BOHN’S STANDARD LIBRARY

GRAY’S LETTERS
VOL. III



LONDON: G. BELL AND SONS, LTD.
PORTUGAL STREET, KINGSWAY, W.C.
CAMBRIDGE : DEIGHTON, BELL & CO.
NEW YORK: THE MACMILLAN CO.
BOMBAY: A. H. WHEELER & CO.



THE LETTERS

THOMAS GRAY

INCLUDING THE CORRESPONDENCE
OF GRAY AND MASON

EDITED BY

DUNCAN C. TOVEY

EDITOR OF ‘“GRAY AND HIS FRIENDS,” ETC.

VOL. 1l

LONDON
G. BELL AND SONS, LTD.

1912



CHISWICK PRESS : CHARLES WHITTINGHAM AND CO.
TOOKS COURT, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON.



DVNCANO FILIO
PER ADVERSA, PER SECVNDA
COMITI, AMICO, ADIVTORI
QVAECVNQVE
AD GRAIVM ILLVSTRANDVM
DE SVO CONTVLIT
DEDICAT PATER






TO FRIENDS OF EARLY DAYS
AT
TRINITY COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE

[H.J.,, HHC. G. M., J. M. 1., B. E. H.]

I might say, after Dogberry, ¢ if I were as tedious as a
king, I could find it in my heart to bestow it all of your
worships.” But I prefer to say, after our author, “If this
be as tedious to you as it is grown to me, I shall be sorry
that I sent it you.” I offer you a better text of the Letters
than any hitherto published, and the notes you need not
read. If youdo, they will receive the rare tribute of kindly
and candid and intelligent criticism. I ask you to accept
them, because you are inseparably associated in my memory
with a place always friendly to me, the dear and venerable
House, to which, in the course of a chequered pilgrimage,

my heart still returns untravelled.
D. C. T.






INTRODUCTION

Tae Editor desires to acknowledge his obligations to
many kind correspondents in addition to those already
named in vols. 1 and ii. He is much indebted to
Mrs. Ellershaw of Durham, to Sir Herbert Maxwell,
to Lord R. Leveson-Gower, to Col. Prideaux, to Dr.
Warren, President of Magdalen College, Oxford, to the
Master and Dr. Walker of Peterhouse, and Mr. Minns
of Pembroke, Cambridge, to Mr. W. H. Johnston, a
connection of the Antrobus family, to Mr. John Murray,
to whom this edition owes the more exact reprint of
the Journal in the Lakes, to Mr. W. L. Courtney and
Mr. H. Littledale, whose loss many students have
cause to lament. An early correspondence of Gray’s,
which is said to throw light upon his difference with
Walpole, was in the possession of Messrs. Quaritch,
but the Editor has been unable to procure access to it.
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P.

ERRATA

7, par. 2 of n., read ‘‘de L’Esprit Essai, iii.”

And ad fin. of same insert (perhaps) before remarks.
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10, n. 3, coserelle ¢talics.

14, n. 1, 1. 2, for all read most of.

14, dele n. 5.

15, to Wharton, for Mr Wlalpole] read Mr W-.

16, n., 1. 2, write come and <n full.

16, n. 1 ad fin., for ’65 read ’63.

17, 1. 1, Brother, ¢nsert as n. 1: Stonehewer and Jonathan
rton.

18, n. 4, L. 1, after 1. 9 add and n.

21, n. 4, for Parleying read Parleyings.

. 22, n., 1. 14, for a doubtful, etc., read on doubtful, ete.
. 22 ¢b. ad fin., after man; put comma nstead of semicolon.

23, n. 2, for 72 read T1.

. 26, n. 3, 1. 6, for Lettres read Letters.

27, n. 1 ad fin., put *“ Of Gardening in the year 1685” in in-

ted commas.

. 43, at end of n. 2, Therese le Vasseur (no inverted commas).
. 46, n. 2, insert p. 37, n. 3.

. 48, n. 1, L. 5, for the legacy read it.

48, n. 4, dele last two lines I believe fo 24,
50, last n., read pp. 234-6 and nn.
51, n. 3 ad fin., read xiii and n. of.

. 71, n. 1, for Robertson read Robinson.
. 71, n. 3, for n. 6 read n. 4.

. 73, n. 3, L. 6, for with read of.

. 76, n. 2, print 1, v. 30.

.78, n. 1, 1. 2, read 238 n.

. 80, n. 4, read ’63.

82, n., dele Ep.
85, n., second par. ad fin., for romance on read romantic

conjectures about.

P,

121, n. 2, 1. 2, for Elgoe read Eloge.
XV



XV1

P.
P.

ERRATA.

144, n. 2, 1. 6, for Barton-Pynsent read Burton-Pynsent.
147, as n. 2, add A quaint expression of Brown’s, elsewhere

noted by Gray and Mason. See next letter ad fin.

P.
p.
P.
P.
P.

149. Interval after 1. 29 the word ¢foil.”

162, n. 1, for Oden read Odin.

163, n. 1, L. 3, read vol. i, p. 131, n. 3.

164, for Tower roots read Flower roots.

165, n. 2, for informant which differs, read source of informa-

tion which difters.

YR e e T T

166, n. 1, second par., read nn, for n.

173, 1. 24, after write full stop.

176, n. 1, 1. 10, for boy read bay.

177, n., ““John Inglesant.”

178. Address: To the Rev. Norton Nicholls.

179. Address: To the Rev. Norton Nicholls.

180, n. 5, 1. 3, for Grays’ read Gray’s.

188, n. 1, for prayed to read believed in.

188, 1. 9, for to the Virgin? read in the Pope?

188, 1. 12, for worship read religion.

232, n., 1. 4 from bottom, for 1788 read 1768.

232, 1. 7, for across read Ccross.

250, n. 2, for date read supra, p. 220, n. 1.

251, n. 2, dele if ever; add But see infra, p. 253, 1. 3.
253, n. 2, dele Wrismose and put Wreenose in inverted

commas.

P
P
P
P.
P
P.
P
P
P.
P.

. 255, 1. 13, full stop after demolish’d.
. 255, 1. 16, comma after it is.
. 256, n. 1 ad fin., for supra read u. 8.

261, 1. 2, colon after mountain tops.

. 262, second par., after pencil print 2 as ref. to n.

262, dele n. 2, and change n. 3 to n. 2.

. 969. Head letter: To the Rev. Norton Nicholls.
. 270, n. 1, 1. 2, read libre for libra.

297, n. 2, add (?) Allin and italicize the i.
300, n. 2, insert 1 before read Rapin.



GRAY'S LETTERS.

CCXLVII. Mason to Gray..

Aston, January 15, 1763.
DeAr Sir—

I send you with this a drawing of the ruin? you
were so much pleased with when you saw it at York., I
take it certainly to have been the chapel of St. Sepulchre,
founded by Archbishop Roger, of which Dugdale has given
us the original charta fundationis; but, as this opinion
- seems to contradict the opinion of Torre, and of Drake too,
who follows him, it is necessary to produce authentic
authority in proof of my assertion. These two learned
antiquaries suppose that the chapel in question joined to
the minster. Thus Torre: “ Roger (Archbishop) having
built against the great church a chapel.” And Drake:
‘““ Roger was buried in the cathedral, near the door of St.
Sepulchre’s chapel, which he himself had founded.”—Vide
Drake’s Ebor., p. 478, p. 421. From these accounts we
should be led to conclude that this chapel was as much and

! This letter was first published in Mitford’s Correspondence
of Gray and Mason,” and is there without signature, and simply
headed ‘“ To the Rev. James Brown.” Accordingly Mr. Gosse has
attributed it to Gray. Both Mitford and Mr. Gosse are mistaken ;
the dating from Aston, and above all Gray’s reply of February 8
E,nc(l;r Mason’s note there show that theletter isMason’s and addressed

o Gray.

