay a5ide some; 

.,very urgent business in which I, was: l 
'engaged, to attend to a certain' Mr. 

Calv.en, whom·· he solicited~ mf 
leave to iotroduce to me. My~a( ... 1· 

tention was otherwise engaged, ancl; 
I _sa:w (!Othing in the ·character. of_ 
this stranger that promised to re~ 
wi;ml m~ tor the time bestowed upf.. 
on him; but my friend was e~~ 
tremely importunate, and assured' 
me that I should have no reason tQI 
repent of my compHance. He ~~ 
I should be infinitely entertaine<l 
with the adventures of the. man, 
that his life abounded with surpris
ing turns of fortune, and .tha~ hi;. 
would prevail with him to tell, me 
hisstorv. · · • 

· ~n this condition I conscni~ 
and the stranger was introduced ~C;> 
cordingly. Being fairly scated;·1* 
a winter-evening's fire, he . begaq 
his narrative. ·,For a time I liii'en:. · 
ed to it only by snatches. ..,~ · 
was nothing very interesting 1e thq• · 
theme, and I thought civility requir~ 
ed no more than to seem to listen i 
gradually, however, some little cu-;; 
riosity was excited. The dullest 
story, if we can once be persuadc4 
to begin it, will have charms 
enoQgh to induce us to continue, 
Our sympathy is wonderfully pron~ 
to make the cause of others out 
own. Wbether the storv-teller be 
Richardson, or l\fother-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 ... 
tion, " wltat next?" 

Thus it was with me, but the un
lucky rogue, as soon as he observed 
my eyes stead fas ti y fixed on him, that 
I no longer shifted my posture, nor 
coughed, nor hemmed everysecon<l 
minute, nor rubbed my eyes, nof . 

-·'kimy seat to· srtuffthd'wndles; i.i:l 
ine, when he saw that my atten
tion was completely engaged, hj: 

'istarted up suddenly, without warn-- , 
mg or apology, in the very heart of: 
an i~1eresting dialogue, sna~chedt~ 
his hat from the table, and whipped~ 
~t. of the house. You may welr1 
believe that I was vexed at ~men I 
trc;atrnent, and the m.ore so, be- , 
~ause I had good reaso~ to _bel~eve , 
that it was done at the i.p.sugauon, 
or at least with the connivance of the 
one who introduced him. I was 
'heartily disposed to forswear all 
1.ntercourse with 1_11y .friend, and 

. JUrn him mit.9f .doOrs. He, how· 
ever, _fearful;-ls_u_pposed, of co_n~e-



• .au,_en,c~i -~ade ois. ,· eseape. a~ .. the. 
~'11;:.~o.ip~t. -~ b~;by giv~e him . 
ppt~~-~Jlii~·~it.n~ no.t give hi~.se!f 1

1 
the trouble Oi .cillmg at my house, 
~nless' ·Ge brings . his 'acquaint~ : "'nee ·.iong wit~JU'm to.,apologi~e ! far .... his abrupi ·.depa_r~1,1.r.e, arid . tq 
snake an end of his storv. J. care 
pot how SOOO ~C m.aJ iead me tG I 

t~ec!?seofit; ·_ho~ ~njinci~entS: 
lie-liops; whether .1t b,e prolix Qf j 
;c~µ:eise, merry,_,or doleful; at anx i 
J'lll;t,l bes~h.ye now, good l\'.(i_. 
P~vert, ·do br~g;our story to an: 
.end •. · :· .. ···:·''·..;, . ..H •. ·.I 
. ( [ke nan:a~i!'e ef' Calv_er_t 'W4i in.; 

/err'!/t.ted f org()fld rt.llJ~~ '(IJit/, f!J¥c/i, / 
nruieroer, it woul4& aluur.tl 11/tJ,im~ 
fiirtinent to teaze.i& r;e~·:. · ·Tht'o.o-/ 
ftad~ ~re 11ow rem()'f)ed,."an4.tke.ta!{ 
'P!Jll oe re_sumeti jn_!fe ~11JUi~,,n,1111i,6er 1. 
11!':~1'~!iual!J con!..t!Jff.t/! _ .:t' 'i/E: ~: 

'\. 

Whether the ascription of this H communication to Brown is warrant-

ed or whether it co~~ects the initial with James Brown is of no 

particular importance. It may show James was interested to have 

JtL 
made up -a communication e.g~ce011ug the stor-y and if it does 1t· . 

merely confirms our belief that he ahowed more th3.n. brotherly 

~~ 
inter Ast in t-fte li terar,y affairs et eu• ~tllo;r.. • 

To his brother James in Philadelphia,Brown•s letter m~e Qatad 

2. 
New York April 1800, says: 

. tf} gave you, I thought~ a good reason for the -;;:;;~~~~ • 
. su.spension of Calvert. It will,· in the ensuing number, be re-. 
sumed, and I aope not again checked in its course, till its 
cg__~_e be finishecl~~---·. ---·--'-· ______ . . -~ __ ~-- .. 

~ 
1 ThP story was res'-1::.e:l i'l April.,.-.,'.'iG;l·4: ·~ the ca.u3e of the delay 

we 1o not know. :..! 'Ve oend i<i:S" \~'le r.,·riew.a Bro"Wn uPeo l::Sly wrote 
a.n1 1rarv s~~1wyn ¥1-fl .shcul,1 :1nd :1.n ta~ sufficiP.nt- of an ·E=!xcuse. 

2 Dtmiap:-vo 1. ff. p. 99. 'P:1e da.t@ .;i;i.9·~111 =ec M,,.reh:, (?), 1800 -
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'l'he composition o* \ala work is ~ determined by the d1arie1 or 

Smith and Dunlap. The earliest record 1s smith's 'be.~ September 1798. 

MRead in his new-begun •stephen Calvert·.• 

a_ 

on the same day Brown-1A"it1Ag in~ Joint letter to Dunlap tells how 

he had abandoned Carwin and begun Stephen Calvert. 

•1 have deiiated tor the present trom the prosecution 
o·t this plan, and betook myselt to another which I mean 
to extend to the size ot Wieland,and to t1n1sh by the 
end or this month,provided no yellow rever disconcert my 
schemes.-

On the 11th. or September smith records: 

•Read in Brown's •stephen Calvert•.· 

The yellow tever ~1•1matel:g did upset Brown's plans aa~ '~e we~ 

·"t 
ll&~ ~9 ~e 1aiew~,;•~ but was resumed toward the end of September in 

A 

Perth Amboy at i&e le~g1~8& iB Viss Thorpe's house • 

.D11.nlap•s diary tor 25 September 1798 net eftly PiQQr~1 the compesitt&n 

~ supplies a very important detail concerning the title. i8' reate~ 

•aead the beginning or Charles• l~st novel called 
Ca1vert (proposed to be changed to ca111emour) or the 
lodt brothers·.• 

,,,.-
/riJB?entl'y lhe excellent change in title possibly though not necess-

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

were attuned to a different key when selecting titles. ~ft 1815 When-
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In Brown's days it was not neces1ary to explain the e&elee of th& 

surname a1 due to the tounder and first colonial proprietor ot !Blti-

more but where the baptismal name came trom is not clear tor there 

is no Stephen Calvert known to tame. 