* The ruin of a small Gothic chapel near the north-west end of
the cathedral at York, not noticed by Drake in his ¢ Eboracum.”
When Mr. Gray made me a visit at that place the summer before,
he was much struck with the beautiful roportion of the windows
In it, which induced me to get Mr. Pau Sandby to make a draw-
1ng of it.—Mason.

I1I. B



2 GRAY’S LETTERS.

as close an appendage to the minster as the chapter-house
18; but the original records, on which they found this
opinion, may I think be construed very differently.

Archbishop Roger himself, in his charta Jundations,
describes its situation thus:—* capellam quam juxta ma-
jorem ecclesiam exstruximus.” “ Juxta” is surely ¢“mnear’
only, not “adjoining;” and this ruin is near enough. In
the extract of this archbishop’s life, from an ancient MS.
which Dugdale also gives us, we find these words, ““ Con-
didit etiam Capellam Sancti Sepulchri ad januam ipsius
Palatii ex parte boreali juxta eccl’am S. Petri.”” The ruin
in question might very probably be connected with the
palace gate by a cloister, of which on one side there are a
string of arches remaining; and on the outside of the
minster, over the little gate next the tomb, there are also
vestiges of the roof of a cloister, which I imagine went
aside the palace gateway, and connected the three build-
ings; vide plan. But between this little gate and the
palace gate (which still remains) it is very evident there
was no room for anything but a cloister, for I do not think
they are twenty yards asunder.

The last and only further account I can find of the
situation 1s from the same Life, where 1t is said the canons
of St. Peter, ¢ graviter murmurabant super situ dicte
capellze eo quod nimis adheesit matrici ecclesize.”

This I think need not be translated literally; the word
“nimis” leads one to a metaphorical sense. The priests of
St. Sepulchre were too mnear neighbours to St. Peter’s
canons, and were troublesome to them; accordingly we
find the archbishop, to quiet matters, ordered that the
saint of his chapel should make them a recompense, which
1s in this extract stated.

To these arguments I would add, that Archbishop
Roger’s donation was very great (as we find in Drake) to
this chapel ; and, from the number of persons maintained
in its service, I question not but there was a large convent
built round it, of which there are plainly the foundations
still to be seen; and what puts the matter out of all doubt
that this building was separate and entire, though indeed
near to the minster, is the following fact, viz. that the
tithes of the chapel and chapel itself were sold to one



MASON TO GRAY. 3

r, anno 42 Elizabeth: ‘Capella vocat. St. Sepulere’s
gﬁf:ﬁ prope Eccles. Cath. Ebor. cum decimis ejusdem.,
W. Webster. Ap. 4, anno 4 Eliz.”—Rolls. Chap. Thus

ou see the “juxta’ and * prope” are clearly on my side;
the “nimis adhseesit” is equivocal. I conclude with a rude
draught of the platform according to my idea, but without

City walls

Chapter House

Eag,

any mensuration, and merely to explain what has been said.
I am with the greatest respect and deference to your
sagacity, yours, ete. etc. ete

P.8.—I ought to mention to you, that in the transept (I
think you call 1t) of the church, namely, at B, there is at
the top over the large pillars, a range of stonework like the
Windows in the ruin, viz. three pointed arches under a cir-
cular one, but of 4 clumsy proportion. This part I think



4 GRAY’S LETTERS.

you said was the oldest in the minster. Johnny Ludlam*
found this out. Perhaps it contradicts all I have been
saying, and proves the building much older than Arch-
bishop Roger.

CCXLVIIIL. To Mason.

February 8, 1763.
DocrissiME DOMINE—
Anne tibi arrident complimenta?® If so, I hope
your vanity is tickled with the verghe d’oro® of Count Al-
garotti,’ and the intended translation of Signor Agostino

1 There were two persons well known in literature and science,
the Rev. William and the Rev. Thomas Ludlam, both Fellows of
St. John’s College. William was M.A. 1742, and died 1788;
Thomas was M.A. 1752, and died 1811. They were both highly
esteemed by Dr. Balguy and Dr. Ogden; and Bishop Hurd was so
pleased with the merits of the Essays on Theological subjects as to
contribute to the expense of the publication. My friend Mr. Nichols
agrees with me in thinking that one of these brothers was alluded
to: the familiar name Johnny being given to him from his residence
at St. John’s College.—Mitford.

2 The Latin at the beginning of the letter alludes to a similar
expression which a Fellow of a College had made use of to a
foreigner who dined in the College Hall. Having occasion to ask
him if he would eat any cabbage to his boiled beef, he said ‘‘ anne
tibi arrident herbae?”—Mason. In a MS. note Dr. Bennet, Bp. of
Cloyne, says this happened at Pembroke, when Gray and Mason
were present.—From Mitford.

* The common meanin% of the words is ““lingots ” of gold ; and
they probably were in Algarotti’s letter, in some such sense, in a
figurative way; perhaps Gray jocularly plays upon the meaning;
for ‘“verghe” may mean ‘‘rods” or “‘twigs.”

4 Algarotti, who was made Count when Frederick was crowned,
was the son of a rich Venetian merchant; he was about the same
age as Frederick, and knew him as Crown Prince; was friend also
of Lord Baltimore, sixth of that title; with both of these (1739)
Frecerick was fascinated. Algarotti had then written ‘‘ Newtonian-
ismo per le Donne;” translated (1739) by Mrs. Elizabeth Carter, the
British Mme Dacier (who, says Johnson, could make a pudding as
well as translate Epictetus), under the title *“Sir Isaac New-
ton’s Philosophy explained for the Use of the Ladies; in Six Dia-
logues of Light and Colours.” ¢ The mere Titles of such things
are fatally sufficient to us,” says Carlyle. Perhaps we owe the
description of the young dilettante’s ¢ dusky skin, very white linen



TO MASON. o

Paradisi. For my part I am ravished (for I too have my
share), and moreover astonished to find myself the par-
ticular friend of a person so celebrated for his politezza e
dottrina as my cousin Taylor Howe.® Are you upon the
road to see all these wonders, and snuff up the incense of
Pisa, or has Mr. Brown abated your ardour by sending
you the originals? I am waiting with impatience for you
and Mr. Hurd, though (as the Bishop of Gloucester has
broke his arm ?) I cannot expect him to stay here, whatever

you may do.
T am obliged to you for your drawing, and very learned

dissertation annexed. You have made out your point with a
great degree of probability (for, though the“nimis adhsesit”
might startle one, yet the sale of the tithes and chapel
to Webster seems to set all right again), and I do believe
the building in question was the chapel of St. Sepulchre; but
then that the ruin now standing was the individual chapel,
as erected by Archbishop Roger, I can by no means think.
I found myself merely on the style and taste of architec-
ture. The vaults under the choir are still in being, and
were undoubtedly built by this very archbishop. They are
truly Saxon, only that the arches are pointed, though very

and frills and fervid black eyes ” to Frederick’s sister Wilhelmina,
with whom also he was a favourite. Frederick calls him his ¢ Swan
of Padua,” and he goes from the headquarters at Ottmachau on a
fruitless mission to Turin, 1741, and returns to accompany the
Silesian campaign that year. He parted from Frederick in 1753;
‘“ has no real love for Frederick only for his greatness ” (Carlyle).