1 
The indistinguishable twin mntiTe which torms ~ a small part and 

not by any means the foundation or the story is not ~et1a1tely ie -e 

!::~· . In the weekly Kagazine_Brown bsd made the query tNo.16) as to 

~~~~ 
s~e p01!ei~111ty Qt lag~ et i~eAilt1eat1on er twins; the idea might also 

owe something to Madamoise11e Scudery•a Grand Cyrus referred to in the 

course ot the story but there were two tamous literary sources possible: 

&.t nae ~Y MFeWIH the Menaechmi ot Plautus and Shakespeare's Comedy ot 

Errors~ I~ both of taeee 4ramfMJ the story was a comedy; in Brown's hands 

it becomes tragedy. In both the solution is given; in Brown's ~~epy the 

solution is to be guessed at by the reader. In both the puzzle is clear 

to the audience; in Brown's it is not known to the reader. In all three 

the complication is assisted by the duplication or the name. The doubt 

or the possibility or mistaken identity in the prologue; the search~ 

1 The article Resemblance of the WeeklY Maga~ine 20 April 1799,Vol. 
VoloIV,pp.39-40 appeared seven or eight months too late to have 
given Brown any matertal. 
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the unmarried twin tor his lost brother and the~separat1on et in. ~wine 
I\ 

by tl1ght to another country would suggest Brown trtad. read Plautus. 

The relation e~ 'l'le e'•XW of ~11 14:te by Aegeon in the Comedy of Errors 

~~ 
tinds an echo in Erown •s recluse or 1Uchigan. B•ee 4~~Jhe 

same spirit aa Plautus and Shakespeare but merely as 

a complicatlon of the love story and WM character or Stephen Calvert. 

Shakespeare i•~sed was indebted to Plautus and if Brown only read the 

Roman he achieved a remarkable coincidence 1n that he used the same 

method of narration.teP ~is eiaw.)C.. There 1s no reason why he could 

not have been tamiliar with both antecedent authors. 

The Kemo1rs or Stephen Calvert are the supposed autobiographic 



narrative of ~ MMl wh6-.11ves on an almost 

inaccP-ssible island 1n the middle of 'Wte- lake a£ tke.i& n!lfBi. It is k~ 

a fragment~ S ~o tne nr1 g1 1H~l '.f'lM teiF Wtel:mzd ~l!I a %<1'--cl ~ 
ar2ma tr 8e•a t is g1mnl ae ll8'11i8 represented to be the first 

......, or a. five act drama, the four other acts not being a ox1 1tsr er 

~ 
~ suggested. 

----kei eao,1"l1cb la 211 wa have or ~he story is mainly concerned 

~~:r 
with the various~f1 euJl1eg *brr:•tfi which Stephen Calvert 

pa~~ hP. 1 a W.ygJ vM tn ~Ile ~mpl1ca t 1 ~ wi<W It 11:Ueali I'll: e

l!e !Ag~s tal<en ~ his twin brother. He becomes engaged to his 

homely cousin Louisa ~ ae to retain the fortune which has been 

bequeathed to him but which he believes to Jw•tly belong to her. 

The engagement is broken through 'Wl8 1awell ef a friend and former 

rival who claims to have proof of his unworthiness. Stephen 

~ CR.ei,·~ 
rP-scues it. beautiful yaWR~ la~y from a fire and. becomes a ioyer 

of hers. !fe Yii 1 ! 9 bpr 0 1 2RQAi1ti:11:sly •n:1!~l~he refuses to marry 

tr-e~~ ~""~ 
himA. She is already a wife,ha.ving deserted her husband with~ 

lover,Stephen•s twin brother. Stephen forthwith runs away intending 

to go to Ireland, is rescued at sea and brought back. Men~while 

~l SQQ Qli8P:;" 1:-e Al!&•gt~~~xp~~~"'Ottr~'"~-~~·~H'P _ .... 
WS9'!f~ !i(s.g.1!l 1tre; -~e·:~4"~~~~1~"'t'O'~·csdu~ 
o.and O~•· · 



Sydney carlton,the .f%tend,has discovered~ Stephen has a . 

•double• whom he ha.a all along watched and taken for him an1 the 

explanation being made by three letters which Stephen reads, the 

long-lost and supposed-dead twin brother is found and the story 

ends. 

The first fault ~ one finds 1.n i~ia werk is the obvious one 

of incompleteness. How well the plot ia worked up can not be judged 

when we are left with no definite information~ how Louisa was 

ruined a.nd died,as 1~1A'l~ suggested 1a ~Qe etor,-;how the fickle 

young man managed the Clelia Neville affair,especially when he 

found his real rival was hia twin brother;how Stephen came to 

become the Recluse of Michiga.n;and who the friend was to whom he 

v~ 
narrates the story. G-t QOurae eft.2 can logically fit these details 

into 81:l1ta~le gaps in the fragment,but whether Brown would have 

done likewise ia quite uncertain; in fact they are concerned 

only with the supposed fragmentary nature of the story. Perhaps 

after all as seems suggested in the closing par3graph,Brown intended 

logical assumptions and considered the story sufficiently complete. 

M1IOOr faulty details can be easily found. Two Henrys,one the son 



~ l 
and another the gradson or Sir stephen;two Felixes,one the real 

A 

one ~nd the other !'Sally Stephen wno was called Felix after the 

IJk)Z, 
real ~el~ was supposed to be dead;and three Stephens,one the 

so-called Sir stephen,another the son,otten spoken of as rather, 

ana the thir~ the hero of the story: :all only tend to confuse 

the reader. The whole series of complicating 1R~er weveR family 

history could very well have been compressed or ~ a good part 

of it could e~Qally se weli have been omitted. 

The name of Ambrose Calvert ia given to the Frenchn1an who 

married Louisa;but according to the earlier explanation his 

name should have been Gaspard. 

In explaining ~~g~t the loss of Felix, the twin brother,when he 

was 

was 

a baby,there are two children mentioned. Who the other child 

is not me:&e clear,out it p~;~l~1i s~p~QSQ~ tbat the reader 

'Jl~ 
~ conclude it was the child of the old nurse Alice. 

In the fourth instilment Mrs. Rivers the shop-keeper uses two 

expressions that properly Brown should have~xplained by his old 

custom of footnotes. She asks,Has she &Q.1_ shet of her cold? Shet 

is an obsolete dialectical form of shut and the question prooably 

means,Ia 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 De~ Vol.!I,:p.72. 



a./ 

or the right color! Cruel should have been spelled crewel..~ 

is a !Hft~ et fine worsted or wool thread. 

In the fourth instalment there is an excellent contrast of ~ 

-iJ&Q o~araoiePB Louisa and Clelia. The former is ,1e•~•e~ a! poorly 

formed,diminut1ve,small-pox scarred,and with no particular accom-

pl1shment to make her attr3ctive to a man too young to appreciate 

her virtues;while the latter ia ideal in figure and manner,possess-

ing all that charms the eye and ea.r,with a great love for reading 

and singing. The part involving the fire and the rescue is Brown•s 

best work in the story. 

A little later there is plenty of the sentimental and,though 

weak on the woma.n•s si~~ tne pr1:ci.o1~le tlhflti !tll tlle we:r],d 

le';as a l.e~el"(i t ia very good love making and should be better 

known than it has been. 

That Brown intended to make Clelia an unusual musician is 

l 
evident from his picturing her a3 playing a Viol D'Amour. 

'Rle tw0 o~arao;iPB Louisa and Clelia are almost symbolical of 

the spiritual antl the temporal. All the characteristics of Louisa 

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

1 Grove's Diction:i.ry of ~1rusic_ a.nd Music1¥1S says "The Viol3. d 1Aroore 
is a singularly b~uti~~l and attractive instrument,but -eie inherent 
d1!'ficult1es of execution are not easily sur::nounted ••• ''1' 



's 
if we only have one or two of t~8 ee¥e~sl o~ Cleli~~ tlw wa~e 

G-
~ ~here is no doubt ~ Brown intended Clelia to represent 

' ~--t\~ """"' 
the visionar~fSl\..dream love, gt :remw~e11e•-e elective affinity/ 

. ~~ 

aa 1:; wgre;and Louisa,t\the~-¥4riw.e\le woman suit3.ble tor a J 

wife. 

Up to this time Brown has not given us any prominent virtuous r \ ·t..--r-W\a.i . 
man ch3.racter. He haigl~e& as Constantia Dudley as a high type or 

~ 
woman in ormond,but he has waited until now to give us a Sydney 

k.e. 
Carl ton. In word and deed Syi:R8!J is one of nature• s true noblemen1 

1'w11: •s a thorong!'-1.y sound man loveable to men as well as to 

women. As we have said there is no foundation for conjecturing 

just how the story was to end,but we cannot help but believe that 

if Brown had 1ntended,1n this work,as he always did in others, to 

h:ive justice reign a.t the end,rather th~n to teach the unpleasant 

moral that ~ virtue often falls before the vice or the world, 

he would. ha-.:re had Sydney marry Louisa. But perhaps he preferred 

to give Sydney ~ a higher place HI: •ke ::Sit:: by making him a 

sort of omniscient deity. It ia hardly possible to believe ~ 

there are any who,on reading the Memoirs of Stephen Calvert,would 
1 AJ1 tmfortu..,·u.te circwn3tance connected with this work 13 that 1 t 

has never been inclu~~~+t~~~r9~~~-~~~ks_w~ere it might have 



not prefer to know what Sydney•s after lite was, rather than ~ 

-+a ~~vw~ c~ 
of the man who is obviously the hero.~ the ne~. 

Two excellent details are the surprise experienced by Caivert 

~4~k~ 
when he sees homely Louisa for the first time and when he learns 

" 
or the reported social position of the beaut~:Glal:• wem~ whom he 

~a. ~tl c uiQ; 
had rescued. The rorce of the latter is ~ doubled when we 

become aware ~ she was »eally not a servant at all. In the 

May 1800 instalment calvert•s mother is sent off· to a fr1And•a 

so ~ there would be ho interested witness of his presence a.t 

the country est3.te. In the June insta.lment there is an excellent 

correspondence in the emotions of Calvert and the action of the 

sea. 

The most conspicuous detail ~ suggestf~the autobiogr:.iphic is 

in the use of \RO ma1~ faote ef the life o~ Charles Brockden,from 

whom we b21te ii8ft '0\3:1' Brown received his name. Charles Brockden 

is th~ prototype tor the senior Stephen Calvert,the father of the 

~ 
one who gives his name to :ia°&"P!i' ii story. Some of the det9.1ls given 

a.re new; either they were not generally known a-ie\i:'G 'Glte real fl&l'o 

a&>na~,or else they are purejf inventions. In religion and offspring 

a.nd death they differ materially,but both were involved in political 



plots heard under slightly different circumst~nces,both were 

fatlrried men,both lawyers, and both emigrated to America where 

they were employed as scriveners and conveyancers. Evidently 

the life 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 dramatic but after that the even tenor 

of the life of a.n excellent ilawyer was lacking in just the striking 

details that Brown saw fit to add. 

Aside from the Ch3.rles Brockden material there are few details 

of an autobiographic nature. Stephen Calvert, the hero of the story, 

) 

is said. to have spent ten years at a Scottish adventurers school 

in Woodbury,New Jersey which reminds us that .Brown was ten years 

at Proud'a school;Calvert is pictured as literary and bookish: 

like Edgar HUntly,Calvert made no use of his rifle except for 

wild beasts; like Brown• a ancestors. a farmer usually has his farm 

on the Dela.ware near Chester;a.nd the exaggeration of self-con-

1 
damnation; comprise the principal details which m~y have been 

taken from Brown's own life in assembling thaSt of Calvert. 

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

work reminds one of the same incident in Wieland. Though well 

1 Dtml;'.l.p,Vol.II•P·452. 



enough tor an incidental to a romance with a motive in no ways 

related to that of Stephen Calvert, the treatment 1n Wieland is 

decidedly art1f1c1al and supert1c1al 1n comparison. The possi

b111 ties of the scene in itself were of course wisely ignored 

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

was given t'rom th~ interior or narrator's point of v1ew,while in 

Stephen Calvert the incident is wholly rrom the exterior or 

spectator's point of view. In the former the tact of narration 

diminishes the strength of the dr'lm.atic situation tor of course 

one has to survive a fire to narrate it. In the latter all thingsc 

are within possibility. Apart from the excellence of the dramatic 

the §tepheµ c~.:t_v_eF~- ·fire· 1s ·· 1ndtspensable ;·thee whole Clelia Neville 

affa1r,and t~.rough that the story 1tself,depending on its occurence. 

Clelia's latticed summer house in the garden recalls Clara 

1 
Wielar.a•s in Wieland; Calvert's. entrance and surprising Clelia 

by touching her elbow recalls Ormond's surprise of Helena Cleves; 

the use or the rifle for panthers,the Red men and the inaccessible 

banks of the island recall Edgat HUntly; and the name Ambrose 

gi~en to the father of Louisa has also been used in the fragment 

named J'ess1ca: in fact many of the names in this work did service 

l Dunlap,Vol.II,p.409. 
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1n other works ot Brown. Peggy will appear 1n Clara Howard,1h 

Edgar R'Untly she appeared as Peg;Alice will be. found in Jane 

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

Jessica;a landlady appeared in the Man at Home and as we have -

seen was a character which Brown never neglected·; Mrs. Wallace 

was plain Wallace in the same work;and Carlton and a Miss earl-

ton appeared in Arthur Kervyn. 

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•~ Cabin, but the story 

has its own moral ir. the degraded life 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 1n 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: 

•·scarcely half a centu·ry will elapse, before this de
solatinr.. 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.I,p.277. 



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

' 1 Madamoiselle scudery•s Grand CyI1.!,s. The passage reads: 

---- - - - --- --- ------··--~- ' - -- I 
- •.1 took the book, and the first wot$ l.m. t with were. s~ : 
Lysimachus," P~rdi~cas. I cios~d ~he ~~d.. e ~with a deep sig)l. I 

, She darted p1ercmg eye!t at lne, and sauJ'.'~ Why· that sorr.ow-_ 1 
r. 1 . ? D k h .ho k ,,, - . - - . . · -•ll air., oyou DO\Yt e ~ _J .;,.~;,·.'··- ·:·, " .. :;·· ~-_.:; 

.•· ftFutfweIJ.," I answere~. lli:r~ e_v~r: grow old and refle~t upon 
the e\'.t:&:its that formed my character, ,J shall, mark out this_. book 
as .the most_ powerful of all the agents .who made _me what'I aiµ-. 
If I am fickle and fantastic, not a moral or rational, or politic;al 
.being, but a thing of m~re sex~JWiit was·that fashioned me~- i 
almost predict that I shall owe an'. igno.minious li,fe, and a 3hame .. 
ful end, to this book: " 

While Brown's op1r...1ons of books are interesting they are of 

little value except as 1ndicat1ng the sources of his methods. With 

its episodes carried to the limit of a modern reader's patience 

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

Although StE:[Q]:len Calvert lacks completeness in that,at tRe end 

the hero is not married to the heroin~,whoever she may be,it is 

marred by fewer faulty details than any other of Brown's stories. 

Ages and relationships and professions are consistently kept in 

mind traoughout and with the few exceptions noted the story 1s 

mechanically well constructed. 

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

2 
Brovm and in the collection called Carwin the B1loQu1st and other 

American Tales; in the latter of which it was divided into thirteen 
Z 1815,Vol.II,pp.274-472. 

1 Arta.menes,o~ J.he Grand Cyr..l@._,Englist.ed by F.G.Fsq.,London.1691. 
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unnamed chapters. As there reprinted in 1822 they correspond 

to the Monthly 113.ga.zine text as !ollows: 

Chapter 
II 

III 
IV 1 
v 

VI 
VII 

VIII 
IX 
x 

XI 2 
XII 

XIII 

As in Vol.I,Konthly :ya.gazine 
begins "The death of his brother ••• u page 201 

u u1 have mentioned that one •.• " • 207 
u •such were the emotions ••• • • 267 
• uThere is but one goal ••• • " 277 .. uThis state,so tertile •.• u " 357i 
• •1 should in vain attempt ••• • u 431 

As in Vol.II of the sa.me 
"Meanwhile, my first visit ••• " • 22 

• UFrom upbraiding c1e11a ••• u u 256 
• u·ihen the interview •.• • • 270 

"What a state ••• • u 330 
"In this tumult ••• • • 336 
"The ietters,tor I afterwards ••• • u 417 u 

(This breaks up a paragraph.} 
on page 192,Vol.I,there is a dash inserted before "~y ancestry 

were English• so as to d.1 1rtde the introductory pa.r3.graphs from 
the main narrative. 

Stephen Calvert has not been given its proper place or impor-

ta.nee 1n Brown's work never having appeared 3.S a sep~rate book and 

not being included in the usual editions of his collected works. 

As a p;irt of Brown• s life 'Uld work 1 t stands in the relation 

of a. connecting link between the romances a.nd the novels. Were 

it not for the sem1-mystP-rious nature of the mistaken identity 

mot1,r:"? the work would belong to the group including Clara Howard 

and Jane Talbot. Had the love 1noidents been idealized and the 

expla.n~tion of the twin brother omitted it could have been made 

a romance. BUt as a matter or ract the work is something of both, 

1 c~~Dt~r I7 1~;tn2 ~Jl~~~ rr. 
2 ~h1p!~r XI ~?g1~3 73lu~2 III. 
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without being distinctively either. 

At the same time in considering the Memoirs or Stephen Calvert 

as a link we should bear in mind that Brown made no deliberate 

change. His romanticism was dovetailed into his realism. As an 

author he passed gradually from being a dreamer to being a 

_practical ma.n,and like all traits inherent in human nature the 

ideal one was not obliterated all at once but had its fits of 

return. 

In volume one on page twenty-one there appears ~ fr~gment or 

Edgar Hunt~y,introduced by E.H. There seems to be sufficient 



circumstantial evidence to prove the 1'ntrodllct1on Brown's. oatte\ 

'Jhat relation the fragment bore to the published book has been 

treated 1n our study of Edgar Hunt:ur,to which the reader is referred. 

" " 1 
The Roman story eRt1tled Thessalon1ca is llnquestionably by Br~. 

~ lihen it was written is uncertain;1ts sentence formation would 

ai f1Pst appear to indicate ~ it was one of his early studies, 

:+ 
possibly of his days of classical study,or was written about the 

" )(k: 
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 if the latter were the 

truth,and this is confirmed by the fact that Brown showed his 

greatest knowledge of Roman history and naffies when he was writing 

Ormond. 

When it was included in volume two of Dunlap•s biography of Brown 

* ~ no statement concerning it was made. D'tlnlap probably included~ 
I\ 

as one of the "rarest of his pri~ted works," ~e_ ~Re ~iile page. 

csug~st s but '9 w.e bnre a1as.'&&4 this magazine in which it -appears 

for the first time is not at all rare. 

Thessalonica. is, with The Death of Cicero ~n Edgar H1mtly) 

another instance of what Brown was able to do with a few facts 

s--

~ 
J 

J 

l 
_j 

~ 
"' 
~ 

~ 
~ 
) 

~ 
<.} 

, J 

basis ~ 
1 Ill ,,.-Jo• ,,..,cc 

as'-. foundation for a work of fiction. so far as it has its 
1 Vol.r,p.99 reprinted Dunlap,Vol.II,p.170 ff. _, 10 , 

YV"" .,,...,, ~ \ ft I .a~ - • • 



1n Roman history it is undoubtedly a practise piece just as the 

Cicero. In fact it 1s an unusually well constructed study of Roman 

life. 

The plot is concerned with the massacre of the inhabitants of 

1 
Thessalonica by the order or Theodosius. According to Gibbon 

the wholesale proscription of seven thousand,or more,people of all 

classes regardless of sex or condition was the punishment for the 

action of.a mob,when it learned that :Botheric the general had 

imprisoned a favorite charioteer. The massacre in the circus to· 

which the people had come expecting the usual amusement of a 

holiday was a climax in which Brown saw wonderful literary material. 

If Gibbon was as seems probable the source of the story we can 

find Brown's alterations for dramatic effect in the justified 

purification or the motive of Botheric's death, in the air of 

' secrecy thrown over the deliberations of Theodosius ·mcl -ttt -the 

suspension pictured in the minds of the leaders of the doomed 

people. Other than su~h V!lriations from historical authority 

Brown cho~se to delineate the story only up to the climax~wtth 

no rAference to the remorse suffered by Theodosius for his brutality. 

Th~§salonica has many or the defects and excellencies of Brown's 

l Decli]1~ and Fall,Vol.V,p.64 ff.,London,1807. First edition,1766-88. 



other works. 

There are several faulty details which are characteristic) -&E. 
• 
~ 

Ett~a.ztong which as most evident 'II? mai' JR&R;i1R the apparent 

assassination of Macro,who,we learn later,was only wounded and 

went off home; the constatl.t shifting of the scene from the city 

and its homes to the circus and vice versa; the messenger to 

Theodosius is first •a messenger• and later becomes a body of 

"horsemen";the inconsistency of the riumbers of the people massacred, 

at first being all and later we learn many escaped. To relate 

how the civil magistrate,who is the narrator,eecaped never seems 

to have occured to Brown to be worthy of even a hint. 

Probably the most glaring fault in the construction is the 

e. 
chang~ of the point or view. Throughout there is a mingling 

of regular objective narrative as ~e~&g by the author and or 

subjective narrative as i&iRg by the n~rrating character within 

the author's narrative. Had Brown adopted and stuck to one or 

one, 
the other method and onlyAcertain needless repetitions would have-

been evident at the time of composition and would probably ba.ve 

been omitted. 

Perhaps the best description in it is the scene at the Senate 



when the people are awaiting the answer of Theoaosius,and 1f we 

were using quotations to illustrate our point we should quote 

that one. 

The opening paragraphs are excellent,the descriptions a.re 

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 here made ~ster stroke. It we remember 

tbat the st·ory was based on the real history in which the charioteer 

was missed by the mob in the circus we will see what an excellent 

use he made of the suggestion and will all the more appreciate 

the scene that follows,when the audience awaited the entrance o~ 

Walireer 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. 

Cr~racteristic touches may be found in the relation of the 

massacre by "I~' who takes the trouble to state that he has drawn 

up a statement of the affair; the complication or the plot by the 

suggestion that Rufinus and Botheric were planni~g to take over 

the rule or the state; the mora11ztng: of the narrator 1n closing 
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his narrat1ve,the massacre ending at midnight and the burial of 

Bother1c at night 3.lld the attempt of Eustace to escape by sail-

1ng on a vessel: all are Brown favorites. 

were beaten by numberless 

pared with in 

the series it helps 

1 
o prove Brpwn was the author of 

As a minor work of~ pract1se,~1ft"'a.s a study that ignores 

the historical importance or the fa.eta involved 1& ia& rte\1sn,. 
t 

as a short atory,it the reader prefers to call it such,tor filling 

a number of the ma.ga.zine,this "Roman story" has in its display of 

BJl4wftl~ power of narration and an3lysis an excellence beyond the 

a.ver2l.ge ~ of its kind. For those who like historical fiction 

it will be found to be no feeble example. 

save tor its appearance in the biogr~p~y by .DUnlap and a 

1 
present-day reprint in a collection of short stories, it haa 

been left in the Month]:.y Magazine buried in an undeserved oblivion. 

1 Edi t2d ·oy Alexmder J::~.3sop i::i. Rep;es,~nt~ti·ve_ Arn~r_l_C_'ifl §_ho.rt 
StQ..;'123 Bost~n. ( 1923) pp.9-2.:5. BroN::i.'3 punct~i 1tion,.:ipelling 
1.nd. ciptttltz·itto:: '1.r2 i.lt•?red. On.Pl.s'~ 13 3worr.1 ia U.Sf~d for 
swor.13;:pp.17 ·i.nJ 22 :.irediol-mw;J. ts not it"tl1.c1.33d;:ind p.23 
tn.·2 (:noti·re.a) shoul 11 oe these. Why :i.11 th"' ti tlcs were enter~d 
in t!l~ 'llphibetiC1.l. li3t p.60 (of Wh·it i3 re,-ill.Y ~l nci.:nelt'~S3 
3.Pi,>"'ndix) is b~yon:i our co,:1prt.;hen3ton. The33':1.lon1ca. ia the only· 
short atory 1~ thP ~hole ten. 
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'-* . 
Immediately tollow1n~ Hte!'l:e~ pxologue le Mie~~~i:,.1111 tiie 

U&n.thl;r ~az'r&~s the epilogue to the There are 

c.~&k ";Jl~ 
several Brown traits in it but for want of Qe.Q4.s1ve proor we iiiiililot 

consider 1t ~n anotRAP ,1~ee among the third class of contributions~ 
~ ~,·,.;_~(!d • 

.So far as we baJTe ~ee11: &ble to cU!coveI it appea:x s t!:~M. BFeWB' a~ 



practise was not uniform in supplying the material tor ~ various 

~Tu-.CQ wu-J£ 
periodin~la.wit~ 'NA1ch he w.aa oell:fteeted. In one~.ga.s.e heAwrcte 

for 1t,1n another he merely pulled out some of his manuscript 

s:.tore~so tfl&:t it is impossible tor us to decide with accuracy the:> 

time when he composed certain or his contributiona~ 

.resaica.i. is one of these undated works ,and when we have completed' 

our study of it, the deeia1efl.(Of\dating/ it aa we ba110 4-eae will b&' 

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

present pYrpgse er epe11:1Rg t.he di!ett&ainn ~he appearance:: 

1 
in this magazine of six of its twenty-nine letters makes it 

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

Colburn•s edltor,.ressica. 

According to Allen who gave all the information we havo about 

its composition it was written immediately after Alcuin wea fini!l'l:eE\... 

We have no other evidence than that Ntlgi-e flimsy detail aftd it w h:cL 
I ~ 

2;kelz 
is very aol:fbtM 1 f ~ .. l.l.ea .U'.l.e.r& stated ii~correct.ff f 

2.: 
Brown's -ewa account of it ts g17en by Allen and reprinted 

re~di ~s follows. 

3 
by Dunlap 

1 ThA on2 beg1r.n1ng a.t bottom of Dunl:ip,Vol.I,p.120 an:1 fiYe n~w 
o:-1e::s not gi 7en b.Y Allen~ bun\ o..f. 

2 P.106 ff. 
3 Vol.I,pp.107-8. 



'f."~'When. ihis1was:.finishe<I; I :,~m~~~t?:~ef?.ing~O,~c 
£~ ~~a Re>mam;e.· ; I had at .first no. defimtite ;·conc~pt10~~ 

. my design~ ; -As my pen. proceeded forw:ard:,. my~ inV.entiorii Ji.A 
·tasked,· and the mateiials th.a~ it· afforded ·were lU"t"angedr ··~ ! 
digested. Fortunately I continued to ,view this schem~ m * 
same light in which it had at first presented itself. Ti~t: ~~e~ 

.fore did not diminish its attractions. . The facility I expe~i~.e 
ed in composition, and the perception of daily progr~,s.:.~~ 
couraged me, and my task was finished an tJle last day. 9f ~~f~ 
«mber. · . . .. . .,.,_; '..' ,.. . : ; . , il.i v~ 
· ''.J hardly kno'!' how to regard this exploit.; Is jt ~ r~~-4~: 
table proof of perseverance or not ? Considering my ch.a~: 
in its former appearances, this steadiness of application .m!tat· 
not ha:v·e been expected. What· is the nature.' or lnerit, c)fii\y j 
performance l This question is not for me to answer., · ~Y4M.; 
cision is favourable or otherwise, according to the vie~s Rffi~h · 
I tak~ of the. subject. When a .mental comparison, is : ~'de 
between_ this and the mass of novels, I am inclined to: be.pka.:. 
ed with my own production. ··.But when the.. o.bjecis. o( .~~~ 
rison . ai:e .. changed,· and I revolve the transcendant;,im~t~Yot 
Caleb Williams, my pleasure is diminished,. ,;nd_.;,js pr~s~iYCd 
from a total extinction only by the reflection that this pei-f~-:; 
ance is the first. That every new attempt will ·be be~terttb~ 
the last, and that considered in die light of a prelud~. or. fitst 
link, it may merit that praise to which it may posse5s no. cla.ill\, 
considered as a last. best creation. · 

''It was at first written in an hasty and inaccurate_w~y., :Q~ ... 
fore I. can sub!llit it to a printer, or even satifactorily rehea~~- it 
to a fri~nd, ~t. must be wholly transcrib~d. I am at pr~s'<if,ffi.~ : 
gage~ in th1~ employment. I am afraid, .~ mu:ch tj_n;ae ~iJtJ:>~ I 
reqlllre.d by 1t, as .was necess~ to t_lie o~!gmal co~posjti_Q~ 

do not fear but that I shall finish ·my labour, barring all extra· 
ordinary accidents.'' . -, . 

Whether or not this refers to the story about Jessy Arnot 1s 

not certain but 1t is given so by Allen and Dtmla.p a.nd for want 

of proof to ind1c3tP- that it refers to some other work it will 

have to stand as it is. 

At best the whole quotation is vague :uid contradictory. From its 

mention of comparison with novels 1t see:Ls as if it refers to a 

novel. But a.t the beginning it is spoken of as a. romance. However 

either way Jessie~ could be meant. In one place it says the task 



was completed on the last day of December;tn another it mentions 

the necessity of copying it for the printer. This can hardly refer 

to Jessica unless Allen and Dunlap mutilated wha.t promises to be~<J\..\JtJL 

Brown's best worJ.<S,ror we only have it as a fragment. So far as 

we know all or Jessica was never copied for the printer. I?Jeeaioa 

W+4 
k re t:1u~raa. M> l"t also does not seem probable ~ it Mil :eeeR 

:;t-
finished in December 1798 for $9&&1ca has more traces of the 

7~d~ .. t/~'2 
influence of Ormond than of Wieland, so -t-&9A it probably was 

1799. The reflection that it was his first(fnovel w~ pEcsume 

fer Aleu1n 1'%s~ 'b.QQi:i, w:r1tiea-ent1re.1y ignores the story of 

~~ ~ •,/.. . 
• 1\ll1us. As we-aft6li see7at greater length when we m&ke e~r study 

~ .ru:m~' s indebtedness to Godwin the compa.riaon with Caleb Williams 

is h~rdly indicative of Jessica; for in it there is nothing 

~~ 
suggestive of Caleb WilliaII!~;~ the only 

¢~ 
posal~~ slight trace ef ceawtll. may ~e in 

may be shmm to be con..~ected w~th some crther work. 

When 1n 1822 the series of letters which compose this work were 

included in the London publication entitled Carwin and other 
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.American Tal~s and pieces the title of Jessica was given to 

them,and inasmuch as the name is ia~eR from the principal 

character's signatures to some of the letters it is probablfl 

as satisfactory as any other. At the same time it is only proper 

to state that while we are justified in assuming ~ he would 

1 
have named the story rrom the principal character because that 

was his custom,1t should he noticed that the title was not 

given by Brown. 

~ 
The name of Jessica is of course iaiieR from the Merchant of 

ct--
Venice. Not only is she remintscent ot tGa.t ~Pama because of her 

narue,she is also more than a mere na~e because of the situation 

in which we find her. Her semi-recluse habits make profitable 

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. HQweuer, ii;i mel"e Uum these Eleiail:s Brown was no/ ~ 

~~ indebted to the Merchant&! Venice. 

1 
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\,.J.w..J. 1 

It has been erroneously aeftet&ePe~ that Jessica made its 

r1rst appearance 1n DUnlap•s book 1n 1815. In fact on page 

Yr 
J:.08 1t says ~ \lie we~ uhas never seen the press•. That 

statement taken literally from Allen 1s only partially true. 

The letter beginning on page 120 of volume one had already 

~ ~~ l~o ( lfu-a ._:nr. ij. ~1-'i') 
ma~ .. ~w appear~ in the Monthl.V Magazine 1R velWM t~H.e 

A 

cm pages J7 io 39 under the title ot Fr1endship:an original 

~ 
letter..!.. But this is not a11. Five ~r ;ae letters are to be 

~ f\:L ~..J ~~ ( ~~· \~1-11) 
found ~ pagea 101 to lll of t~ls same per1ea1eai....1ntroduced 

by Brown to his readers with this fictitious note: 

·~o the Editor of the Monthly Magazine. 
Sir, 

Some of your Readers, who may have been pleased 
with the simple Bt~a1~ of the Letter published 1n 
your last l'fwnber,page 29,may not be displeased with 
the follow1ng,by the same hand. N.0.2 

3 
Page 29 1s an error for }7 and the letter there given was 

ta.ken fron1 the body of Jessi ca. 

3- :'1'1·"- c1:t0r of :t10 Lonc.:01. lc.;22 ,2d.it!.on o.:' .I.:unl1;p 1 a biogr1.:phy 
( p. 7u ::. ) f"'ll ir!to th:. .31.:r.,..., 0rror. 

2 fr.is ~:: :.t.2 only J.p1121r1.nec of thes: 1r~1t1-1ls in 1.11 of th0 
m1;1~t~~a ~it~ w~ich Brown ~aa 1~ ~ny ~ay conn0ct2d. 

3 I~ Ero~n ~?re 1nt2r~at2d 1n cryLtogr~~hy,which ~e do not 
kn~w ~~ wia 1 th13 ~rror might t~ ua~d ~a 1 12t111 of our 
'l.ri:'.~"J .. -ci; :o -r;;rov:' th:- Tr_1112_ o( Ar~~g to b"· h13. O.!'.'tenti:n-0 3 
~rr0r2 tr' int r.ticn-il :in 1 r11V'_' «'.orii"rful ,;: ; 1nir.g.s to the 
in:!.t~ _::-.1. 
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These five newly-discovered letters were g1ven as •original 

1 
Letters•;unlike Jessica as given by Allen and Dunlap they were 

numbered and dated respectivel.y:I,June l0,176~;;II,JUne 15;III, 

JUne 18;IV,June 2l;and v,.rune Z4. For.the continuity of the 

story No.I should be placed after the first letter as given by 

-Y 
DUnlap and No.II likewise should follow the thttd letter as 

A 

given by Dunlap. 

The information imparted by these new letters is most 1mpor-

tant for they supply many details not otherwise g1ven;especially 

the full accdunt of the Arnot family and the misfortunes which 

lead up to the situation presented. 

The story is located 1n 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 

d~tatls are given even the green of the court and the ivy 

on the walls of the two-storied house. 



l~ 

Witt the tive important additional letters Jessica still 

~ 
remains i4complete ~ what there is of the story is simple and 

excellent and may be summarized as follows. Jessica,a very 

loveable aa~ fem1ala• girl or about twenty years of age,lives 

with her blind mother in a pretty little home on the Bowery, 

deriving their sustenance by her needle. In course of time 

her hrother Harry a lawyer introduces a young mysterious man 

as a boarder in the house. As in almost all similar circwn-

stances Jessica falls in love with him, an~ the fragment ends, 

-
she has succeeded i~ Colden into 

WaQ 1t ~e•R Gompleted it might have been lMit=eP ihan the 

best story Brown ever wrote; at least if what he have~ is 

~ 
is1 wel'J( is presented in epistolary form, and while it has 