! William Taylor Howe, Esq., of Stondon Place, near Chipping-
Ongar, in Essex, an honorary Fellow of Pembroke Hall, was now
on his travels in Italy, where he had made an acquaintance with
the celebrated Count Algarotti, and had recommended to him
Mr. Gray’s Poems and my Dramas. After the perusal he received
a letter from the Count, written in the style of superlative pane-
gyric peculiar to Italians. A copy of this letter Mr. Howe had just
now sent to our common friend Mr. Brown, then President of the
College; and also another of the Count’s, addressed to Sigr Para-
disi, a Tuscan poet; in which, after explaining the arguments of
my two Dramatic Poems, he advises him to translate them; but
Prlanmpa.lly Caractacus.—Mason.

.Dr. Warburton, Bishop of Gloucester, broke his arm, 1763,
while walking in the garden at Prior Park. (Letter to Hurd,
D. 840, Hurd and Warburton’s Correspondence; to Stukeley,
6 August, 1763, in Nichols’s Lit. Illustr., ii. 56.)—From Mitford.
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obtusely. It is the south transept (not the north) that is
the oldest part of the minster now above ground. It is
sald to have been begun by Geoffrey Plantagenet, who
died about thirty years after Roger, and left it unfinished.
His successor, Walter Grey, completed it; so we do not
exactly know to which of these two prelates we are to
ascribe any certain part of it. Grey lived a long time, and
was archbishop from 1216 to 1255 (39™ Hen. II1.); and
in this reign it was that the beauty of the Gothic architec-
ture began to appear. The chapter-house is in all prob-
ability his work, and (I should suppose) built in his latter
days, whereas what he did of the south transept might be
performed soon after his accession. It is in the second
order of this building that the round arches appear, in-
cluding a row of pointed ones (which you mention, and
which I also observed), similar to those in St. Sepulchre’s
Chapel, though far inferior in the proportions and neat-
ness of workmanship. The same thing is repeated in the
north transept, but this is only an imitation of the other,
done for the sake of regularity, for this part of the build-
ing is no older than Archbishop Romaine, who came to the
see In 1285, and died 1296.

All the buildings of Henry the Second’s time (under
whom Roger lived, and died, 1181) are of a clumsy and
heavy proportion, with a few rude and awkward ornaments;
and this style continues to the beginning of Henry the
Third’s reign, though with a little improvement, as in the
nave of Fountains Abbey, etc. Then all at once come in
the tall piqued arches, the light clustered columns, the
capital of curling foliage, the fretted tabernacles and vault-
ings, and a profusion of statues, etc., that constitute the
good Gothic style, together with decreasing and flying but-
tresses and pinnacles on the outside. Nor must you con-
clude anything from Roger’s own tomb, which has, I re-
member, a wide surbased arch with scalloped ornaments,
etc.; for this can be no older than the nave itself, which
was built by Archbishop Melton after the year 1315, one
hundred and thirty years after our Roger’s death.

Pray come and tell me );our mind, though I know you
will be as weary of me as a dog, because I cannot play
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upon the glasses, nor work joiner’s work, nor draw my own
picture. Adieu, I am ever yours.

Why did not you send me the capital in the corner of
the choir? : .

I have compared Helvetius and Elfrida, as you desired
me, and find thirteen parallel passages, five of which at
least are so direct and close, as to leave no shadow of a
doubt, and therefore confirm all the rest. It is a phe-
nomenon that you will be in the right to inform yourselt
about, and which I long to understand. Another phe-
nomenon is that I read it without finding it out; all I
remember is that I thought it not at all English, and did
not much like it; and the reason is plain, for the lyric
flights and choral flowers suited not in the least with the
circumstances or character of the speaker as he has con-
trived it.]"

1 This addition has been supposed to be a forgery by Mason, as
in the MS. this part of the letter, as Mitford tells us, is in his
handwriting. He certainly took atrocious liberties with this corre-
spondence, but I scruple to pronounce him guilty of this on such
imperfect evidence. There is every probability that he did desire
Gray to compare Helvetius and Elfrida,—and the fact that the
published letters do not contain this request, indicates perhaps that
it was made in conversation when Gray was last with Mason at
York. This is probably an excerpt (garbled, more Masonico,) from
a separate letter, in which Mason, and perhaps his Elfrida, are
treated with unbecoming levity.

Mason has given a portentous note, in which he illustrates these
plagiarisms in Helvetius’ ‘‘de 'Esprit” (Essai iii.). It appears
that in a note there Helvetius cites a prose translation of a piece
of English poetry in proof (!) of his thesis, which no one would care
to dispute, that no great extent of memory is necessary to a fine
imagination. It is the soliloquy of a maiden who goes before dawn
to a valley, and is waiting for her lover, who is to offer a sacrifice
to the gods at sunrise. It is in fact a cento from various parts of
the Elfrida; the passages have little poetic value, though, as Gray
(perhaps) remarks, they are more in place in Mason’s play, than

in their false setting.

Mason tells us that when Helvetius came to England (in 1764)
he endeavoured, through two noblemen, to get from him an ex-
planation, but with no satisfactory result. He believes that Helve-
tius has been imposed upon by some young English traveller. He
pronounces him to be a receiver of stolen goods, but ‘‘ out of respect
to his numerous fashionable disciples, both abroad and at home,
whose credit might suffer with that of their Master,” he acquits
him ““of what would only be held criminal at the Old Bailey,
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CCXLIX. To the Rev. James Brown.

February 17, 1763.
You will make my best acknowledgments to Mr. Howe,

who not content to rank me in the number of his friends,
is so polite as to make excuses for having done me that
honour.

I was not born so far from the sun' as to be ignorant of
Count Algarotti’s name and reputation; nor am I so far
advanced in years or in philosophy, as not to feel the
warmth of his approbation. The Odesin question, as their
motto shews, were meant to be vocal to the intelligent alone.
How few they were in my own country, Mr. Howe can
testify; and yet my ambition was terminated by that small
circle. I have good reason to be proud, if my voice has
reached the ear and apprehension of a stranger distin-
guished as one of the best judges in Europe.

I am equally pleased with the just applause he bestows
on Mr. Mason, and particularly on his Caractacus, which
1s the work of a Man: whereas the Elfrida is only that of
a boy, a promising boy indeed, and of no common genius:

that he received these goods, knowing them to be stolen.”—ED.
Dr. Bennet, Bp. of Cloyne, in a MS. note of his copy of Mason
and Gray, which I had, writes, ¢ This is a very peevish remark of
Mason, especially as there seems no doubt that Helvetius was im-
posed upon.”—Mitford. Mason no doubt was of Warburton’s
opinion, who called Helvetius ¢‘a Frofessed patron of atheism, a
rascal and a scoundrel.” The ‘“de I'Esprit,” in its own line a poor
rival of Montesquieu’s great work, is a flimsy performance,
materialistic in tendency, and well adapted to the taste of the
Parisian salons; it was proscribed by the authorities, and when
search was made for it at Berne, together with Voltaire’s infamous
“‘ Pucelled’Orléans,” the officer employed by the Canton (so Walpole
gleefully relates), reported that they had found there ¢ trés peu de
I’Esprit, et pas une Pucelle.”

Helvetius (the name is Latinized from Schweitzer) was a hand-
some, courteous gentleman, a good husband and father, and kind
and generous to his dependents. At an early age he was farmer-
ge%elr)a,l, and consequently rich. He died in the same year as Gray
(1771).

! Virg. ““Aen.,” 1. 567:

‘‘ Non obtunsa adeo gestamus pectora Poeni,
Nec tam aversus equos Tyria Sol jungit ab urbe.”
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yet this is the popular performance with us, and the other
little known in comparison.

Neither Count Algarotti, nor Mr. Howe (I believe) have
heard of Ossian, the Son of Fingal. If Mr. Howe were not
upon the wing, and on his way homewards, I would send
it to him in Italy. He would there see, that Imagination
dwelt many hundred years ago in all her pomp on the cold
and barren mountains of Scotland. The truth (I believe)
is that without any respect of climates she reigns in all
nascent societies of men, where the necessities of life force
every one to think and act much for himself.! Adieu!

CCL. To the Rev. Willvam Mason.

March 6, 1763.
Dear Mason—

I should be glad to know at what time you think
of returning into the North, because I am obliged to bein
town the end of this month, or the beginning of next, and
hope somewhere or other to coincide with you, if the waters
are not too much out. I shall trouble you, in case you
have any call into the city (or if not your servant may do
it), to pay the insurance of a house for me at the London
Assurance Office in Birchin Lane. You will shew them the
receipt, which I here inclose. Pay twelve shillings, and
take another such receipt stamped, which must be to 25th
March, 1764.

You may remember that I subscribed long since to
Stuart’s book of Attica;?* so long since, that I have either

' One is led to think from this paragraph that the scepticism
which Mr. Gray had expressed bef?)re concerning these works of
Ossian was now entirely removed. I know no way of accounting
for this (as he had certainly received no stronger evidence of their
authenticity) but from the turn of his studies at the time. He had
of late much busied himself in antiquities, and consequently had
Imbibed too much of the spirit of a professed antiquarian; now we
know, from a thousand instances, that no set of men are more
willingly duped than these, especially by anything that comes to
thgm under the fascinating form of a new discovery.—Mason.
The first volume had recently appeared (see vol. i., p. 298,
n. 4, and vol. ii., p. 244 n.).—ED. A {;ouse in St. James’ Square,
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lost or mislaid his receipt (which I find is the case of many
more people). Now he doubtless has a list of names, and
knows this to be true; if, therefore, he be an honest man,
he will take two guineas of you, and let me have my copy
(and you will choose a good impression); if not, so much
the worse for him. By way of douceur, you may, if you
please (provided the subscription is still open at its first
price), take another for Pembroke Hall, and send them
down together; but not unless he will let me have mine,
and so the worshipful society authorise me to say. All
these disbursements the college and I will repay you with
many thanks.

Where is your just volume,! and when will you have done
correcting it? Remember me to Stonhewer and Dr. Gis-
borne,” and believe me, ever yours,

T. G.

CCLIL. Mason to Gray.

York, June 28th, 1763.
DEar MRr. GrAY,

Stonhewer tells me that you are returned to
Cambridge; therefore I trust you are at leisure to read
and to answer my letter, and to tell me what is to be done
about the count and his Coserella.? One cannot thank him

Mrs. Montagu’s in Portman Square, with a few others, remain
as specimens of Stuart’s architectvure, and the Chapel of Greenwich
Hospital. —From Mitford.

L ¢“These discoveries are published by our philosophers, some-
times in just volumes, but often in pamphlets and loose papers
for their readier conveyance through the kingdom.”’— Lysicles in
Berkeley’s ‘¢ Alciphron,” Dial. 1.

Mason had hitherto published verse only in separate brochures.
I have put in an a.p%)endix some suggestions and corrections of
Gray’s of the date of which I am uncertain. They have been

attached to the letter to Mason of Jan., 1758, but were obviously
sent later.

2 Vol. ii., p. 170, n. 2. ,

> Mason should have written coserelle. In a letter to Gray,
dated ‘‘Pisa, 24 Aprile, 1763,” the Count says he has long been
doubting whether a dilettante such as he is, should send to a
Professor such as the ¢/lustrissimo Signor Gray, ‘‘ alcune due cose-
relle”; what these ¢“ little things ” were we shall see later. In the
same letter he tells him that he intends to be the herald of his
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for them, I think, till one has read them; and for my
part I can only thank him in plain English whenever I do
it. Pray write me your mind as to this matter. .

You cannot think what a favourite I am of Mr. Beding-
field’s.! I might have had an agate and gold snuff-box
from him the other day, and why think you? only because
I gave him an etching of Mr. Gray. ¢ Lord, Sir,” says I,
« would you repay me with a thing of this value for a thing
not worth three halfpence?” ‘ What,” says he, “a portrait
of Mr. Gray done by Mr. Mason of no value!” &ec. &c. In
short he pressed me to accept it till there was hardly any
such thing as refusing; however, I refused to the last,
which you will own to be miraculous when you consider
my avarice, my fondness for trinkets, and when I tell you
the box was wonderfully handsome, and withal had a
French hinge. This said gentleman is shortly going to
leave York entirely, without having resolved in what other
place to reside. To say the truth, I am not displeased at
this; for of all the admirers I have had in my time, I think
he would tire me the most was I to have much of him.
He goes from hence to Norfolk first with his family, and
that some time this next month, and intends you a visitin
his way. Get your arm-chair new stuffed;—mno, the old
stuffing will have more inspiration in it. I send you on
the other page a Sonnet intended to prefix to my first
volume (Gray willing). It bhas, I assure you, cost me
much pains, and yet it is not yet what it should be; however
I will do no more at it till you have seen it, and send me
your opinion of it.

I have got about ten subscribers to Smart,® and do not

]{)ra-ises in a Venetian journal, ‘‘the Minerva,” that Italy may
xnow that England rich in a Homer (Milton), an Archimedes
(Newton), and a Demosthenes (Pitt) does not lack her Pindar.
' See vol. i., p. 291, n. 1; p. 365, n. 2.

_ * I now question altogether the notion that Smart was twice
Incarcerated in a madhouse. I believe the only period of his incar-
ceration there is from 1756 (cire.), to the latter part of 1758. (See:
my articles in N. and Q., Mar. 25, and May 8, 1905.) I f{ix the last
date on the faith of Anderson’s statement that he was thus con-
fined for about two years; but it is possible of course that he was
still in the madhouse, though convalesecent, when in Jan. 1759,
Gray and Mason were interesting themselves in his fate. (See
vol. ii., pp. 70 and 77.)
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Eknow how to transmit him the money. Stonhewer advises
me to keep it, as he hears he is in somebody’s hands who
may cheat him. I have seen his Song to David, and from
thence conclude him as mad as ever. But this I mention
.only that one should endeavour to assist him as effectually
as possible, which one cannot do without the mediation of
a third person. If you know anybody now in London (for
Stonhewer has left it) whom I can write to on this subject,
pray tell me. It is said in the papers heis prosecuting the
people who confined him; if so, assisting him at present is
only throwing one’s money to the lawyers. Give my love
to Mr. Brown and service to the college,

Yours most sincerely,
W. Masox.