~~~ I~~ ~ ~'~'? ~ ~ 
traces or the influence ofARichardson it attempts with slight 

exception what thejsraater mM did not, the presentation of the 

story from a single point of v1ew. Only three of the letters 

of Jessica's correapondent,Soph1a or Jul1a,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 discovered ones, are from Jessica to 

SOphia and except for two enclosures, the letters of Courtland 

and SOphia's father, no others are given. 

1 
Allen and Dunlap called attention in a note to the 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 nir:.ety-nine;but Julia was used twenty-two times,1n fact 

a1ways,1n the fiv~ newly-discovered letters. Sophia was signed 

once,used nir:.ety-three times in the text,and five times modified 

to Sopny; so that so far as Allen and DUnlap were concerned 

~~ c.. (t'Vlll.d 
the~a\~\~meftt would have been ;~er if the note had said that 

once in a great while the name of Julia was use~ for Sophia. 

The situation and char~cter of Colden is suggestive of the arum 

... ame.i 1"'11¥1~JJU 1n ... ~~~~of l!rown'a; 1n~e.t th1s 

fragment was ~Y drawn upon for the Trials of 

Arden where we have a supposed religious ap~/ 

.-.' 
~r tor the charaQter ef C9lQ•R~n Jane Talbo~ ~ l! 

1 In Pll2n th2 t~xt tvpe w~a ua~d; 1~ Dunl~p th~ not2 was in 
t.'E cu~torr.i.r.Y s:L1ll-::r 3iZ?. 



appeared as too complicated a situation. 

Thus it 1s possible Jessica ma.v belong to Jane Talbot in letter 

:xxxv \Vhere Colden speaka of his "conduct towards the poor Jessy. • 1
• 

That it may also bear some relation to the fragments Adini.Medway 

and Henr.Y Colden seems probable but is not clear enough to be 

accurately defined. 

_qJ. 
How the story would have been completed is meatJ.g conjectura3: 
~fu . . . 

but we M\~ hints thrown out. aad 'b¥ tQJ l 0 w1RS taem Ye are lead 

to believe that Colden, the mysterious boarder,has renounced the 

.-to" 
Roman Catholic fa.1th a5Q. become a Protestant; for"iia.t reason he 

is greatly affected by the questions which J~ss1ca asks. Possibly 

kt. ~ 
Gel~Qn was intended to ~lJ:R: eat to be Watkins,the betrothed of 

her friend and correspondent and whom Jessica knows has never been 

loved. ~ <i;phtj and wt~ never be married ~ ~ What course 

the brother would pursue when he learned ~ JeS31ca l).ad not 

hP-eded his warning· 'Uld had fallen in love w1 th Colden 1s uncertain. 

If Colden•s life had been a stainless, though undoubtedly hard,one 

it is only too probable ~ Jessica would marry him, but the 

suggestion or some ,esei~l:e crime may have turned the matter into 



another direction. What fate would· await Sophia is quite possible 

to be conjectured--she J'f'eti'\1913" would win over her father and~ 

other objectors and marry her lover Courtland. 

Jessica in distinct contrast to other~ Brown\~ worit5,1s a 

fasc1nat1rtg love story. It starts out with no mora.1 and if 1t 

l'lad been finished we could hardly have expected it to have one. 

It narrates weR~9PA!llg well the.inception and development or the 

love or a.n extremely hwnan and attr~ctiye young woman. 

. . . 

rta faults are -t-fte characteristic ~aulta or Brown(r 9HN% 

at all times. There 1a the same familiar method of introducing 

a character and na.ming him afterward;the lack of attention to 

minor details such as the unexplained changing age of Jessica,once 

being eighteen and another time twenty-two;a reference to the death 

of a. sister,later to two of them;and the. introduction of a cat and 

a book when they are convenient to the author's purpose. And yet 

they are aurpr1s1ng1ii· few in number. 

First among the master strokes is the scheme o~ g1v1ng,with the 

slight exception or the first three,only the letters R"iites ~Y 

JG Jessica. Therein Brown made an improvement on the eptstola.ry form. 

"~ 'ftlA. 
a.g aJiJplied to a etor" ~f en.e make1 a ch3racter of a letter-writing 