SONNET.!

D’Arcy, to thee, whate’er of happier vein,
Smit with the love of song? my youth essay’d,
This verse devotes; from that sequester’d shade?
Where letter’d ease, thy gift, endears the scene,
Here as the light-wing’d moments glide serene;
I arch* the bower, or, through the tufted glade,’
In careless flow the simple pathway lead,
And strew with many a rose the shaven green.
S0, to deceive my solitary days,
- __Pleas’d may I toil till life’s vain vision end,
Nor own a wish beyond yon woodbine sprays;
Inglorious, not ogscure, if D’Arcy lend
His wonted smile to these selected lays;
The Muse’s patron, but the Poet’s friend.®
W. M.
Aston, May, 1763.

! This Sonnet to the Earl of Holdernesse, the patron of Mason,
is prefixed to the first volume of Mason’s Works, in 4 vols. 8vo.—
qtford, who also records the various readings which follow.

2 ¢ Smit with the love of sacred song.”—Par. Lost, iii. 29.

8 Aston’s secret shade.—Var.

* Weave.—Var.

> Around the tufted mead.— Var.

6 With rural toils ingenuous arts I blend,

Secure from envy, negligent of praise,
Yet not unknown to fame, if D’Arcy lend
His wonted smile to dignify my lays.— Var.
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CCLIIL. To the Rev. Willvam Mason.

1763.

Dear MAsoON,

As T have no more received my little thing * than
you have yours, though they were sent by the Beverley,
Captain Allen, I have returned no answer yet; but I must
soon, and that in plain English, and so should you too. In
the meantime I borrowed and read them. That on the

era is a good clever dissertation, dedicated to Guglielmo
Pitt; the other (Il Congresso di Citera),” in poetical prose,
describes the negociation of three ambassadresses sent by
England, France, and Italy to the Court of Cupid, to lay
before him the state of his empire in the three nations;
and is not contemptible neither in its kind; so pray be civil
to the count and Signor Howe.

I think it may be time enough to send poor Smart the
money you have been so kind to collect for him when he has
dropped his lawsuit, which I do not doubt must go against
him if he pursues it. Gordon (who lives here) knows and
interests himself about him; from him I shall probably
know if he can be persuaded to drop his design. There is
a Mr. Anguish in town (with whom I fancy you were once
acquainted); he probably can best inform you of his con-
dition and motions, for I hear he continues to be very
friendly to him.

When you speak of Mr. Bedingfield, you have always a
dash of gall that shows your unforgiving temper, only
because it was to my great chair he made the first visit.
For this cause you refused the snuff-box (which to punish
you I shall accept myself), and for this cause you obstin-
ately adhere to the Church of England.’

! The coserella. See preceding letter.

2 ¢ Algarotti’s monument (which I have seen) was erected by
Frederick in the Campo Santo at Pisa, with the inscription ¢ Alga-
rotto, Ovidii aemulo, Newtoni discipulo, Fredericus Magnus.’
His works were published at Venice in 17;vols. 8vo, 1791-1794. . . .
Tessaldo, in his Biographia, has given a list of the writers who
have treated of the life of Algarotti, vol. vi, p. 175.”—From
Mitford.

? Bedingfield, it will be remembered, was a Roman Catholic.
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I like your Sonnet better than most dedications; it is
simple and natural. The best line in it is:—

““So, to deceive my solitary days,” &e.

There are an expression or two that break the repose of it
by looking common and overworn: *sequestered shade,”
‘“ woodbine sprays,” “ selected lays;” I dare not mention
“lettered ease.” ¢ Life’s vain vision” does not pronounce
well." Bating these, it looks in earnest, and as if you could
live at Aston, which is not true; but that is not my
affair. |

I have got a mass of Pergolesi,” which is all divinity; but
it was lent me, or you should have it by all means. Send
for six lessons for the pianoforte or harpsichord of Carlo
Bach,? not the Opera Bach, but his brother. To my fancy
they are charming, and in the best Italian style. Mr.
Neville * and the old musicians here do not like them, but
to me they speak not only music, but passion. I cannot
play them, though they are not hard; yet I make a smat-
tering that serves ‘to deceive my solitary days;”’ and I
figure to myself that I hear you touch them triumphantly.
Adieu! T should like to hear from you.

! It appears from the var. lect. recorded by Mitford in preceding
letter, that Mason altered most of these.

2 See vol. i., p. 106, n. 3; p. 208, n. 1. Burney, ‘“Hist. of
Musie,” tells us that Pergolesi’s Salve Regina was performed
at the Haymarket in 1740; so that it is a mistake to say with
Walpole that Pergolesi’s works were brought first from Italy by
Gray, who did not return to England until 1741. The passage
in the text has been explained to mean that Gray has ‘“a mass
of Pergolesi’s compositions (sic) all divinity!” By ¢ all divinity ”
he means, of course, that the Mass in question is absolutely
divine.

3 Karl Philipp Emmanuel, the second son of the great John
Sebastian. He was at this date, Kapellmeister to the Princess
Amelia, sister of Frederick the Great. Clementi and Haydn are
said to have acknowledged their obligations to him for his works
for and on the harpsichord.

¢ Opera ” Bach 1s John Christian, a son of John Sebastian by his
second wife, and therefore half-brother of Philipp Emmanuel. He
went to Italy, and in the year of this letter, 1763, he came to Eng-
land, being engaged by Mattei to compose for the London opera.
His first opera in England was ¢“ Orione.”

4 Vid. vol. 1., p. 334, n. 2.
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The Petit Bon* sends his love to you. All the rest (but
Dr. May® and the master) are dead or married.

CCLIIL. To Wharton.

Dear DocTor

You may well wonder at my long taciturnity: I
wonder too, and know not what cause to assign, for it is
certain, I think of you daily. I believe, it is owing to the
nothingness of my history, for except six weeks that I
passed 1n Town towards the end of Spring, and a little
jaunt to Epsom * & Box-hill, I have been here time out of
mind in a place, where no events grow, tho” we preserve
those of former days by way of Hortus Siccus in our
libraries. my slumbers were disturbed the other day by
an unexpected visit from Mr. W:* who dined with me,
seemed mighty happy for the time he stay’d, & said he
could like to live here: but hurried home in the evening to
his new Gallery,® w* is all Gothicism, & gold, & crimson,

1 James Brown. See Index.

2 Samuel May, elected a Fellow of Pembroke, 1740, died in
1787.—Mitford. He seems to have generally supported Long, the
Master, with occasional bickerings (vol. i., p. 150). Gray disliked
him (6., p. 295).

3 Where he probably visited his friend, Dr. Clarke (vol. ii.,

. 165). ‘

Py Walpole has been making a sort of antiquarian and architec-
tural tour, as Gray did before him in 1758, visiting, among other
places, Fotheringay and Peterborough, as Gray did (vol. ii., p. 32).
He would also have gone to Ely,—*‘but,” he writes to George
Montagu (July 25, 1763), ¢ when we got to Cambridge we were
obliged to abandon all thoughts of it, there being nothing but
lamentable stories of inundations and escapes. However I made
myself amends with the University, which I have not seen these
four and twenty years, and which revived many youthful scenes,
which, merely from their being youthful, are forty times pleasanter
than any other ideas. You know I always long to live at Oxford:
I felt that I could like to live even at Cambridge again. The
colleges are much cleaned and improved since my days, and the
trees and groves more venerable; but the town is tumbling about
their ears. We [Cole, the antiquary, and I] surprised Gray with
our appearance, dined and drank tea with him, and are come hither
[1705 Hockerill] within sight of land.”

In May, 1763, Walpole tells Cole that the Gallery is fast
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& looking-glass. He has purchased at an auction in Suf-
folk ebony-chairs & old moveables enough to load a
waggon.'

Mason and I have received letters from Count Algarotti,
Chambellan * de sa Majeste le Roi de Prusse, with observa-
tions, (that is panegyrics) on our Tragedies & our Odes,
and a present of certain Italian Dissertations, w® he has
lately publish’d on the state of Painting and Musick. one
of them is dedicated to Mr. Pitt,> whom he styles— Uomo
immortale, e Restitutore d’Inghilterra, Amico del gran Fede-
rigo.

I was in Town, when M® Middleton died, & immedi-
ately got all the information I could (first from St:" and

advancing, and in July it is almost ‘“in the critical minute of
- consummation.” In August ¢ all the earth is begging to come and
see it.” A month afterwards, he is ‘‘ keeping an inn; the sign,
the Gothic Castle.” His whole time is passed in givirg tickets of
admission to the Gallery, and hiding himself when it is on view.
“Take my advice,” he tells Montagu, ‘never build a charming
house for yourself between London and Hampton-Court; every-
body will live in it but you.”—Mr. Austin Dobson, who describes
the Gallery on pp. 220-221 of his ¢ Memoir of Horace Walpole.”
“The ceiling,” Walpole writes to Montagu, ‘‘is Harry the VIIth’s
Chapel in proprid personi.”

! From the house of Lady Conyers, at Great Stoughton, in
Huntingdonshire. ‘“As I came for ebony, I have been up to my
chin in ebony: there is literally nothing but ebony in the house;
all the other goods, if there were any, and I trust my Lady
Conyers did not sleep upon ebony mattresses, are taken away.
There are two tables and eighteen chairs all made by the Hallet of
two hundred years ago. [%[‘he Hallet of Walpole's day was a
cabinet-maker, who bought the remains of Cannons, ¢ Timon’s
Villa.”] These I intend to have; for mind, the auction does not
begin till Thursday. There are more plebeian chairs of the same
materials, but I have left commission for only the true black
brood.” (Walpole to G. Montagu, May 30, '63.) There were eight
of these chairs at Strawberry Hill.

2 Is Carlyle wrong in supposing that Algarotti left Frederick
finally in 1753, or is this an honorary title, conferred for life?

3 Pitt wrote to Mr. Hollis (Mr. Hollis Brand) from Hayes, Dec.
27th, 1762: < With regard to the great honour destined to him from
Pisa, Mr. Pitt blushes while he reads and while he answers ; and
standing as an example of human vanity, accepts with pride what
he too well knows he has not the least title to receive.” In the
same style he acknowledges to Mr. How (July 4, 1764) the news
of Algarotti’s death.—From Mitford.
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from your Brother') of the dispositions he had made.
%hggppose,ythey are as good as you expected, & tho’ the
prospect 18 but small, that you should enjoy the benefit of
them in your own person, yet that is not impossible; &
our Son (I think) stands a very good chance, w™ cannot
chuse but open an agreeable prospect to you, in w® I take
a part, & congratulate you both upon it. I doubt you
have not read Rousseau’s Emile:* everybody that has
children, should read it more than once, for tho’ it
abounds with his usual glorious absurdity, tho’ his general
scheme of education be an impracticable chimera: yet there
are a thousand lights struck out, a thousand important
truths better express’d than ever they were before, that
may be of service to the wisest Man. particularly I think
he has observed children with more attention & knows
their meaning & the working of their little passions better
than any other Writer. As to his religious discussions,
w* have alarmed the world, and engaged their thoughts
more than any other part of his book, I set them all at
nought, & wish they had been omitted. M™ Jonathan®
told me, you begun your evening-prayer as soon as I was
gone, & that it had a great effect upon the congregation: I
hope you have not grown weary of it, nor lay it aside, when
company comes. poor Mrs. Bonfoy* (who taught me to
pray) is dead. She struggled near a week against the Iliac
Passion (I fear) in great torture with all her senses about
her, and with much resolution took leave of her physician
some days before she expired, & would suffer no one to see
her afterwards but common Servants.
You describe Winston® con tanto amore, that I take it
amiss I was not suffer’d to see it, and want to be buried
there too. but enough of death! I have forgot to tell you

. Stonehewer and Jonathan Wharton.

? Published in Paris and in Holland in 1762. See Preface to
vo:}. L, p. xiii, sq.

; Mrs. Jonathan Wharton, sister-in-law of Thomas.

> Vol i, p, 281, n. 3.

A parish in the Co., Pal. of Durham, on an eminence rising from
the northern bank of the Tees. Perhaps it is the picturesque
situation of the church and churchyard that fascinates Gray and

0. A one arch bridge of 111 feet span was built over the

river here, the year after this letter.
III. c
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that Dr. Long has had an audience of the K: & Queen an
hour long at Buckingham House. his errand was to pre-
sent them with a Lyricord (such a one!) of his own making,
& a glass-sphere: 1 he had long been solliciting this honour,
w T¢ Bute at last procured him, & he is very happy. the
K: told him, he bid fair for a century of life at least; ask’d
him, whether he preach’d; why he did not write verses in
the Cambridge collection;® & what not? The Q. spoke
French to him, & ask’d, how he liked Handel?

And I ask you, how you like the present times? whether
you had not rather be a Printer’s Devil, than a Secretary
of State? you are to expect (I hear) a new Ministry,” com-
posed of the Earl of Shelburne, Mr Rigby,* Duke & Dutchess

1 To Wharton, Mar. 9, 1749, Gray calls Dr. Long ¢ Lord of the
Glass Uranium.”

2 Gray probably remembered with amusement that Long had
written in the Cambridge Collection, on the death of the King’s
father, Frederick, P. of Wales (vol. i., p. 123, n. 1).