. . j~k 
sympathetic nature there is no necess1 ty for ~1ng ~ll.- eve~ 



here and there lessening the errect or a single point or view,and 

straining the reader•s p~tience by inserting the ra.taliatory 

comments or the other characters, ~ft 'fie sto~ T~Ye eaift-1'-e Qne 

charact"~T or predominating importance and the letters written by 

~ 
that one character to one correspondent or more can tellQW Brown's 

~~~ 
method.and. .sugses~ ~A few words or sentences ~ intervening 

A 

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

writing, as a novel o~ manners, Clarissa Harlowe is l!R:e&i:l'etetti,. ·ute 

superior ~ but as an unfinished example of the epistolary method 

of the literary composition or a story BDown•s Jessica has much in 

it to be preferred. If we read Clarisa~ for the story,which of 

0-ourae we do not,we ~l find trM-t letter after letter,which 

~<r!::f, 
only bring out the small details of the plot,first 8*aa,eP~t8.t 

then a.nger,and then invite the evil genius of the reader, the 

-
little Devil of Skimming. In fact we would venture the statement 

that ~ few now-a-days read Clarissa,though many ma?f shew them~ 

.sel.Yee examplea of o'Qr ~gia~ 'By ski~ it. !fie t.Nta :romai:A:e 

~a~t,Any attempt to make an artistic work of the epistolary 

novel d.ernands sufficient vital letters, but not too many. ai:ia 1a 

--t-nat pa.rt1cu.la!' Brewn aee~s t.e Rfl"e made a step in t.M Pigat 
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we are not areeoltt\ei-Y sure t-aat t~• st.eFy &-! Jessica has 

reached us as Brown left it. In the so-calle~ Dunla.p•s biography 

we are told ~ •the reader may be gratified by extracts.• 

Whether Allen MiJ:e meant,.as appears t.e ~e elea1',that he as 

editor had selected letters from the completed manuscript, or 

that the letters iiiiS given were all he found,pFeeeite" we are 

at a loss to determine. to deal 

1t is left 

in ha.ve to 

be or any 

ly, the Monthly Magazine has pres::rved five more -er Jessi ee. 'a 
' ccrJJl kn.cl. w;:ILJ. 

letters and their V1.lue sa.n only be lsseeneti5 we Fefleet th3:'° 

~~Y ehottld be mere weleeme !!(they had concerned the outcome 

O'f the story, r-a:t.eeF ttra:IL tr.e e1t.aat.1e:a wl=l1eB: w8 ~lrAaf!y kftew.. 

With a few faulty d9~~1ls excepted the story 1s excellently 

·told .. '!'h~ jev~lop.nent of Jesa1ca.•a love is natural a.nd t.horough, 

her reflections ar<? -:V~lightfully 1ntroduce·:1 and aeacribed a.nd a.re 

conc~rned with th~ essentials of the plot. Especially true to 

n~tur~ is h~r occasion~l outburst of self-condernnation,here 
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mollified into selt-cri t icism, tha.t comes when her thoughts have 

been too much engrossed in her attempt to gain the respect ot 

the contemp1a.t11re Colden. Her character is thoroughly feminine 

and as a loveable young woman she surpasses in definiteness of 

drawing,Brown•s best womanly example--Constantia of Ormond. 

To ma.ke up tor any lack of 9em~leie character drawing one of the 

strongest details is the contrast
1
or ~ situatio~f Sophia 

.. 
and Jessica,one or Brown•s favorite methods. In this case he 

presents the extremes, the rich and the poor. 

When Brown had Jessica write Ei9FP e:ro~ the conversa\ions she 

~ 
heard,we h~ve an autobiographic reminder of 1M-B custom of his 

eWB youth~ ~·· Other autobiographic touches may be found 

in the interest Jessica h~s in books; in that invP-stment of her 

fa.ther•s in the shipping business which if not applicable to 

Brown himself was surely so to at l~ast one of his "brothers; 

and th~ brother Ha.rry who was a. lawyer and may be related to 

1 Cf. ::n-' ~ontr~.3.L 1:1:.ribut'!J ty u.:i to Brown, ln our st'J..j.Y of 
th" -.v.?ex_i_1 ~rr1zv .. ~. 
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Brown himself as well as to Henry Colden. Hannah,Jessica•a 

maid-servant ,.ts ~ a Brown family name. As we Sh9.ll see in 

our study of the Li tera.ry Magazine 1 t is possible ~ Brown 

may be the stranger and Jessica may be the sister of the 

s.tra.nger • s dead wife Sally. Thus the work ma.v be strongly 

autobiographic. The name ot J'Ulia occasionally used ror Sophia 

recall! the pet name Wilkins used for Dolly Madison. It is 

possible to consider the situation 1n Jesaica as very like.-\k( 

~~u 
6¥- that when Wilkins and Brown were intimate with Dolly Payne. 

/\ 

Th~ idea th~t women have little to do with politics, 

in th~ fourth of the newly found letters,may be somewhat 



related to the arguments in Alcuin. Bt:t ~everal er t~e details 

are ram111ar~such as the Ziska business used in Wiel¥td. The--

whale matter ~~Jerome and Ziaka and the Bohemian battles as 

taken from Yosheim's book,W'hich Brown ~ ~a~e tead · ,is 

. 
particularly appropriate because or the mystics of Molinos who 

believed in the qut~tist methods adopted by the ~akers. Sophia's 

summer house recalls the one Clara Wieland had;the vine-covered 

1 
affair near the bank or the river. Tbe "bench under the bank" 

VJ~· 
may also be related to t.ft8°Same wo:r~ 

~~ Here again,as in W1eland,Brown makes use of a candle and its 

~ro.tofePe ftegleeted possibilities. It lights up the face of 

Colden.when he first appears in the story--1t softens his face, 

J~ 
/ 
L- Thus we find the work show~a.g the influence of both or Brown's 

well-Jmown works of 1798. Bttt we mttst §9 e& filrtaer. 

The relation Jessica bears to Ormond 1s stronger tlta~ t~Q two 

juet eene1'tere4 and may be found exemplified in S'.1:1:9R eete:i~ 

-ae the situation of Jessica and her blind mother living with a • 

charity charge for their only maid-servant, in a suburb near a 

1 Dunlap,Vol.J,p.111. 
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c-ourt,wh1ch corresponds to Constantia and her blind father 

living under similarly obscure c1rcUi~stancee in Philadelphia. 

In both cases the needle of the heroine is the meana of susten-

ance. Jessica's reflection on the friend who goes away and dies 

and her reflections on her sisters who were dead,wtth the con-

so1a.t1on or meeting again in ;i. better world,recalls the song in 

Ormond 

ttwe meet again to part no more.• 

Likewise the alster•s sale of the harp when the Arnots were 

left penn11eas,reca11s consta.ntia 1 s sale of her lute,under the 

same c-trcumsta.nces. Jessica 11k'9 Conatant1a. ha.d had a. former love 

h. 

affair but in Conata.tta•s case ahe had calmly broken all ttes 
ft. • 

wh1le 1n Jesa1ca•s the lover had been lost Cit sea. 

Besides its literary value this increase in .the traceable 1n-

fluence of h1a own works on Jeas1ca forces the composition ahead 

to a da.te·a.tter Ormond,a.m1 if we take the statement concerning the 

last il'l..Y of December 'lnd consider with it the publication in July 

and August of 1800 of twenty p2r cent of the whole story as· we 

h3ve rt,we must date its composition ~s December 1799~ 

In some instances we here find a aurv1v~l of the sentimental 



stories or Erown•s contemporaries. In the particular or intro-

ducing the tour lines or verse,we have one trace or Mrs.Radc11rre•s 

work. 

••some minstrel,Jessy,sing or say, 
"To bide at home, 
•Abroad to roam, 
"But snatched me ;tr om myself, away."' 

· Though given as a quotation the verses are undoubtedly by 

Brown. In publishing the Jessica story 1n 1822 the London publisher•s 

1 
good taste lead him to omit this verse and thetentence preceding 

it, and the less said about 1 t ·as verse the better. 

Another reminder or Mrs.Radcliffe is in the character of Colden. 

He seems born under the same star as The Italian,with his Lara,and 

2 
corsair and Giaur mystery as afterward made famous by :Byron, 

though we cannot believe 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 Yrs.Radcliffe we may find 

some to Rousseau's Heloise to which he pays his acknowledgment in 

his letter of 5 May 1792 .-

1 .,They would not suffer me, ::i.s methinks I hear, •.. " 
2 see Mobius,Tr1e Gothic ,F_o_ma.nce,Leipsig,1902,p.113 ff. 
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As a part of his life a.nd work Jessica.is of t~s ~ig~eat im-

porta.nce. Already 'We have suggested its possibilities of betng 

Brown's finest piece of work,a work showing ae ie~eh of tft.Q 

t1.. 
amat4"H" -a-Rd ~il the finger-prints of ~ master,and had tt met 

~ 
wtth anything but w&at ~pea£s te tte tMl. evident stupidity of SR 

Allen and DU.nlap,we might have had in it the acme of his career 

as a novelist or romanctst,wha.t you __ ~il~ 

C As we have it, tl'ic "Ses-t we 0~ say 1 i ~a~t ~10 i•Q1m' a mos..t 
--~~~~~--~ 

a4:ntr~e tr3gment '.YtQ. ~an be neglected by no one seeking a 

true knowledge of~ . 

Intereating in thi3 connectton,primarily because of its name, 

ts ~ very remarkable modern lova story enti~led The Jessica 

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

is nothing to suggest ~ the author had ever read aay &f our 

author's work and .vet there are a few details that immediately 

connect the two works • .Both are epistolary in method,both con-

tain philosophical and religious d1scussion,both have an unusual 

lack of 1cqua.intance of the hero and. heroine, both are presented 

as love stories interfered with Hi elevelepmeai by a near relative, 

1 }Te'N York 1904. 
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1n one by the brother in the other by the father. As probably 

the only and the best modern ex3.II1ple of contrast,as a very beau-

ti~~l story a.nd a superior work of modern fiction The Jeseica 

Letters may b~ proft~ably read by the Brown student as an 

aetnaal tnatance where we might imagine Brownif ~had been 

reborn so aa to make po.saU~le -ta-a· complet~ &ii what had been 

left a3 a fragment. 

1 
In the number tor March 1800 of th1a per1oQ1enl there appeared 

that BrO'Rn waa ita author amounts to a certainty; the proofs,with 

the exception of th~ :lppea.ra.nce e-f!. ~ae ·Nerk in thia ma.gazine,are 

wholly internal md the ca.se 1.s probably one of the clearest ~ 

a:nonymott ! 11 t er a tu re.._.. 

In Brown•s daya a work of fiction in America published under a 

seconctiry title such a.a here used ts rarely recordea.. Out of 

2 
1~2 titles axamtned there waa only one during all the yea.rs of 

l Vol.II,p.174. 
2 Loa he: Ear lY A;ne.r l;~in Noy_l~ 1. 



Brown's lite which used the secondary title exactly as he did. 

There were only two others using it e¥eR as a principal title. Ot 

these three,two were New England publications. In the case ot 

Brown,excluding those items.ascribed to him by us it was used 

HUntly;or,Memoirs 9...f ~ §leep Walker;the Memoirs or Stephen Calvert 

and Memoirs or Carwin the B1loquist. Including those ascribed to 

.him in thts work we have it used six times. Besides this one ot 

the common pastimes of Brown's characters is to write Memoirs. 

a.. 
.so .that ~& 'f!H" '4s ~ title :H serteeine"Cl it seems taat 1r;i. l:Lia c1a.y 

it was Wha~ mig~t ~e 1&1~ te ~e characteristically .Brownish. 

In connection with the appearance or this work we should note 

~ the temporary suspension of the Memoirs of Stephen Calvert 

happened just berore the appearance or Mary SelwY?l· QU.i te remarkably 

that ~ was s~Bl*!ftde4 at the point where unexpectedly Calvert 

learns that Clelia was already a wife,so ~ it appears '&fta.t this 

work was a development or the idea prominent in the mind of Brown 
. ~at kL.t. ..;..~.£ L ~ 2-..J, .,, CLc_...:... x 

at that timei t' 1L ' a' ca. We can easilg imagine .Brown 

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

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



had concealed the tact and married Calvert;wny she had written 

her memoirs, s~e must M¥C a ~is'te?'Y"\and behold we have the 

Memoirs of Mary ~.witb 1t& preee&tatie~ er tae e1tttsties. 

Tl'le story M' Va.qr Sel.JQttl told by the young man who has discovered 

her secret is sent '8& '11 answer to a letter from her husband. 

Having been married to Colmer whom she does not love Mary had 

been led astray by Haywood and had fled from both husband and 

h.~~ 
lover to live 1R s~reey in a remote village of Connecticut. 

There she was round by Molesworth a physician who tell in love 

with her and married her. They moved to the city and having 

saved Kirvan from the plague, tl1e husband was called away by his 

uncle's illness. Returning unexpectedly he found his wife 1n 

tears and his friend immediately leaving he became a prey to 

suspicions. Mary died and Molesworth wrote to Kirvan tor an ex-

planation of the circumstances under which he had discovered them. 

The mechanical structure of ~he work is simple and satisfactory; 

namely an introductory letter to Kirva.n and the answer with another 

)l\t'tS 
letter inserted....J,r. whichAthe history of Mary Selwyn Molesworth 

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

first person,the moral tag and the philosophical reflections 



due to insonmta are Brown characteristics of architectonic. 

In general the details of style s~ch as the ideas,s1m1les.stac-

ca to sentences and diction are Brown• s. The lack or at tent ion to~ 

deta1ls;the impropriety of many situations in which men and women 

are ~laced;the subsistence by needle of the penniless woman;the 

thoughts and the attempts of Mary to commit suicide;the consolation 

or books;the arrival of the narrator from a foreign country;the 

loss or the r~ther•s money;the self-condenmation;the convenience 

of acquaintance such as that with the ship captain and the con-

ven1ence of the nurse being the wife of the doctor;the cousin 

who makes the unsatisfactory wire or husband;and the prejudice 

for events happening on the shore o~ the Hudson and for musical 

instruments in the hands or the ladies: are all more or less 

favorites of Brown•s. 

The desire or the brother to make Mary "rational beyond the 

common reach of my sex" rP-calls Alcuin. The powerfUl and excellent 

lam~ scene recalls the scene or the candle which we have praised 

in Wieland. The resemblance between Selwyn and his sister recalls 

QUery lTo .16 in the Weekly Magazine and a reference to the study 

or1'1at periodical will disclose Stephen Calvert among other 

instances of the use of the same motive. 



comparing details to Ormond we find there may be a relation, 

based on such a change as Mary Waldegrave 1n Edgar Huntly to Mary 

k: 
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 1n the yard whicn 

' that part or 
recalls the burial or Kiss De Moivres rather 1nAtlle Man at Home 

which later became a part or Ormond. K1rvan becomes an accountant 

of the merchant Haywood. which recalls Brown's practise of giving 

his penniless heroes clerical work and in p~t1cular resembles 

the case or Craig in Ormond. The scene where K1rvan watches 

Selwyn walk up and down while waiting tor Haywood resembles 

Dudley's watching Craig. 

The sisters who depended for subsistence on Colmer: and Moles-

worth recall the two sisters in similar plight and the cl'la.llenge 

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

in the story of Clithero;both in Edgar Huntly. 

The situation of Mary and Colmer recalls that of Jessica and 

Colden in Jessica. 

Compared to Arthur MervYn there is a phonetic s1m1larlty of the 

names Kirvan and Mervyn; like the characters in Arthur Mervyn 

Kirvan has a personal acquaintance with the captain or the ship 



which may or may. not be common to sea voyages in Brown's days. 

Kirvan carried a note to a young lady tor Haywood and Arthur Mervyn 

similarly carried onA ror Welbeck. Kirvan•s being a student ot 

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

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

' l in tht! work have important similarities in that both had seduced 

the sister of a triend;both 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 th~y had seduced;a.nd both fled. 

The sickness of K1rvan the narrator,the pestilence and the death 

of Mary•s sister,Ja.ne and the death of Mary by the fever either 

repeat similar details or are reminiscent of the yellow fever, 

probably that of 1798 1n 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 ch~racter 

intimately to Arthur Mervyn•s. 

1 Va.n Doren,Naticn,14 .J3.Il.1915,adds .seyeral details to the parallel. 



Kary 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 ot Mary ~ to· the group of 

tragments,Adini,Kedway,Henry Colden and Jane Talbot is probably 

tnie but exactly what it is is not clear.· 

Like the second set or details in Edgar Huntly there is a 

duplication or the parents and sisters in the cases or Colmer and 

Molesworth,a duplication or the seduced sisters ot Kirvan and 

Selwyn and a duplication or the sudden and unexpected return ot 

Haywood and Molesworth. 

After having considered this convincing collection or concurrences 

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

circumstantially evident;the author of the Lesson on concealment 

was either the author ot the Man at Home,Ormoncl,Jesiica and Arthur 

Mervyn or else he was Brown's double. Any one who understands the 

character and work or Brown will not believe that his double 

ever lived but will conclude that the work is undoubtedly one or 

his hitherto unidentified stories. 

As has been suggested by the details cited to prove th·1s work 

Brown•s it has the usual faults common to his work. Kirvan terrified 
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~ 
-Ia tae fl!'eti ftWBlieP er tae ta1r'.2. TJ&lla.11.e gf tA:e MonthlJ Ml\gazute 

..:(n the department of origin~l contributions there isJ"!!Mi unsigned~ 

)( 

&:tcry eats1t.1eQ. the Trials of A~c1en which h3.S a number of c1eta1 ls 

s1m113r to •neee t:.e·cH*~ ia the Lesson on_Concealment; o~,_t~~ 

M~moirs ot Kary Selwyn ev:1c1ence, 

~~at liPe'Nft •aaa. t.tJ.e....a.utnor.. 

The structure 13 one of the ~w.atam~r~ c1ece1ta practised by 

Brown most prominently in the newly-d1scoverecl part of Jessica 

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

The story is addressed to the Editor a.nd dat~d New York,Aprtl 

1800 but it 1a not e~aaPW1a• perfected as a rea.1 letter, the 

closing an<l sign~ture being la.eking. This "criminal failure•· to 

perfect the counterfe1 t :l:a -a aetatl wlttefl. arouses suspicion. 

At ftrst the sentences are not cnaractertsttcally Brown's but 

~-t-
as ~ ~ ·develops they fa.11 tnto the sta.cca.to tr1p-h9.mmer 



\./.) 

kiallt-· which-we M¥e tetmtt distinctively his. The diction H1 te be 

considered further in connection with ~ other details of eirs\Hft-

~~tiai evidencej~ here it is only necessary to.say it appears 

~ 
to be Brown's. The method or narration is 41at1RQt1veJ.¥ :Bl"ow;g,•1---

the forged structure et t AQ we Pk, the excuse for~ wr 1t1ng 'b<. i tt, 

the contusing first person narrator within the narration,the visit 

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

Michigan isle tn Stephen Calvert, the ~~seY11ioR ef general 

topics and then the story: are all familiar ~etaile of BrownJ~ 

architectonic. 

The representation or the story as real but to be given with 

fictitious names;the Arthur-Mervyn-curiosity of the narrator; 

the characters who had Just come from Europe; the duplication a* i~e 

~tGPY so as to lend a plausible air to the telling of it; 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;t1er refusal of Wingate when he returns.;· 

her sudden co~pliance;the housekeeper of Finch; the naming of the 

estate Ardenfield;the concealed correspondence between Arden and 

Anna,which suggests shorthand;the impropriety or the situation 



. 
in which Harriet and Arden are placed;· the two sisters left help-

less by Loveden and the grotto difficult of access:all are g<.1Rera1 

. details wn4:e-fl: Hr.Ji:Y be f'otmd in more than one or Brown• s works. 

· Among the mas& Qf instances there are many which relate the work 

in some unknown way to Jessica'; in fa.ct the story may belong to 

the same class,may have been composed at the same time and certainly 

saw \-aa 11~; e-! publication at the same tilne·. :Srudenel • s advice 

to his sister Anna,who loved Arden,is similar to that given by 

Jessica's brother Harry in regard to Colden. Brudenel's suspicion: 

of ArdAn is also parallelled by Ha.rry•s of Colden. Anna Brudenel, 

in reserve a.nd domesticity the same sort of a character, ts in 

t~o £ilts1ls of her s1 tuat ion surely a.not her Jessica; for, like that 

loveJ.ble little woma.n,she had loat a lover on a sea voyage,she 

had had two s1sters,who lia4 died s1milarly,her father was dead 

and she lived with and supported her mother. Perhaps according 

to the rumor Arden was a. former Jesuit spy .~ as Colden in 

Jessie~ may have been. As we Qa~e suggested in our study of 

Adin:L Hep.:ry _c_o_l_d_e_n_, and MedY!.<3.X ( 1797) there probably is some 

l 
11R¥l"l:e'Wli. relation of the Trial~ of Arden to Jessica and possibly 

to Jane Tal ~o_t_. 

1 H1.rr let i 5 us el aa 'l ncime in H~nry co_lden. an11 U:edwqy. 



Parallels to other of Brown's works may be found.Ml t~ tollow1Rg 

de~~ils.. The manuscript of Arden ~QPie~ in the bottom of a trunk 

recalls the chest 1n the Man at Home a.nd others. Arden detended him-

self at the bar and forgave his persecutors as Wieland did. Though 

the story is complete in itself there is an opening lett a:& t~Q 

-eft-4 for an account ot Arden• s early life ans Gxper1ei::uiea J~at as 

the re was in 111 eland for t he Kemo·i t'(-· or_ c_arwin. Harr 1 et had an 

estate on the bank of the Hudson agm9waa; as Cons~antia did in 

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

ed in business his former employee Arden • 

..Qft6 &f Brown•s characteristic~--the neglect of ee»iai& details--

has more th'3.l1 the usual ~~mber of appearances in this work. JPAe. 

I 

Harr1etSwas an essential of the trial and should have been 

~ used as evidence. ~jet's marriage with Arden is concealed toa 

long in fact there is too much heaping of details on the same 

character,Ha.rr1et,1n order to explain ~ the various motives 

and a.ct ions of several of the characters. Mayo• s former crime 

committed on Harriet is one of these unnecessary complications. 

In one instance 

late;namely,the burning of the papjirs of Arden. Arden went to see 



l~ 
Finch on the day after Harriet's disappeara.nce,but after Wingate 

and Finch had considered Arden's intention to leave the latter's 

servtce,a messenger arrived and told ot the disappearance or 

Harriet. or course she haa really disappeared the day before. The 

l 
old man lives titteen miles from New York and later Arden lives 

only nine. Arden comes first from Europe>a&4 later from London. 

The Judge in the trial is later •~•t1pJ1eo '~to the judges. The 

three sisters ot Harriet are absolutely ig?l.ored as possible compli-

cations of the development:but then there are already too many 

corresponding characters. 

The cha.r3.cter draw~ng of Harriet is made tnetfectua.l -~ as in 

the caae of Mary S~lWY?l· By loading so ma.ny details on her and con-

necting her with so many of the characters Brown has defeated his 

object. She arouses less and less sympatny becaus~ she ts more 

and more shown to be anything but beaut1~ul and innocent. 

On the other hand the Character or Arden is never once departed 

from. He is a twin-brotner or Colden the mysterious boarder who 

ca.me to live at Jessica's home. He has a tear of some foreigner 

-;juit as Carwin teared Ludloe,but here the religious side is suggest-

ed as an explanation of his actions. Given as gossip is the following: 

1 Cf.Ellen:l:J.le 1!1 Hen~y Golden. At first fifteen miles J.nd l;:i.ter 
nin2 from Phil~delphi~. 



\~1\ 
•vague rumors tlew abroad,but were merely rumors. Great 
discoveries were likewise pretended to be made respect
ing him. It was said that Arden was a Jesuit in disguise; 
that he ha.d been a spy in London,for the Clhtholic powers, 
during the late war;that he had tled to Arnerica,and 
changed his name,under apprehension of being punished.~ 

Arden is perhaps not only the Colden ot JesjLica;but the Colden 

of Jane Talbot,the man who was absorbed in the Godwinian philos9phy, 

perhaps the member of the Order of the Illuminati which was said 

a.t one time to be all.led with the Jesuits. Besi11es being perhJtpS 

both of Brown's Coldens he was possibly also Carwin,the man who 

lived in constant terror of the persecution or the epopt of the 

great secret society. And finally Arden has some relation to 

:Brown's namesake cna.rles :Brockden,who may,for all we know,hJ.ve 

been one of the Illuminati at the time of the attempted restor-

at1on of Charles the First. 

In the single detail of speaking of Mayo's enthusiasm for 

hunting a.nd fishing as the murder of the scaly and feathered 

trib~s we have a touch of Brown's autobiograp~y;fori~at expresses 

exactly what he thought of the practise. Had he lived in our 

day he would perhaps h3ve belonged to the blessed clan of the 

earner~ hunters. 

A taint trace of the gra.<1ually-decl1n1ng supern:itural is to ''be 

found in the almost miraculous disappearance or Arden 1n the 



house when pursued by the mob of lynchers. 

With such a catalogue or details there is little wanting to 

---1;aR<l cut as fiager pgat.-1 po1ntff# to the aut.hor. Al+hrough the 

Pfl,8i tbat na:ri-a11N the trial there ts a familiarity with the law 

that the erQiR~PY writers ~ 1~La ~ifta of fiction of Brown•e day 

did not have. The omission of the terrible scene that must have 

ta.ken place between Harriet and the criminal Mayo is one of 

Brown•s negative virtues. There probably was not another of his 

contemporary novelists who would have e .. ~~e,ePly omitted that 

s .. wa.tlo anrt se:A:eaiiona:l element. Thus,1n keeping with h1s character, 

Brown preferred to resist ~ ~em~ta;1on ~using the poss1b111t1es 

or a powertul ratiocinative story of -Wl9 murder et ~¥Flat which 

has since been shown by Poe 1n his M.vstery of Marie Roget. 

To sum aM ,;sQ J~ia\s up we might say these ee11:1110;1ag pointing 

a.. 
-fingers are like. the details of circumstantial evidence-· in :Wile 

murder trial. If they do not all point at one 1nd1v1dual,an1 that 

indicate 
1nd1v1dual Brown,theyAat least that no one but Brown could have 

written the Trial~-~f Arden; so that t1tf oe~Pae there 1s only 

one reasonable conclusion to be drawn. 

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



value has been appreciated,as it should be,a.nd it was anonymously 
1~ '1riA~~k ~ «~. 

published bY no leis tnan ~ publishers, Solomon King at Bew 
/\. 

~ ~ l 
York)\ w. BorradatleAor liew tork and :rreeman scott ot Philadelphia. 

~'"c:kg-J.. rc:~s 
-lttR&'• edition is apparently the earliest; 

and it 1s tallowed textually 

by the others. It considerably abridged the story as found in the 

Monthly Kagazine. The alterations were made to take the story out or 

the class ot tirst person narratives and to place it 1n the realm 

ot the •true story•. Therefore an om11s1on at the beginning was made; 

tor the first nine parafgraphs ot the original appearance in the 

Monthly lla.gaztne were an essential part of Brown's method or con-

struct1fg a raieoa 4'eire by recalling arstor~{s1m1la.r/ \e iAa eae 

a~eTS~ "9 ~e 4e1' by picturing the scene or the narrator and the 

listener, j1:M.t as he did by tne ~advertisement• to Wieland, by the 

1 Scott was ~ grocer and paper de~ler 1n 1825 and 1829 and in the 
thirties he was an alderman. 
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letter to Rosenberg of ormond,by the introduction to Clara 

Howard :uid by the opening paragraphs to Arthur Mery;yn_ and Edgar 

Huntly. Thua the earlier ·~y friend" is replaced by its equi-

Valent •:arudene1• and "this city" becomes •New York". Any para-

0{-
graphs which showed ~ "tiM &;o~~ was originally in tae fePm 

~dialogue were omitted. Any words or sentences which disclosed 

'ut 
~t~ s~eNy was being told to any one but the reader were 

/\.. 

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

~ they would have disclosed th~ secret:therefore they and 

the last seven paragraphs are struck out. 

, In supplying the frontispiece engraving,wh1ch appears to be 

unlalcwn as an early Prud'homme,he gave us one of the few illus-

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

scene from the fifth paragraph is excellent and has an unusual 

bet!~ Jr J 
interest e.aA...representST~ a country scene on the west stde of 

Manh~ttan Island. In the l~ft distance ts the Hudson with a sloop 

~ 
near the Pala1sades. The copy found 1s fully hand-colore°A.1n 

1~$-- ~.J.~ ~P&eJ~1&•~ edition, being only partially so. 
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bei:J: we eeRei~ep tM1e d:eia.111 ~~uir• is rtot tlte leaei tie'l:l~ 

~..&._;cl. cw4 ~ ~ 
~ K-tng 1B ~i'e jl11~l1En;a.eR determined to pass off as a true 

murder story what was purely a work of Brown's 1mag1nat1on. What 

an.a oee'&i ~e b~r p:irt e" ~i'ew& 'e no'J ele e telVls rf!tained. though 

t~• •~itot1a1 wsi:l< sft it was after all merely a change or method, 

a· matter of literary arct.1tecton1c and not by ~ny means an improve-
' 

The Tria].s of ~rd.en should be 1.ncluded. 1n 9.ny collection 

1 B"t,oi'"*' ~ --:t"t ~' • '"'S ,. .... ~;::. ::i.;;.t ir. i c--"P"'-c·~s· ... , 
- " f .. .... .!J ....... .J :.i_ ...... .J, ....... "'" - ... - ..., .,, ;J ... - ;y ·- ~ ,, .... "" ) ~. qU'?3tiorJ.·ttle in:p!'OYt'>-

:::::-.": :t:::!. r.o: r,::.:'"'SS-1.::C.Y .. ft'H· r.12 p1,-.rrs2w. 



ot'l llnnfm"~ miscellaneous pieces. 

v\--
Related to his lite and work ~ stePy is merely ~ undistinguish-

ed eft9. among many but for its relation to jessica alone it should 

be read. 

1 
In the first volume e£ Ute Me:R.thJ3 ~azine there is a fragment 

entitled the Punishment of Ridicule. With the ecception of the 

omission or two ~ashes and commas.it is wholly extracted from the 

2 
series of original Letters ~~ the ~l~ Magazin~ and in our study 

a-
ot that periodical we considered ~ ~ a.t &eme length and fiEWe 

provex:L1t ~e @e Brown's. Here AeWQVQr as a separate story under . 
~ ~k~ 
~ new title it will stand critical attention but it ga,a }:}af'd~ 

j\.. 

~±. 
B-Q aene1~e!'o4 so important as to Ele'i'QrV6J f\lytaor mQ;g,·U,en.. 

In the second class or contributions there are several articles 

signed Band one signed C.B.,which have some traits to mark them 

~ 

a• ~QlaJ~g -Sy Browns. w.e Qther evidence that can be round is not 

convincing and because of the ~nature or most of them,being 

more or less of a stereotyped form of review that might be 

successfully imit~ted by others, it 1s necessary to include them 

in the second class of the more or less doubtfUl though quite 

prob~ble. In considering each case when there is any internal 

l Vol.I,pp.257-259. 2 Vol.II,pp.104-5. 
Ls repr nte 1n The Ru.r:=J.l V1a1ter Burl1ngton,N .. J.,Vol.II~ 

1821,-pp.207-9 edited by David Allinson. 
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evidence of value 1t w111 be not1ced,but 1n i'Re majertt-y of 

~ 
~~e&a a geuera-i statement of the character or the review will 

' 
\voe. ~~ C,\11'{ ' ~ 

be all t}!Q..t El&s-bFve&- mefttion.. loft 't~ia oaae .t_r a: story or sketch 

IJ~ 
we a!'S Wai'Pan'&e61 in extendff! our remarks. 

The nearest we have of these initialled reviews is the one 

signed C.B.,wh1ch 1s better than B~ but because or the number 

of possible writers who m;iy have h3.d g,s much right 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 Tribes ancl 

Nations of America by Benjaffiin Smith Barton 1s the one signed 

C.B.,and from h1a letter elated 16 March 1803 to Samuel Miller 

may be considered as the work of our author. It appears in the 

number for May 1799 immediately following Brown's Roman story 

Thessalonica. 

• The opening shows traces of his Biblical cliscussions tf\ 

remarkably good taste. The subject is peculiarly of interest 

to Brown not alone from its obvious connection with his use of 

the Indians in Edgar Huntly of this aame time but from the 

strongest interests of hia life,his love for geograp~y ::uicl its 

1 Vo 1 • I . p • 11 7. 
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allied subjects. It is much more than a mere· padded notice$-e-E 

tfi0 ~e~its criticism beir.g of the kind practised in after 

years by such men as Jeffrey,though 1t is much shorter. Unlike 

many othersWisiaeess it does not contain~ quotations, fi'em ~~ 

lleeli. As :m example of wW Brown ,~ttla d:~ it is far superior to 

the usual notices published in those days and were space unlimited 

~ 
it should be quoted 1n full. It is one of~ best favorable 

us 

B intimate 

The best of the items signed B. is the note to the pl~ys of 

1 
Kotzebue already noticed ir. our remarks on Brown•s notes as 

editor. 

2 

r 

ac-

The review of Caldwe11 1 s Eulogium on Dr.sa'muel Cooper, is signed 

B.,a.n~ if ~-~0~1~·~ by Brown ~t may be cited as another excell-
4 ~lf~.e~ 

ont example of knw;a ~s a review~~ It is such <le.ft handling -Q.:C 
tlcfe eat~r1al rapter tg•t it c~nnot be 
ignored or slighted; 1n f:ict we h1.ve found 1 t worthy of 

1 ~.' o 1 • I , p • 7 8 . 2 Vol.I,p.50. 



quotation in its entirety and it we were using long quotations 

r 
\ ~ 1 ':::> 

e£ t~Q k1R~ it would be given as a valuable guide for future 

aseriptions or similar works. 

1 
The Portrait of An ;mn1gra.nt,extracte4_ rrom 2._letter is signedJ 

B. It bears c_onsiderable£internal evidence, gf "ge1ag8tfr 
---IR @8~ ihe diction,sentence formation and mechanical eonst~-

t1on er 'UH &•eJ1y are his. The situation of Mrs.K---,though in 

the city, ts similar to that or Jessica in that she was a~ 4eal 

ot a recluse. In Clara Howard there is a Mrs.Kahn of whom this 

2. 
Yrs.K--- may be the prototype. P~ilip Stanley goes to her apart-

ment. She is said to be noted for freedom of discourse and when 

Stanley states his case her garrulousness is hardly excelled by 

and is or the same kind as that or Mrs. K---. In Ormond the 

people who formerly inhabited the house next to Mrs.Melbourne's 

were Bnglish,here they were the M'Culeys;1n the former case 

they •vere driven out by the pestilence, in the latter they left 

1n 1793'Wh1ch amounts to the same thing. In the Man at Hom~ 

and Ormond we have other French fa.milies,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,pp.162-16ij. 2 Clara Howard,Letter XVII. 



is employed in the counting-house of a French merchant,,11t&t as. are . . 

several of Brown•a characters. The wife is one of his favorites 

. 
9'1oa~ often found with a musical instrument in her hands and is 

an actress in Lailson • s pantomimes. J;'ike ·:.Clelia Neville in Stephen 

~R~~ ~N 
Calvert •he ~efMla 8:ft4.. stays in doors1 we. ~wte eeeR )lew Brown and 

~~~ 
Dunlap went to Lailson•s circus on 2 Kay 1797. Here a negro brings 

the dinner,in Ormond the French people next door had black ser-

vants. If we slightly change a few insignificant details-~ 

~a~ta at thle sie~ and bring them together we have the same 

situ:-1tion as we have in Ormond when Constantia heard the music and 

~2~, 
discovered uartinette. The na.me given ~ to the French family 

~cl 
is de Lisle a&.r. we shall find ~used extensively in its shortened 

form as Lisle in Ormond and mentioned once in Clara. Howard. It is 

a Brown family name. Like the DUdleys in Ormofl~ the de Lisles 

shut up their lower rooms and live in the upper part of the house. 

Fina.lly,there is the drawing of the mora.1 and the philosophizing 

which we have found i& '5a ch~racteristically Brownish. 

In ~ ~t ..Q.t these resemblances which amount to more than 

~ coincidences it seems not only probable ~ Brown wrote 

this Portrait but also ~ he found in it hints for~ details 
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ar~ei:w:aJl4 developed in Ormond. As in the Cooke story in his lettera 

or the 'nineties Brown made a curioaity concerning the attairs or 

neighbors the pretext tor a narrative. 

As a-- aiery illustrative or the title, the work..1does not contorm. 

It had better have been named -Domestic Felicity". Structurally it 

is characteristically Brown\ &lie~ tnat 1mp11e1 galy a aeaP a~,roaell-
• 

girl show ~ownt.s appreciation of simple turns or English in the 

mouths or foreigners. 

1 
The original communication On the Inequalities of Solar Light 11 

signed B. Other than the initial there is nothing to stamp 1t-ae-

Brown•s. It ia an instance or what he may have been able to do with 

logical discussion Wflen toev.11ias attea~ieft on a scientific subject. 

aft4'1f 1' i..a his it 1! important to ~e oga11aere4 ~those who have 

hitherto looked on him as only a dreamer with no adaptability or 

inclination toward the realities of lite. That the ideas here 

expressed agreed with Hershel 1s probably due to the author's study 

ot him tor evidently he did no original research on 

the subject. It ls true~ Brown read extensively in 

l Vol.I,p.81. 



scientific lines,so ~88' this item may be his. 

l 
Proud•s History or Pennsylvania was reviewed and the article 

signed B. It seems hardly probable t*a' Brown had any idea of the 

modern practise or the specialist in reviewing,and it is quite 

possible ~ the fhtor•s life-long affection for his old 

jqi.wt. 
schoolm;ster may have lead him to review the book. i"Re ee¥eP1~ 

er ~ li-9 censure .Brown owed to his conscience but the evident striving 

to find compensatory virtues seems to show the same desire ~ 

we have already noticed in Brown as -!!Ill editor;namely,to encourage 

~etl€e' errort tn any line or intellectual pursuit. As an honest, 

useful and industrious compiler Proud is given all praise,as a 

historian he is denied genuineness. 

2 
In the same volume Robertson's ~!story or America is reviewed 

by B. As a review this is one or the best we have considered. There 

is a poise or judgment throughout 1t that stamps its author as 

far removed from the hack-writer of book notices. Though briefer 

it takes on the character of the thorough r0viewer of to-day, 

but unfortunately we cannot find any ae~rebor~ti~ evidence to 

prove it Brown•a. It is acknowledged to be by the same author as 

the review of Trumbull's Connecticut and if we accept one we 

1 Vol.I,pp.216-17. 2 P.130. 



must take the other w1~& it. 

l 
southey•a Joan of Arc ais 1u1ueci 1n Boston 1798 is reviewed by 

--t-
B. With the exception of the ~~•ft8~ lengtby 1nroduction which runs 

f\.. 

. ct-
the gamut of the epics or ~~e flft9i9Rt Gree~ and Rom~ -trSe FeTiew 

is thorough and just, though·~ car~ly constructed. It~ author 

displays a penetrating knowledge of character study that· we have 

come to believe Brown lacked so ~ the initial B. becomes qtti'8 

$-
doubtful and we have nothing to corroborate t~e 1st;1tW. as meaning 

it was Brown•a.i:.evie"'-

2 
The article on the Philadelphia Water works is signed B. and 

dated June 1799. We have DUnlap ror HMJ author! ty that Brown took 

a trip into Connecticut at this da.te but whether he went a roundabout 

way and visited Philadelphia before returning to New York we ao .. 
• 

not know. In this a.rtt~le,which on its race presents a. dry subject 

which would ordinarily have only a short mention g1Qeft le it in 

the mewapapers of the day we find the author allowing his imagination 

to run riot in a ·1e:rlta:~l:e rhapsody. But when he has pictured 

in glow1nf 01ors. all the advantages, san1 ta.ry ancl: a.rt 1st:ic and 

commercial, he 1'19:el\ee ett'& with ·um l:llow thttt drives the na.11 

home by an extended reference to the yellow fever and the poss1-
( no ti~ of s~coni1 ~di t 1·:>n) 

1 Vol.I,p.22.5 a.n11,..p.238. 2 Vol.I,p.181. 



bil.1ttes that pure water in abundance may wash away the pestilence. 