3 At the date of this letter (Aug. 9) power was ostensibly in the
hands of George Grenville, Lor Egremont, and Lord Halifax.
Bute had resigned, but still advised the King; and it was probably
by his instigation that the King was insisting upon the return to
his service of Lord Hardwicke and of the Duke of Newcastle. It
was perhaps of common knowledge that the ¢ Triumvirate” were
in difficulties with the King, but Gray’s particular forecast was, as
1 guess, derived from Stonehewer. It was not verified, though
the situation was not improved by the sudden death of Lord
Egremont five days later (Aug. 14). On Sept. 1 Walpole writes
to Mann: * The present history is like some former 1 have sent
you,—a revolution that has not taken place, and resembling Lord
Granville’s [in 1746), begun and ended in three days.” He then
tells him of the death of Lord Egremont—and that Lord Shelburne,
¢‘g young aspirer who intends the world shall hear more of him,
et qui postule le ministére, Was in the meantime one of the candi-
dates to succeed him.” Walpole adds that ¢ while this vacancy
was the public’s only object,” the mob and the ministry were alike
startled by seeing Pit? %oing openly in his chair to Buckingham
House. But Pitt demanded conciliation with the great Whig chiefs,
and this the King refused; conse(%;lently this step, instigated by
Bute, proved abortive. Lord Shelburne determined to stand by
Pitt, and resigned his office as President of the Board of Trade.

1 See vol. i., p. 328, 1. 9, and n. According to Walpole it was
Rigby who incited the Duke of Bedford to suggest to the King
the recall of Pitt, and then Bute ¢ hearing this measure had been
prescribed by the Duke, thought it wiser to have the merit of it
himself.” (Memoirs of the reign of George I1I., vol. i., page 227.)



TO WHARTON. 19

ord,! Earl Gower,? &c., which doubtless Will.give
3&?;%21 satisfaction. the great L® Holland,® who is at
Paris, being lately asked by a young Man, who was return-
ing home, whether he had any commands in England,
made no reply but by shrugging up his shoulders, & fetch-

; deep sigh. , | . '
m{i a‘kept gn exact account of Heat and Cold in the Spring

here: the sum & substance of w* is, that (at 9 in the morn-
ing) on the 18" of January, the 'I_‘herm: was at 31, & t.he
small birds were so tame you might take them up with
your hand. this was the greatest cold. on the 15 of Aprilit
was at 58, & the same afternoon at 65, w® was the greatest
heat from Jan: 1 to May 1°,

1 arly included by Gray in this prospective ministry,
becai%?lsheyis supposed yto legd her husband. Her insatiable
ambition and arrogance made her a later counterpart of Sarah,
Duchess of Marlborough.

2 Granville Leveson Gower, Earl Gower, brother of the Duchess
of Bedford, ‘“a converted Jacobite.” He had, at this date, suc-
ceeded the Duke of Devonshire as Lord Chamberlain.

® Henry Fox had been made Baron Holland, of Foxley, in the
County of Wilts, on the 16th of April, ’63. His strange alliance
with the favourite Bute had lost him many friends, and soured his
naturally amiable temper. His overtures to the Duke of Cumber-
land, the Duke of Devonshire, the Duke of N ewcastle, and others
among the great chiefs, had been rejected, in some instances with
scorn.  Shelburne, who had negotiated the alliance, had told Bute
that Fox would quit the Pay-office for a peerage, and Fox, who
had no intention of purchasing a title at that price, had denounced
Shelburne as a perfidious and infamous liar. Ere this he had
shamelessly purchased support, and had dismissed from offices and
emoluments, high and low, all who were even remotely connected
with his political opponents. He was as much hated by the mob
a8 Pitt was belove£ The resignation of Bute took him completely
by surprise, and left him in the lurch. Either this secrecy, or
Shelburne’s misrepresentations Bute excused as a ‘“ pious fraud.”
““I can see the fraud plain enough,” said Fox, “ but where is the
piety?”  Caleraft, a cousin and creature of Fox, deserted him, and
Supported Shelburne’s story. Rigby, ¢ the man he most loved,”
@nd whom he had done his best to promote, said to him, ‘¢ Yoy tel]
your story of Shelburne; 4e has a d—d one to tell of you: I do
N0t trouble myself which is the truth ;° pushed him aside, and
ordered his coachman to drive away.” Hence in Gray’s Impromptu
(XXIX. Pitt Press ed. of Gray’s poems; see notes there):

Ah!” said the sighing peer, ‘‘had Bute been true,
Nor Shelburne’s, Righy’s, Caleraft’s friendship vain,” ete.
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Snowdrops flower’d.

Crocus & Hepatica fl: the snow then lieing, & Therm:
at 45. '

Chaffinch sings. Bees appear.

White butterfly abroad.

Gnats flie, & large flies. Mezereon fi:

Honeysuckle and Gooseberry unfold their leaves.

Violet flowers (in the garden). Rose open its leaf.

ind very high at S:E:, web continued with hard frost.

Frost gone.

Apricot in full bloom.

Almond flowers. Lilae, Barberry, & Gelder-rose in leaf.

Standard-Abricot, & Wall-Pears flower. Quince, Apple,
and Sweet-briar, in leaf. Currant flowers. Dutch-Elm
opens its leaf.

Plumb in leaf.

Crown Imperial fl:

Plumb flowers; Hawthorn, Horse-Chesnut, Mountain-
Ash, in leaf.

Lime-tree in leaf. Jonquil & single Anemone flower.
Lady-birds seen.

Cowslip flowers, & Auricula. Swallow appears. young
Rooks caw in the nest.

Red-Start appears. Cherries in full bloom.

Frontignac Vine in leaf. Double Wall-flower blows.

Nightingale sings. Apple blossoms.

Chaffinch and Red-Start sit on their eggs.

Elm, Willow, and Ash, in flower (with the Black-thorn)
Hawthorn in full leaf.

Sycomore quite green. Oak puts out.

Pray present my respects to M™ & Miss Wharton. I am

Sincerely Yours.

Pembroke, Aug: 5. 1763.

We have nothing but rain & thunder of late.
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CCLIV. To Count Algarotti.!

Cambridge, September 9, 1763.
SIrR—

I received some time since the unexpected honour
of a Letter from you,” and the promise of a pleasure, which,
till of late I had not the opportunity of enjoying. Forgive
me if I make my acknowledgments in my native tongue,
as I see it is perfectly familiar to you, and I (though not
unacquainted with the writings of Italy) should from dis-
use speak its language with an ill grace, and with still
more constraint to one, who possesses it in all its strength
and purity. |

I see with great satisfaction your efforts to reunite the
congenial arts of poetry, music and the dance, which with
the assistance of painting and architecture, regulated by
taste, and supported by magnificence and power, might
form the noblest scene, and bestow the sublimest pleasure,
that the imagination can conceive. But who shall realise
these delightful visions? There is, I own, one Prince? in
Europe, that wants neither the will, the spirit, nor the
ability: but can he call up Milton from his grave, can
he re-animate Marcello,* or bid the Barberina’® or the

! This letter exists in the Additional MSS. of the British
Museum, not in Gray’s handwriting, but apparently copied by a
Frenchman, for all the ‘‘ands ” are written * et.”—Mr. Gosse.

* The same hand has transcribed a letter from Mason to Alga-
rotti; and some extracts from Milton, and Hobbes.—Leviathan,
1651, p. 48 in folio. In folio suggests a foreigner.

% Of course the great Frederick.