With a rew details such as these we have all that concerns the 

authorship and the article and at best consider it doubtfully 

Brown's. 

These cases or initial signing are somewhat near reasonable 

acceptance especially so when we h.."i.ve one signed c .13-. That is 

about as near ~s one could come without being absolutely certain. 

However the next item is not so sure a.nd the force ot argument 

dwindles in those following until it reaches the thin-ice of 

the third class. 

1 
The Remarks on the Monthly M1gazine has some of the earmarks 

ot Brown and the signature of A.z. may be here Brown•a as well 

as it was in the Weekly Magazine but there is no doubt of the 

2 
ed1tor•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 departments of the magazine it 

~~~-at the same time 
is or auffic1ent value andfsufficiently.brief to be quoted. It reads:: 

1 Vol.III,p.264. 

:f.tjThe Edit~r i;-everready to !is
.ten to the remarks of his friends 
,and·· correspondel\ts, and to profit 
'by their advice in his exertions to 
pleasu~~nefit those ~ho hou!l~i 

2 P.265. 



-liiS work with a perusaf.'llisscoeme, 
-as first announced,1is :very com-
prehensive, adapted as well to the 

, moralist as the philosopher; criti~ 
- physician, and divine. Liter:iture 

and science have a strong conntc
- tion with morality: and, althotigl! 
-thi: Edit6r is not less sensible than 
: A. Z. of the superior importance of 
· those performances which have im

mediate relation to the latter, he 
cannot but think that a plan whicb 
comprehe11ds other branches -of 

-knowledge, will be approved by the 
. majority of readers. -_,His design is-.( 
' to render bis work as extettsiw1:f '11Se:
if11l 'as possible; to furnish a re
' sped:able vehicle for all those who 
' have leisure and inclination to write, 
' to 'co.n:vey their thoughts -to thc-
public. The department of f{lorals. 

_is not limited; and it depends' oii 
; the number and zeal of his <:oriel.!, 
pondents whether jt shall ~9ta-

- ll)qre orless. They may~ , 
· that they will find ample spa _ _ 
'their accommodation. Thed~~ 
ment of criticism is, in~h~ opinion 
of many friends, in w~e jud&
ment the Editor justly places strong 
reliance, not the least important or 
interesting. It is certainly an ob
jed: of liberal curiosity to those who 
attend to the charader of their coun
try, to ascertain the quantity ~<t' 
quality of the literary produd:s of 
America; bow 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 ~c b~st 
accomplished by a review, without\ 
encroaching on the higher depart
ment of morals, cannot be denied. ' 
Whether the Review is well er ill -
condud:ed1 the public inust d~-
cide.J-" -

-·-·--- --" _j 

2 
The Household,A rr~ep~, unsigned belongs to the cla!s or work&' 

of Jesstc~ and has sufficient details to warrant ascribing it to 

Brown. The opening shows us the familiar Brown construct1on;the=:: 

telling of the story as a reply to the request of a nameless friend. 

Throughout the diction and sentence formation are Brown's. The 

yellow rever or 1795 and 1798,the subsistence by the needle,the 

1 He evidently had forgotten the om!ss1on of the political department. 
2 Vol.III,pp.81-7. 



r1rst person narrati7e,the duplication of recommendation or people, 

the indiscriminate difference in the name or a cnara.cter are other 

familiar details. Taking in Kra.xnow1es and ma.king her his laundress 

recalls the first position the Jlan at Home gave to his landlady. The 

l 
adoption or Lucy Franks likewise recalls Lucy adopted by Constantia 

in Ormond. Elgar•a revolutionary activity and coming to America re-

semble the tacts or Charles .ttt"ockden•s life. Another detail tha.t smacks 

of the autobiographic 1s Mrs.Elgar who is not only a Brown family name 

but is described as ·not one whom I should seek for a companion. She 

has little curiostty,a.nd few ideas in common with me". A person of no 

"curiosity" was of no consequence to Brown. The family of the Knowles 

was first mentioned to the narrator by Stafunton. 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 is accust-

omed to dispute with vehemence and obstinacy. The same letter also 

gives us an imaginary picture of a man happily situated a deal like 

here represented. In this connection it should be said that in this 

resemblance possibly we have a detail Which shows ~rown wrote all the 

fragmentary works of the class of Jessica in 1792. The two sisters 

1 Cf. A Portralt,Vol.III,p.325. 
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who are housed and employed as servants to assist the housekeeper 

Krs.Elgar are first named Hannah and Jane; a little later Jane becomes 

Je~~y. we have round a Hannah to be the servant or Jeaaica and a Jenny 

the servant of Jess1ca•e brother. A Jenny is also the servant of 

Clelia Neville in Stephen Calvert. The situation of Lucy Franks,when 

her mother is bargaining tor the sale ot her honor is a phase of life 

which Brown also treated in Arthur Merv.YA and Stephen Calvert. the 

name of !lrs.Wemyss recalls Walter Wemyss in the Kan at Home though 

the two characters have no resemblance. Here again,as in the Portrait 

or An Emigrant, the details so closely resemble other works or Brown 

that we are within probability in ascribing this fragment to him. 

Given as a rrag.ment,the work bare extended cr1tic1sm,but if we are 

to consider it as the beginning or a longer work,and also to include 

Brown•s practis~ or not revising, we cannot tail to notice the story 

is crowded with characters or a s1m11~r condition and circumstance 

of lite and the latter half or it,undoubtedly the most 1~port3Jlt,ia 

too slightly developed. 

As a fragment ot 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 t1ct1on. 

A Portra1 t on page 325 of volume three bears res.emblances to Brown •s 

work. Lucy Wells resembles Lucy ~ranks 1n character and position. She 

also recalls Lucy the servant taken 1n by the .lJUdleys in Ormond. Pro-

bably the work was a rejected extract from the Household, a tragment ;:for 

1t could be easily and appropriately inserted 1n place of tour para-

1 
graphs as given in this same volume. 

2 
In volume three there is a piece entitled on a ~aste for the Pie-

turesque. It is 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 1n Brown's 

3 
Liter§!Y Magazine and in a .letter dated ~July 180~ Brown says he 

supplied all of the original material of the number in which it 

appeared only excepting the Valverdi item. Of course waup~lied• 

doee not necessarily mean that he wrote it, but ln this case we have 

additional evidence 1n his letter and 1n 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.I!,p.163 et ~· 
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,,. A lady Clara, with whom you and I are well acquainted." In the 

latter appearance the name Clara is omitted. Clara was one of the young 

ladies to whom .Brown addressed two poems which have come down to us. 

Another detail is the reterence·.to sa1vator Rosa who was a favorite 

of .Brown's. so that it is a probability that he.wrote the article. 

The ideas as well as the diction were .srown•s. As a companion piece 

to the letter of the usweet little thing· we have two Sides Of the 

propensity or people to have pet expressions--in the former the hwnor-

ous which .Brown is always said to know nothing about,1n the latter 

the serious which anyone can discover. The opening paragraph gives 

a picture of the author looking on one or the natural beauties or 

New York. It reads: 

·A gentleman.a friend of mine.who sometimes favors me 
with a visit,lately round me at a window that over
looks New-York-Bay and its Islands. This scene,just then, 
was extremely beautttul,and its beauties were heightened 
by a long-protracted echo occasioned by the evening gun, 
tirP.d from the ramparts or the fort on the Island. Ky 
guest took his seat ••••• • 

The piece is given as original in both appearances in .Brown's 

magazines; the gentleman waa possibly John Davis; in 1t there is a 

summer house 11ke Clara Wieland's vine-covered affair; a romantic 

dwelling in the country as in Ormond; a reference to Ann Radclifte•s 
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Travels_wh1ch we know Brown had read;a.nd praise of the grandeur 

of the Blue ridge which had been presented in Edgar Huntly. Many 

details suggest it may be related to th~ Dialogues Q!!. Musto and 

Painting of 1802. 

The ascription of the Taste for the P1ctureeque,wh1ch has just 

b~en made carr1\s with it another article signed with the sa.me 

' l 
pseudony~~Looker-on. It may be found 1n the same volume aa the 

other article and is entitled Thoughts on An!,~~l9-an N~wspapers. 

we have earlier in this chapter considered a short ej1torial 

co1n.inent on Washington '.R.ti!)"_s_:gapers but tn view of the present 

pseudonymous contribution on the same subject it 13 necessary 

again to call attention to the editor's opinion of the news-

papers. The fact which seems to ~ppear salient to him is that 

•·every m. ~l}ipater 1s enabled to sit 1n judgmt~nt 0."'.1 the ta.lent~ 

a.nd adroitness of our governors.• 

First it should be noticed that the scrib on the Washington 

riewsp~pers;tn other words,the political side of the subject 

appeared in the same ·rolume some pages a.fter these Thought!!· 

I 

And the scrib is undoubt~dly by Brown while this art:cle lS 

to be proved. At th~ s~m~ time the att~nt1on giv~n to 

1 Val.III,pp.259-264. 
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detailing the objecttons to mercantile advertising, the est1~-

mat1on in octavos of the annual amount of the newspapers which 

ts of no lasting value,~nd the possibilities of the newspapers 

as a vehicle of ethics,seem to be in keeping with Brown's belie~ 

Thus we find one article expresses in general the same belief 

as the other. 

It seems th~t one who could use such a piercing expression as 

the ~puny whipster• would hardly fail to use it in th1~ article, 

at least if the same person wrote both articles--but this i3 an. 

ind1fferen~ detail. The one 1rrea1atable blow to the ascription 

of this article to Brown can be found 1n the def~nse with which 

it closes. Lack of proot of this appearance of a Looker-on as his, 

1 t must be remembered, casts doubt on thP. authorship of the other 

article by a Looker-on which has been considered previously. 

In the four Dialogues of the_ Living thf!re ~~r. a felw traces of 

Brown' .s ha.nd; but the evidence is alight and it should be accepted 

with caution. we stla.11 consider each of the four appearances of 

th~ art !.cle. 

I, is between William and Robert on lotteries. Robert is an 

author who has not thought much on th~ morals of lotteries and is 
1 VOlcI,ppol9-21. 



the propelling force ror William's discussion and final moralizing. 

we ma' consider him as representing .Brown. 

1 
II, is between Edward and William on the Monthly Magazine • It 

is introduced to the editor by a fictitious letter,signecl Philomuthos, 

which we translate as a •1over of conversation• which Brown was. 

Here William is poring over a book,1n Dialogue I. Robert had just 

come rrom a bookstore. Edward expresses Brown's views and William 

again gives the opposing point or view. In fact in this case 

Edward•s side is so strongly that of the editor that we have almost 

enough testimony to conclude the article to be Brown•s. 

2 
III, 1s between Tom and Harry on the. study of Germa.n;1n which 

Harry expresses Brown's op1n1ons,especially so in "Ot all trades, 

Book-making ia,in our own country,the most wretched ••• ! meditate 

nothing but intellectual pleasure and improvement." which should 

be compared to his letter to his brother James. A remarkable 

coincidence is that this No. II.I is in the April 1800 number of the 

magazine and the letter is 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 French. 

J 
IV, is between Tom and Harry on politics. Here we have Brown•s-

1 Vol.I I, pp. 96-99. 2 Vol.II,pp.284-287. 3 Vol.II,pp.1+02-1104. 



usual method or construction. The usual "I" is summoned up to 

introduce the dialogue between the same nained characters as we 

had in III where they were not in need ot a.ny 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 be called the political arena seems unusual. But 

when one has read the dialogue the reason seems clear. It is 

the glaring absurdity and foolisllnes1 of the situation or the 

two political disputants which stands out as .Brown's belief. 

Of course as Brown always endeavored,we here have both sides 

of the political turmoil or the day,and the author draws no con-

clu.sions 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 it unwise to include them in the possible contributions. 

2 
Another dialogue entitled The .Breakfast may be Brown's but is 

too short for certainty. It is between Edwin and Alfred and concerns 

the taking in and feeding of a ragged hungry urchin. Their mother 

C1. Mrs.T. is dragged in at the end to prech the sermon and draw the 
" 1 Ono o:: ~he most ·peculiar ia that there are fl ve d1'.3.logtAes--one 

of wh:ch is not connected with the others. In the case of the 
Rha.vsod1st_ ( 1789) we round Brown using as signatures four of the 
five 1n1tia.la o: his n::ime. Perhaps both cases would indicate 
that Brown t~ad a la.ck of attention to details or consistent 
co11struct ion. 

~ Vo 1. I.-> 'l'. l. S '-i- _ 



moral,and in both these particulars the method is character1st1cally 

Brown• s •. some expe-r1ence-' at smith• s may have suggested it •. 

1 
The article on the Death or General Washington is. elaborately 

displayed just as any editor would direct on a like occasion. Ther 

long extract, the simple narration or the tuneral pageant,the 

closing eulogy,seem to be an editor's titting announcement or the 

calamity. Followed shortly oy··-BI"o• • s monody the piece seems to be 

tr om .Br own • s hand. 

The article on the Population or the United States in volume 

z 
two signed T. ia interesting in connection with a similar one 

in the Week.!Y 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 rurther attention. 

3 
In volume one there is a piece called On .AJ2.p_aritions signed 

F.R. the onlY appearance or the initials in all of Brown's magazines. 

In 1t there are some traces of .Brown,ana though they are slight 

and not decisive they are wortny of attention. The method is the 

most characteristic. It i1 the usual one followed by Brown or 

introducing the story and then putting it in the hands of an "I• 

1 Vol.I,pp.475-477. 
2 Fp. l 3-16. 
2; P.3. 



the narrator. That the apparently supernatural is explained, 

and that it is a hoax,1s quite in keeping with Brown's interest 

and method of treatment of the theme. The idea that it might 

produce unfortunate results recalls the moral of Wieland. Aa 

we shall see in another place the resemblance of the trick t4those 

in Schiller's Ghost .§..e_er 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-~,~he 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 2. dialogue 

signed N. 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 Korth R1ver;the garrulousness like that of 

Mrs.K. in the Portrait of An Em1grant;Calthorpe who leaves town 

to escape bankruptcy;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 details to link it with Brown,and iJ1ay 

1 Chapter XIII. 2 P.169. 



are enough to warrar~t the ascription of it to him. 

l 
An Instance of Longevity is signed z. It is •trom the Journal ot 

a Travellerw and dated MPar1s,Apr11,1792.• When we recall the 1mag1n-

ary Journal of a Trave11er which Brown mentions 1n h1s letters or 

the •n1net1es,the date or the letters being April and Vay 1792 from 

the Pays de vaud,which Brown also used,1t seems as if we here had 

another selection from his manuscripts. The subject is 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,h1s Colden-like mysteriousness of character;the character 

of the narrator and the moral tag at the end;are all Brownish. The 

1n1t1al z 1s the detail diffic~lt to explain. Besides its appearance 

2 
here it is quite common to the Week~y Magazine_and the Literary Magazine;. 

in one case the article so signed was extracted from the Farmer's 

weekly Museum; in another signed to a poem which could hardly be 

Brown's; 1n another signed to what bears every evidence of being an 

actual account of the environs of Naples which we know Brown never 

visited. However this appearaLce here may have no connection with any 

others. 

1 Vol.I,p.165. 
2 weekly Magaz1ne,Vol.I,p.379;vo1.rI,p.61;Vo~IV,pp.5,65,161;Monthly 

Magaz1ne,Vol.I,pp.165,221;L1terary Magaz1ne,vo1.1v,p.60;Vol.V,pp.200,415 



The subject of longevity leads "tWS to ltere ea~ atte~t1cn t.e 

1 
a~ of Long Lire in Gaspard Courtra1,to ---- -----. Philadelphia, 

April 1800,unsigned. The method ~ aae,\et is Brown's usual 
• 

~I~ 
one of a letter .in Which the opening ~1aa.Ra. the cause for the 

narration. The diction and sentences are Brown's. The description 

of the valley in which courtrai lived recalls iAe.1 ~Edgar Hunt].y. 

then was imprisoned on a charge of witchcraft and committed suicide. 

It is peculiarly 

cusses at ieft~~ 

appropriate aa a etery tor Bro~ because it dis-

\~ ~d•e~_, 
the f poss1ble( experiences~ 'e.t a lite or that 

~ 

length and has several suggestions G-fo a ftattt?"e that e,,o~•~ Bet 

u G..v. 
&e~ ~~t appeal to him. The elixir or life is oneler t~e~and ~ 

'\:Ria .aa.s wr1'tt&ft '8y EFev!B it is a very good explanation aif t~ 

~ 
l'Aaao:c. wb,y he did not treat !M!eh-e. subject. ;1!&-appltce:t.1eR or 4 

e l ~,;1--Q.,; ' 
4e ~ncy ct tlle'e ·u11e ease of oaap!l'6 ehowe tlle oel'y A. .. 

- ct 
_charae'tiel" 'ga.t stteh a theme -we\il.Q. i.ave tie :ti.aue::tn-a ma•l. ,After 

<1... 
~ hero has achieved the elixir the interest of . .Brt>wn would wane 

and to carry the work further would be as difficult for him as 

Hawthorne afterward found it. The development to be or moral 

interest seemed 1mposa1ble--it could only ta.lee on the character 

1 Vol.III,pp.247-256. 
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ho 
or a novel of adventure, w1 th no rease&Ml-e climax and endifig, save 

I\ 
%k~t~ 

the eft4 of the writer's patience. The name ot Gaspard we have seen 

used in Stephen Calvert a1 Qaspai:4 Calv~Pi but or course similarity 

of names is but a detail in the evidence. The structure is in its 

~~J.. 
repetitions peculiarly faulty like ~ of :Brown's short stories; it 

I\. 

has the ~s~al moral tag at the end; the love of the principal character 

tor solitude and books; his possible writing of his memoirs and his 

recollection or William Penn•s history are all· Brownish. At the end 

the story is suggested as iif>'PefPiaie to be sent to the narrator's 

friend who is a phys1cian.ttte same as several of Brown's frtends were. 

Cf\'-~~ ~.P. ~ vi~ ~ \'{fi ~ J;- ~ ~ 
---we.have given attention to the prologue to the Robbery which was 

Y.B~ol.lbt.e~iy Erown•s but for wa.nt ot sufficient proof that its companion 

piece is also his we have found it necessary to place our cons14erat1on 

~ 
of the Epilogue to the RobberyA1n the somewhat questionable class. It 

~~~e~ 1 
ia fe~ in v~lume one 1mmed1ately following the prologue, and rea42 

2 
Epilogue to the Robbery. 

A ROBBERYl--five hundred pounds reward! 
Look to your watches--o•er your stores keep guard! 

l P.480. 
2 At the second performance,wh1ch was undoubtedly the last,Mrs. 

Mel.moth spoke/it.~ -8J!1leg"He. Tlle text used is th::lt of the Monthly 
Magaz 1ne. N=e ee-p:;t _Q.aa 'be~~ tom~id 1n tae acws-pa}ler,e:; Gf tae <1ay-. ..:.__ 

~e wvecait 1 ~=-!i::~' w-a ~, 



I've lost my pocket-handkerchie.tl--'tis gone! 
'"Twas worth two shillings--though it cost but one. 
The hue and cry is up--se1ze,seize the wretch! 
And give him up to gibbets and Jack Ketch. 

But let the 11cens'd robber 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 Altdort•s hills,or India's rertile plain, 
Alike the object,thirst for power or gain. 
In either hemisphere· the like pretense 
Has serv'd to cheat mankind of common sense-
"We only conquer for their proper good, 
~To· make them happy we must shed their blood,.•• 
Thu3 the tell Spaniard sought Columbia's shore, 
And,impious,bore the cross through fields of gore. 
Thus every hero who the world has vex'd · 
Makes human happiness his stale pretext; 
Is 1t to c1vilize?--or preach the word? 
The first great argument is st111--the sword. 
"We must have power--you must submit--must pay-
•we know what• s right--you perish or obey." 
But human happiness was never round 
Where grinding swords inflict the :.deacl.ly wound;: 
WhPre hate ruid vengeance fill the troubled breast, 
And ~a.n is only seen oppressing and opprest. 
It springs from justice--from the love of good, 
This must be taught in love--not wrote in blood. 

Now to the more familiar robber turn, 
o could I make his race with blushes ~urn! 
He,who for prey,still prowls from door to door, 
And thrives,by making poverty more poor:. 
Hold,hold. the portrait up,tha.t each may see, 
And. shrinking cry, "That figure' 3 meant tor me!" 
B~t no, I start :uid tremble at the task, 
vniat force Herculean would. the labor ask! 
A conscience pure--d.1scernment clear and keen
A voice and. a.1r wh_ich speaks the soul serenXe;: 
~Y will is stifled by my conscious fears, 
My conacious wish to steal--your smiles and tears-
For robbing is the soul of m.Y vocation, 
My mighty strife to atP.al--no--6a1n your approb~tion." 

The failure to use the heavy dash to sep3.rate it from the pro-

logue and al3o to give it a heading in capitals,~s all other 

verses are g1ven 1 1~ ~aia mag~zi~would seem to indicate~ 

1 t should be 1a aQHH~ w&.y connected w1 th the prologue. Of course 

the epilogue and prologue of a p,lay ~re somewhat related so ~ 

' 



it ts possible they would be given as a pair whether by the same 
. ~ 

author or not. However doubtf\11 ti me:y ~~it- ie wert~RG~iRg(e&Jeeial~ 

~ ~ ~ czJ+~~ 
a.n v~ -e.e som~~\~ ~ in tM a;mpQi1't19n..Art !eema 

~ . L' 
-oe f:w.¥"9 alaM appeared in the Monthly Ma.gazi~e_,not e¥8il being 

(\ 

given in the neW!Jpapers or the day.a.nat.~er !t1Bptete12e e1Peo1msts.a99. 

ofbn. 
ThP. verse is the couplet like ~fi~i ia the prologue and ~eeall:e 

· (61, Bro"";\R earl.y versei The opening recal.l.s the verses 7or"\k Grocer'• 

.!!_~~ow or 1787. uThe mighty nabob's store" recalls the nabob and 

his fortune or Arthur Mei:_y_yn. The shift or ~ ideas to SWitzer-

la.nd is quite in the line of Brown's worship of the Pays de Vaud. 

•Bt1t human happiness was never found where grir~d1ng swords inflict 

the aeadly wound", ''A conscience pure--discerrunent clear a.nd keen-- I 

n. voice '.Uld air which speaks the soul serene" and "gain your 

approbation" are all Brownish,but beyond the5e details and the 

circumstances of publication ae R&t1ee4 there are no further 

"cf- t.ol 
traces, a; m=o·UR tse ~e rotmd.. 6& j,:t !& ~omewhat 1.oubtf'Ul °b'M'b M 

·vr. 
k wrote trA.1a e;pi11&8l:l8 lnu:. 

~~ 
The newspapers of the day Yi speaking of the prologue do not 

mention the authorship of the epilogue at all,and it seems more 

than a mere probablli ty that the same han<l called in by Dunlap 
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to supply a prologue would iti8 ~ee4 'k> rurnish the epilogue. At the 

~~IL~ ~ 
same time 1i ts ~eeet~i..e Dunlap ~imself wrote 1t,but not because of 

·~ 
~ humore~• eiP0•11. The man who was capable or the verses For the ... 

Grocer's Window, those on wLoo• and ihe »sweet little th1ngM could 

easily have risen to the comical elements or this epilogue. 

2 ~ 
on cards signed Almeria has a Br~wn open1ng;recalls what Brews. had 

written kt! ietttPe about MLoo• and card playing; is ill-maintained as 

a woman's contr1but1on;all that it contains being possible of Brown 

himself and bas the sa.n:.e style and language as Alcuin. 

3 
The Evils of Re1erve in Marriage is characteristically Brownish. 

It has his dtction;has the usual moral ta.g;and is given according to 

one of his methods as a letter to lla.ry;but convincing evidence is 

wanting. It is signed N. That it is fiction seems to be clear from 

l.f. 
a letter in answer to be round in volume three. 

We now come to the very doubttul third class of contributions, 

5 
The Remarks on ~ Passage 1r. Virgil signed x would seem to have 

1 If fie -d4E! it. is aHoeng tfic f'cw iftatanc~s o!' hi! wll'Oik which he el1d 
set tak~ ~$1ns ;Q tell us ~as fiier 

2 Vol.I,p.188. 3 Vol.II,p.409. ~ P.15. 5 Vol.II,pp.243-247. 



in the opening paragraph hints that Brown wrote it. PeP~af/9".l.t 

may be his,but there 1s too much doubt and too little evidence to 

~c.~k 
i)i'e"T'.Q 1 t . efte war .QI" tbe ... ~~. Ai ~fte e Ml9 t im& I 1 '& SftOttld: be 

-mentJoned,aud it IQ9Yla ~e ft9iA~ i~at ~yone inclined to accept it 

w.i11 A~~e(a.aeept\alaoJor disprove in all twenty articles 

1 4 
signed x. In every case the subject ls Gfte in wfiieh Brown waa 

-<. 

intereatp~,but in some ea1es the opinions are not aiaiiR9\1valy 

his, 1-ti one t:ee:r are dist'nct1ve1 y Rot ~~and in all oaaes. they 

are e tts~ indt cated as communic:it ions or ~ "For "the magazine. 

Only one h9.s a- tAw ,e1Rte er internal evidence;aamel7~1n the first 

~ 
~i"" 1;i the Lt terary Ya.ga~ine volume three--on New Year• s ina.Y.. 

which will be considered when we aeilio9 ;e stu~y that periodical. 

2 
on F..a.r_13 Att~~ly_nents has ~ comparison of two female characters, 

Matilda and Felicia,whtch ts of Brown{~ tnterest,and somewhat 

similar to certain contrasts in the Weekly Maga~ln~,but except 

for style there is no other evidence. ~o warra.i:it 3BePi~iRg it to 

3 
on Almanacs signed R. has Brown•s dict1on,a Brownish opening 

an1 is partly a dialogue but has nothing more to stamp it"'!Wl his. 

1 Month~Y Mag~zlne,Vol.I,p.247;Vol.II,pp.243,25l;Vol.III,p.321;: 
Li~LX°j~JY g~g~zin~,Vol.I,p.329;Vol.II,p.531;Vol.III,pp.22,194, 
208,281,~66;Vol.IV,pp.114,207,276,323,431;Vol.V,pp.36,292, 
332,468;VolVI,pp.26,451. 

2 Vol.II,p.321. 3 Vol.t,p.85. 



Many of the articles appearing in th1i m~~az1ne appeared in others 

( with WAi9hBrown, WU \._connected( ftRd. ln some instances We have been .. 
able to offer evidence- to show a probability that they were written 

by him. When such is the case wi~h aft:Y gf ti':l.8 fellgw1Rg lia.t we shall 

'IM. -tt£ 
call a.ttent1on to 1t ~ notes. 

~-.......le appearance~though suspicious 

of 

attracting attention to them we m. 

Vegetable M3Ilure selectton,Vol.I,p.146. = lVol.II,p.75. 
Garlick taste in mil~ " • • " 146 = 2 w.:u:., Vol.I,p.162·• 
General description of Peru 11 

" 
11 "308 = 3 L.M.,Vol.II,p.110. 

Hcnest Man, a portra1 t. original 4·n 11 11 405 - 5 L .u., Vol. VI ,p. 459. 
Remarj(s on Russian Empire "' 6 "II," 99 - 7 L.M.,Vol.VI,p.i+-4,5-. 
Foresi .. gJ1t of .Spider~ " • " "321.f. = 8 L.M:.,Vol.VI,p.438. 
Lite of ~r~r.. select1on9 " 11 ''3814- = L.M.,Vol.VIII,p.28. 
On wr1till& Pens_ If 9 " II "l.f.68 =lOW.M. 'Vol.I,p.11.f.9. 
on a Ta.ate f0r ~ P1cture.squet,lor1g1nal,Vol.III,::p,ll=L.ll.,Vol.II,:p.16:;. 
Anglo-GP-rman,a. d1a.logµE!_, 0 12 11 11 "327=13L.M.,Vol.VI,p.427. 
A Miser's Prayer " 14 " " 11 412=1.?L.M.,Vol.II,:p.175. 
Preva1ll?l& Ignor3.nce of Geography "' " 11 "410= L .M:., Vol. VI ,p. 467. 
Remarks on Shorthand " " " "92=16L.M.,Vol.VI,p.ti-21. 
Rumforctis Esa~a,Y_!. " 17 " I "13218=19!·1!·,Vol.II,p.6.18 

T!·!·=Weekly Magazine. ,t ._M.=L1 terary l,ag;azine. ) 

~ 
In .Q.lH' study of the ~eekly M~a.z1~~ we showed ~ Brown was 

probably the author of the extended review o~ Rumford's Essays. 

1 Vlit.:'1 ·ci. f:::·N ~ns~1cious unimportant correcti•'.)na. 2 C:f.Wee~Ll,Y ~a.zine, 
VOl·II 1 ;;.102. 3 With conaLiera.ble V9.rla.:ion anj tltle,Genera.l 
Li~·. o--:~ Perl. 4 Signed :i. L. an1 ascr1·.:ed. -oy :..t.3 to Brown in our 
-s .;.-; --1·· .• -o·.,.,· - ~-;;:::-:::.-- T 1 t- a .... :i ... y 'f·l '""'"Z 1·- ~ 5 Sign::.., 'N •:> .... 1 ,.,, t 'n a ""p·w ~ .,-4,· •• / ..i.. v 4j,r..,! ..l....J -.1 ,, .I. ....... ~S;.4 __ ... ~• . it,...... • t '~1.L-.J. 1 • L ..l _ 

su.~ :) 1 '"~ iiY.lS un:.mpo:rtJ.n t co::-.::; ct ior:a. 6 Sisne.1 H. X. 7 Signed Ro 
8 Si:~sYlt:;,j w. 9 Certainly not Bro-1m 1 s. 10 Ope:i1n.g wa.s modified a.r.d 
.six 3c.~:J. ter..ce.s or:ii t ted cy Brown. 11 Signed LookPr-on anrl. ascr 1 bed 
to 3r<J7r['~ el.:;1~wl".t"re. 12 Introd.u~ed b.Y L.~".. 13 Given a ne·.v title, 
Di1.l~l:t 1~ Phi.la an•1 signe•l A. 14 Signei c. 15 G1l·ren a new 
ti:-.lt'!,1\ ::Vorl1.ili::-i_g_1_s_ Pr:1.1[.c"?r,a.n~1 shorn or its first three pa.!'a.gra.phs. 
16 s1g:::.s.1 L. Attri"but~d to Brow::: b.Y us(1793). 17 secon11 instalment 
sig1-..~1 o. 18 An<1 continued.. 19 Some signed Phllo_,nc't nroven Brown's 
1.n o·.~:r study of the m:;i.g~zine. 



The eecond instalment 1n the Honthly Magazine ~pearanoe at tAa_ 

1 
:re•1ecw- is signed o. and it is possible~ the rarallel between 

2 
Hume,Robertson and Gibbon and the review or Griznke·en w111a,s1m1-

larly signed,may be ~ Browns M 11 1mportaat ta m&Rt1on i'R1.• 

r.-
&PD JIB sba1*1Ei-- aet i!ftel"e t!ie eiili&ll:y pe1 ttnent tse~ ~M.t !he o. 

initial makes tourteen appearances 1n three volumes or the 

Literary Magazine most ot which we s,hall sugges~ as I"'e~~~ 

Brown's. 

Among the pseudonymous contributions there are a sraat many 

with signatures that do not again appear ln a.ny of Brown's 

magazines. That they may be a device or the ed1tor•a :Fe~ eteee1•1ng 

~-t:~ 
~e rea~ei" is quite probable. In some g,aaee they have\beeii}_not~ 

~at1stactor1l.y ascribed to other writers by the tt•~~i 

reference books on pseudonymous literature. or course they still:. 

are doubtt'ul and we may not be entirely warranted in calling 

attention to some esoteric connection with Brown or such names 

as An.y Armstrong,Peter PUffendort,Egeria,Almer1a,Monendus and s.B. 

we s~gald alee meat1ga tsa.t ~oss1bly others were masks for Brown. 

It s~ems strange that so many single 1n1t1als appear throughout 

1 VoJ... I,-p.90. 2 Vol.I,-p.127. 



i-hese. Bro~¥nagazines~~ of the a~pllabet only B.G.I.K. and U. 

happen to be omitted. When we !ind ~at t~i articles from Brown'F 

friends were usually signed by their names,or iW1 in. the case or 

1 
reviews were unsigned it seems as if he had simply adopted the 

. f). 

device or attching any letter of the alphabet at random. At least. 

" 
the point is uncommon and su~picious. 

The mere mention of several pieces will serve the purpose ot 

directing attention to them. It is possible,though wanting ot 

convincing proof ,that Brown wrote them. 

2' ~ k~ 
The verses To Stella in volume one reea11 t~eir frequent occurence 

in th~ Literary Magazine,the signature of Alwin resembles Selwyn 

a.nd Alcuin,an~ the date conforms to Brown being in New York 

9k '-
at that time of pestilence. ;ac 'J-OP&e 1sABrown•s usual couplet~. 

\4. J 
Possibly ~ wrote the reviews or the translations or Kotzebue 

~ ~ 
and the Word-chase Finished which has~ diction and verse form, 

k 5 
&~ BF$vm•s. Whether ~•ewn wrote the Remarks on Godwin's st.Leon 

b 
is doubttul. The initials R.P. may be for Robert Proud, but there 

is doubt whether he woul1 abandon the ueual ~uaker forms of address 

\-c ~£.. 
and whether he would read an.v work of the iUlaragter..,. With this 

7 
should go the note Bethlem Ga~o~ which may be Brown's. A Retort 

1 Af!~err vol:un
1

e one. 2 P. 79. 3 -101.rr,p.225 and Vol. rrr,n.453. 
~Vo . I,p.3 9. 5 Vol.II,p.404. 'Vol.II,~.453. -
~. ~b. S:v f 9~ ~ f\.,·~ o..V'~~., \I'\ 

1 
Vo 1. JH .l 'r-. \ E;1.. 



l~ 
Merchant1le may be the result of eia- experience in the store of 

2 3 
his brothers•. on conversation,the Family of ~ines and the 

4 
Remarks on Short H~nd wr1t1n_g, the Differences between Felicity 

5 
and Happiness signed X, the Differences between Prejudig~ and 

6 
Prepossession, the Differences between Sh~1de and Shadow signed 

7 8 
L., the Trial and Condemnation or Lengthy and the Men worth 

9 
Fift~ ~oll~rs: all bear slight traces of Brown and may be selec-

tions rrom his journal or manuscripts. 

10 
The three poems,signed Calista and untaentified by the usual 

authorities,may be included here as possibly Brown's. In our 

\.rt-~,n.o.~l,'c J_ . a~d 
A stu~y of the year 179~ we a long poem To Calista which has 

sufficient internal evidence to warrant its ascription to Brown. 

\J~ .. t-~ /E 
i-&- fle w+Qtre that~ .1t is.not improbable ~ the na.me as a 

pseuaox;wm was ~sed by him. The three poems are the only instances 

1 Vol.I,p.171. 
4 Vol.III,p.92. 
7 Vol.III)r..243. 
10 Vol.III,pf .239 

2 Vol.III,p.87. 
5 Vol.III,p.13. 
8 ·.,;o 1. r r I , p. 172. 

(Scptc~t0r 1800) 1~~ 4CO 

3 Vol.III 1 p.88. 
6 Vo 1 • I I I , p • 96 .. 
9 V c 1 • I I I , p • 401 • 

( ~;01;emt.:::>r 1800). 
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of the use of the pseudonym in all his periodicals. In no way 

can the.v be GeM!iS:el"eEl answers to the longer one whtch was not 

published until 1808 in the third volume of the American Regist81:. 

----lo ~<! o..~ 
Perhaps eight years was thought sufficient &er the defQeie &r 

the memories of his readers. 

• 
The most suspicious circumstance concerned with the W&Gl~ 

three is ~no notice was given them in the ~d1tor•s notes to 

correspondents. If ~he first was so ungratefully neglected the 

editor could hardly have expected to receive the others from any 

correspondent. 

The first is eR~iil-€4 The Se§l.sons wrttten from New York. During 

the year 1794 when it is probable these verses were written 

~ 
Brown was several times in that city. The metre is BPe~'a 

iambic penta.iteter,not in the familiar couplet but riming in al-

ternate lines arranged in groups of four like the verses To Mis~ 

D--~= P-----,the postscript to the 13 May 1792 letter, To Laura 

OffPnded,Helena•s a.nd Constantia's songs in Ormond and L'Amoroso. 

Its inspiration To Calista 6nly differed in being unrhymed. The 

k~ 
ideas expressed if BFeWftl.a are new in th~t they ~re joyful. The 



1302 .B 

diction is like his. On the whole this one peam is indecisive 

a.nd alone would not warrant more than mention. 

The second,To the Leheigh,reminds us or the V€rses In Praise 

or Schuylkill of 1788 except that here we have the variation 

1n the sa.me iambic pentameter of alternate lines r~ymed. The 

ideas are like Brown•s,the diction 1s his a.nd the poem is 

hit 
dated at Bethlehem 21 May 1794 when we liBew B~ewft may have 

~ been there, having ma.de an°earlieF visit t9 t~~ plage 1R the 

previous autu.lJln. If we accept as his the varying allegiance to 

streams which is not beyond i5g r1sats ~ poetic license we may 

l:_ 
find nothing to hinder us from ascribing these lines to ~O'"'*-

The third, On Dogi.~§~ i c Happiness ,(fo11owsl!.._mmedia tely{ the second, 

~ though i~ t"8 not dated or located. The ideas are Jif'e·.,n's,the 

metre is the same as the others,the diction is ilis,a.nd the state 

of mind is his. Of the three it bas the strongest indications 

~' 
ot· be1r.g ~ o~r !ltttfie::F-. 
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Now th·:i.t we have seen that about one hundred and twenty articles 

ox instalments of articles or contributions must be at least 

considered in our search after possible ascriptions to :az·own in 

the Monthly Magazine it is necessary to state that only two 

e~N!~ writers have given t~e wo~14 '1.IlY details connected with 

1 
Fricke in :arown•s Leben und Werke suggests as p&se1~ly :arown•s 

U1& follewifti s1xf ~~ ~ 

On the State of American Literature 2 Vol.I,p.15,signed M. 
PiriIIel~between Hume,Robertson a.nd G1bbon,Vol.I,p.90,s1gned o. 
Schiller. 3 Vol.Itp.153,unsigned. 
Thoughts on style Vol.I,p.167,stgned Crito. 
Character of Mary Godwin Vo~.I,p.330,signed L.M.4 
Eulogy on Richardson Vol.III,p.163,signed R.P.5 

1 H·tn-.ourg 1911. 
2 This may h·1ve te~n supplied b.Y C:1n11d.us who h1.'.i f-;rni2hPd the 

.:1rticle on A.ll~_~_1g1.n r.1ter·1t~rc in Vol.I,p.338. 
3 GtvPn ~s ~ s~lection. 
4 Th13 1s too n::"lr ~7-aiRg= f&r L1th:ur. Mi tchill to t-~ :-1.cc;>pt 0 d 

by us. 
5 c:. Fem:i.rks on god~vJB~ s St. r.eon, Vol. I I, p. 404. 



• 

He does not g~~ a.n extended proof ot any of them,and in the 

~1;:._Ck> 
o&ee-a of Crito and R.P. does not consider other articles so signed. 

1 
Van Doren in the Nation lists what constitute fourteen instalments 

or articles. He notices ~ undoubted items such as the Edgar 

Huntly rragment, Thessalontca,stephen Calvert a.p.d the Friendship 

letter rrom Jessica • He suggests as Brown's the original Letters--

and their place in Jessica-- the Lesson on Concealment or Mary 

Selwyn but 1.a unable te ~Pave aaQ. does not believe the Trials or 

is not tn'&creete'1 tg ee ea. te ~l!:e ter1t1:1Ral .. 

Ii w~;\bout April 1800.~ the magazine and all of Brown's 

-rll.M4· 
literary work took-eR an unfavorable a.a1ee-t- In his letter to 

James Brown he speaks of the dullness of the booktrade. 

•Bookmak1ng,as you observe, is the dullest of all trades, 
and the utmost that any American can look for, in his 
native country, is to be reimbursed his unavoidable 
expenses.• 

This and the ~~Peesal letter to Beers soliciting his and his 

friends' subscriptions indicate ~ the magazine was not ~ 

prosperous,and evidently the editor called into consultation the 

rP.mnant of the eight "men tn the highest degree respectable for 

literature and influence• who had persuaded him to ee tile pH&+f, 

8IR4. lqunch,4 h1:m ~the undertaking. The result was to be seen 1n 
l U. Y. , 14- .ran • , 1915 • 



the preface to the third volume. It speaks for itself and contains 

all the facts essential to our present purpose. We quote it in 

tull,and shall merely notice a few details 1n note8. 

u --- - . . ·-- -.-- . ~--- . "' 
THE MoNTHL Y MAGAZILE, AND AMERICAN lli 
vu::f ,.::W~S U:~~~rtak~n 'with. a_for~fi~ht of -~~e. !#iqtf§ 
cul.t~~-which_ mig_ht embarr~f~ fl~d impede 1t.~ __ p~ggr~~ JR 
a time ; bu~,. _feelmg fome c<;>n~dence in .th~ ge¥fal ~~<;~ . 
I~nc~. of their plan, and relymg on the aid of fn~,qds~. • , _ · 
others'-~eH difp~fed,.to prom~te. th.e Iicera~urc:.;_9f ~'1 
C()U~JJ;y, _the: Ed1~or9'Were nQt mhm1dated_ by-;t~~ _W,~~:'!1.J. 
P!"°fp~Cl: :of _the; difafl:rp,~ ~reek of form,er ad~etj~urei;s,..:~~ 
difc~~. r~. ged. b_y t.~e p. r .. ed1cbons p~ a fi~ilar fat~_,. fi.~:orlj_ !. ~1 
new mg. the; t;xperu~ent >~ .a~d_ agam trymg the ftre,ng~h; ~~
du~a gl~l!~f~~f pubhc fa!our ,and pafr<?nagc t9~~~s.hte~ \ 
proJe.Cl:~... Us;appear;im~e,, ~o~, a_t a time ~hen no .. ~5f1~~ ! 
pub1!~~~!9n~as known to exift m the UmteclStates .. ;:-was 1 

juftlydeemed_~ c_ircumftance peculiarly favourabfC:tofuccers;. I 
With.no v(!ry high expeCl:atio~s, and with no extr~ordin~,11' 1 

efforts to obtain patronage, wluch has been chiefly volun-: j 
tcµy a!ld _unf9licited, it cannot be fuppofed that any dif,_ 
appointmer:it fhoul~ be felt, if the fuccefs of the under~ 
taking has not. been hitherto equal to their wi1hes.~Th~ 
~itors J:iave, inde>'.:d, e~perienced the moft flatteri~g Cpe- · 
c1es of encouragement, m the approbation beftowe~ byj 
thofe, wJiofe. judgment is a fufficient fanCl:ion in favour ~£ ! 

any produt.lion relative to literature or fcience. Gratified 1 

in being inftrumental in the eftablilhment of a work, which~ .i 
from the nature and vaiue of its materials, and the refpect~ . 
ability of .the contributors, might add fomethivg to the ' 
literary reputation of their country, and tend, in tome ' 
degree, to refute the cenfures of foreigners, on the ap~thfc / 
and dirregard appa:ently iho:vn by Ameri~a~ to liter~t_l!.~«a i 
and ~c1ence; t~ey rndulged little expect:auo~f a~y re,m_uf i 
m:rat1on for their labours, but as a remote and dubious conJ ·, 
itquence of the profperity of the entt:rprife. ' ' '":1 ! 

In ~ fcheme, experimental and tentative, depending OI\ 
the precarious aid of cafual auxiliaries, as well as the morc;
certain fopport of 

1
affociates and allies, and liable to the 

fiut'mations pf. circlimftance ·and opinion, it was allowable;; 
Oil principles of pr~~enc~ and jufi:ice, in any ~age. of _i§_) 
progrefs, however 'ifagreeabJe t<?. ~!1..el?, to ~eh~.q~1~-~i;·J 

l 1We h:~~re see1:.. :r-. .-.!.: :~_13 is .. Tr:-~:rel~l -..~o·:,l~1 :~J.~i. He 9,vas the editor 
anj ther~ 't,vere r1r: :;4-:---:..t~-.rs" 

2 Trw newsp'1.,-:er3 ·,v9;:e :L1pply1.:-i.g tr_e d~::~'.lnd.. 
3 We h::i.Y2 seen Ero-vr: 1 s ~~q;t'C: ·1 t ions ex:2:-~jed to his -:1ream1ng 

of ·:i. possitL~ ~2, 708 in or.c· ye.1r. So :'3.r as '.~re have any evidence 
su~h ~ succes.:i s:..,er::f'.:i or.ly re;aot~l:! :1~1bi0us. 
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-'~ndertaki!J~ whoJly; or to make ~~~ ··ai&ratio~-;~-;"~fiht"'\ 
m the optmon of others, and from the& own obfervauon, 1

-

be more conducive to its ultimate fuccefs, and to the ad- : 
vantage of the publi2: ~ :. ' ' . ·' . · · · 

The thin population of the United States renders it im- I 
poffible to procure fufficient fupport from any one city; : 
and the difperfed fituation ·of•:readers, the embarraffments ! 

attending the diffufion of copies over a wide extent of coun .. J 

try, and the obftacJes to a prompt colleCl:ion of the fmall : 
fumsivhich fo cheap a publication·_dcmanded~ ar~,-· it'.j~ 
ptefumed, fatisf'aCl:ofy reaf~ns for altering and contra~ing '. 
the P':1blicatio~, ~o as to ~imlnilb, if gpt wl~y, a,y<fd~ ! 
thofe mconveniences;-:Th~tr own e_JCpenence, as-well- as: 
the obfervation of refpeCtable frieiids, .. hasJed tb''a:~Hef~ 

.that a work, chiefly, "or w}lolfy, devoted co Hterature.-and: 
kieace, would, in tne· prefent condition of the 'Quited I 
States, appe3:r m~re adva~~age?ufly ~t ~fs f1equ~_nt,~illre~
vals; and that, e1~her a~ 1t may regard the Editors,:oi::t~ 
~ublic, a quarter•yearly -publication• is preferable · fo' ;ime; 
~ppearing at ihorter periods . .....:. The c:OID,ple,t_ion o~.t~C., t?f(,,tf

1 

)'olume of the prefent work, ·and the 'commencemerif Of: 
~another ye.µ-, and a new centgry, •'render this ~ :fit.tinie<fut, 
introducingfuch a cha~ge. - • _. · ·· · ... ._,, ... :,~.1;'_.'~,-~ ; 

Had obftacles occurred formidable enough :to- have- pro-· 
duced a total dereliction of the fcheme, little 'confofationl 
'could be derive? from i.mputin~ the failure~ fuccefs, nor 
:would fuch an 1mputat1on be JUft, to the 1gnomnc~)?nd, 
cupidity of the people. Americans, in this refpcct, aie. 
no way different from the people of other coantrie~, ,bl!e: 
are influenced by fimilar motives; and, fwayed by .thei 
force of circumftances, are more concerned abouFwhat 
relates to their immediate interefts or wants, than iri ex• 
amining or eftimating the value of the productions of ge-· 
nius, tafte, and learning. · . · 

Though fome temporary inconvenience may probably be 
felt by the Editors, from· the change of their plai1, ·they 
cannot but flatter themfelves that its neceffity and propriety 
will be apparent to thofe who have fubfcribed to tlie work; 
and that their patronage and aid will be extended to " Th~' 
.American 11.t:View and Literary Journal,'" a VIEW of whid~ 
is annexed'lfo the prefent number. · · · 

New· YW'l1 Jan11a1y 1, 1801. · · 

3 
This preface ~&1ng written after the ~re~eaed change had been 

. il 
£Lct<kJ.. 

definitely sett1e4 states the case to ~1a ..rQaeePs in absolute 

rorgetfulnesB or his original plans.~a fie~es. Two facts seem 

1 ".:':nA urooose.:: c:.cJ..:-.;~0 -.v:..:L: 0:-.. 1:1 .:n.ke tr.e ::-.tur.u.:::rs sell for 
12 1/2 cen~s ~o=e~ 

2 This "View~ n~13~ eit~~r hL72 teen on the origln~l wr~oper, 
whicf: W:'3 I'.:l.72 :-.st 3:'2:-;.,or si'iren 1.3 ;i:1. extra sign:iture. We 
a.:;Jur:1e ~ :~e o:;.>'' :.~ .. t.he fi::st v·:ilnme of the ne-..v publication 
is an P-xa.ct reDrint. 

I 
\~o~ 

3 It ts ev11Ant-~ Brown 3.rl·l hia friecds triAd to retain the 
titlr~,but"c:-dli.gi.:,g ::'.'rom ·1 monthly to a. qu,irterl.v ha.ct to be 
co!'i.tentPd ·.vith the latter half o_r_i_t_. _________________ __.__ 
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to stand out clearly, the _magazine did not make money tor 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 or dissatisfaction is not clear. According 

to one source it appears the magazine was making too many enemies by 

its honest though not politic reviews;but this seems hardly conform-

able to the tact that that part was precisely the part which survivedf 
• 

!ccording to another critic the claim was made that though it had ex-

eluded politics it had a decided leaning toward Jetterson;and even such 

a thing as its omission ot marriages and~aths was suggested as against 

tt. There may have been too many minds directed to the undertaking. 

Probably the real cause was a combination of these with other unknown 

reasons. However ~ 11 te ~e aeie~ tlla~ the magazine was not given up, 

it did not really become detunct,as many have stated. The editor saw 

there was d1ssat1stact1on and th~t some change was necessary,so he 

waved his magician's wand and metamorphosed it. 

Brown deserves a great deal or credit tor this magazine. Like all 

ventures of his,he entered on it with ent.husiasm and his conduct or 

it was always earnest 1f not always excellent. The material supplied 

is readable to-day and in so far as it is educational 



it seems ~ the present day reader is equally as ignorant o~ the 

subjects he treated as were those to whom he catered. Though 

1 
probably not .Brown's own it is probably true as stated that the 

magazine was the first to introduce Schiller to the American 

public. The range of subjects was wide,perha.ps too much so. In 
• 

trying to please a great man,y differing interests he succeeded 

in pleasing no particular one,so ~ there was no enthusiasm 

and without compass or chart the pilot steered all oirer a boundless 

sea,only being watchtul to avoid rocks on the shoals of politics. 

rt seems ~y~;~ probable ~ Brown got his idea of the periodical 

from the Weekly Magazine but when a publication of this character 

contains astronomy,b1ology,agriculture,travPls,inventions,h1story, 

biography,chemistry,the drama and literature,and for good measure 

add3 various original stories and verses it is getting out of its 

field,and trespasses so much on that of the newspaper ~ it 

might just as well be issued as such. Joseph Dennie had done 

this at Walpole,New Hampshire, in the Farmer's we~k~y M'Useum 

with consideratle success and in the state of the country at the 

time it is probable that had Brown followed his example he would 

h~ve likewise succeeded.. But like all voyages on .. t.he 

l:&.?fn~t?'titer::i.ture 1n J\;'Y1er1can Magazine..§_ prior to 1846 •. Un1vers1 t.Y 
or Wiscons1r;,Eulletin Ho.188. ,p.29·--------------------



boundless sea the sensible pilot soon saw the~ecessity tor a 

port in view,and when Brown began se1r-crit1c1!m he 1nvar1abllf 

accomplished something. Thus the sudden activity 1n the pilot's 

quarters resulted in putting the ship into a course toward the 

American Review. 