* A great musician in his time; was the son of a Venetian
senator—was born 1686, and died in 1739, in a high official position
at Brescia,—in the same year in which Gray arrived in Italy.
Perhaps it was with some reminiscence of this that Gray dubbed

ward Delaval, a man of kindred tastes and social position,
‘“Marcello.” Tt is interesting to note that Marcello’s great work,
‘& paraphrase of the Psalms set to music, was announced to
England and, as some say, in part adapted, by Charles Avison,
the Newcastle organist, whom Browning, in * Parleyings with
cegta.m People,” has rescued from oblivion (seevol.i., p. 236, n. 4).
w he Dancer, whose story we may epitomize from Carlyle and

alpole. She wag popular in Paris, and was on the London Opera,
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Sallé' move again? can he (as much a king as he is)
govern an Italian Virtuosa, destroy her caprice and im-
pertinence, without hurting her talents, or command those
unmeaning graces and tricks of voice to be silent, that
have gained her the adoration of her own country?

One cause, that so long has hindered, and (I fear) will
hinder that happy union, which you propose, seems to be
this: that poetry (which, as you allow, must lead the way,
and direct the operation of the subordinate arts) implies
at least a liberal education, a degree of literature, and
various knowledge, whereas the others (with a few excep-
tions) are in the hands of slaves and mercenaries, I mean,
of people without education, who, though neither destitute
of genius, nor insensible to fame, must yet make gain
their principal end, and subject themselves to the prevail-
ing taste of those, whose fortune only distinguishes them
from the multitude.

stage in 1742; and Walpole tells us how she was, on leaving the
House in December of that year, attacked by four men masked,
‘and rescued by the guard. In 1744 Frederick obtained her from
Venice, with a masterfulness which almost answers Gray’s
question, for the Opera at Berlin. He had engaged her, but, in-
stigated by an admirer, said to be James Mackenzie, a younger
brother of the Earl of Bute, she renounced the engagement.
Frederick waited his time; and when a Venetian Ambassador was
on his way through his capital, detained his luggage, and did
not let him have it again, until he was assured that the Venetian
authorities had packed the lady off to Berlin. Thither Mackenzie
followed her; wanted to marry her; Frederick, however, informed
the young man’s friends of tﬂis, and got him fetched away; for
which reason, it is said, a doubtful authority, Mackenzie cherished
a deadly hate against Frederick, with which he contrived to infuse
his brother Bute; hence peace with France, in 1762, in the hope of
damaging Frederick! She married Cocceji, son of Frederick’s
Chancellor, and when the marriage was declared, gave up ¢ the
Opera and public pirouettes.” But they quarrelled, and were
divorced ; and the Barberina married again—*‘a nobleman of sixteen
quarters this time.” She introduced Collini (from Venice) to
Voltaire (in 1750)—Collini in consequence became Secretary to
that great man, and has given a vivacious account of his rupture
with Frederick.

! The possibility of theatrical dance . . . was illustrated by the
performance of Pygmalion by Mdlle Sallé in London (1732). Enc.

Brit. 9th ed. s.v. Dance. This cannot be Rousseau’s ‘¢ Pygmalion,’”
the date of which is 1775.
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I cannot help telling you, that eight or ten ' years ago, 1
was a witness to the power of your comic music.—There
was a little troop of Buffi, that exhibited a Burletta in
T,ondon, not in the Opera House, where the audience is
chiefly of the better sort, but on one of the common
Theatres full of all kinds of people and (I believe) the
fuller from that natural aversion we bear to foreigners:
their looks and their noise made it evident, they did not
come thither to hear; and on similar occasions I have
known candles lighted, broken bottles, and pen knives
flung on the stage, the benches torn up, the scenes hurried
into the street and set on fire. The curtain drew up, the
music was of Cocchi,” with a few airs of Pergolesi inter-
spersed. The singers were (as usual) deplorable, but there
was one girl (she called herself the Niccolina) * with little
voice and less beauty; but with the utmost justness of ear,
the strongest expression of countenance, the most speaking
eyes, the greatest vivacity and variety of gesture. Her first
appearance instantly fixed their attention; the tumult sunk
at once, or if any murmur rose, it was hushed by a general
cry for silence. Her first air ravished everybody; they for-
got their prejudices, they forgot, that they did not under-
stand a word of the language; they entered into all the
humour of the part, made her repeat all her songs, and
continued their transports, their laughter, and applause to
the end of the piece. Within these three last years the
Paganini* and Amici® have met with almost the same

! It was in fact nearly ten.

2 See vol. ii., p. 71, n. 2; ¢b., p. 82, n. 4.

3 ¢“Music has so much recovered its power of charming, that
there is started up a burletta at Covent Garden, that has half the
vogue of the Beggar's Opera: indeed there is a soubrette, called
the Nieccolina, who, besides being pretty, has more vivacity and
variety of humour than ever existed in any creature.”—Walpole
to Bentley, Dec. 19, 1753. Gray was probably in Jermyn Street
at this date, having come there from Stoke about Nov. 19th. The
Nieccolina, was, it is said, the Signora Spiletta. She perhaps
adopted the stage name from the %icolini familiar to us in the
;)‘Ta.ft;"ler ” and “‘Spectator.” Gray, it will be observed, denies her

eauty.

* Vol. ii., p. 186, n. 2.

> Anna de Amicis (so I find the name given) performed in the
comic operas in London in 1763, and was afterwards selected by
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applause once a week from a politer audience on the Opera
stage. The truth is, the Opera itself, though supported
there at a great expence for so many years, has rather
maintained itself by the admiration bestowed on a few
particular voices, or the borrowed taste of a few men of
condition, that have learned in Italy how to admire, than
by any genuine love we bear to the best Italian music: nor
have we yet got any style of our own, and this I attribute
m great measure to the language, which in spite of its
energy, plenty, and the crowd of excellent writers this
nation has produced, does yet (I am sorry to say it) retain
t00 much of its barbarous original to adapt itself to musical
composition. I by no means wish to have been born any-
thing but an Englishman; yet I should rejoice to exchange
tongues with Italy. 4

Why this nation has made no advances hitherto in
painting and sculpture is hard to say. The fact is undeni-
able, and we have the vanity to apologise for ourselves, as
Virgil did for the Romans, Ezcudent aliv,' ete. It is sure,
that architecture had introduced itself in the reign of the

J. C. Bach to take the principal parts in serious operas. She is
described as a graceful actress with features high-bred and interest-
ing, if not beautiful ; and sweet voice. She subsequently held high
rank among female singers in serious opera in Naples and other
Italian cities. ,

! ¢“ Excudent alii spirantia mollius aera,” ete. (Virg. ¢ &n.,”
vi. 848 sq.

‘“ Let others, if they may, with finer skill

Shape into perfect form the breathing bronze,

Or from the marble call the speaking face,

Or plead at bar with more persuasive art,

Tell star from star, as into view they rise,

And trace with wand the wheeling orb of heaven;

But thou, O Son of Rome, be it thy care

To rule the nations with a sovran sway ;

Let thy arts be, to discipline mankind

Into the ways of peace, with gentle hand

To bear on those thy prowess has subdued,

And with thy legions battle down the proud.”
SIR THEODORE MARTIN.

An apology which many, besides Gray, have transferred from
Rome to Britain.
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unfortunate Charles I. and Inigo Jones' has left us some
few monuments of his skill, that shew him capable of
greater things. Charles had not only alove for the beautiful
arts, but some taste in them. The confusion that soon fol-
lowed, swept away his magnificent collection; the artists
were dispersed, or ruined, and the arts disregarded till very
lately. The young monarch now on the throne is said to
esteem and understand them. I wish he may have the
leisure to cultivate and the skill to encourage them with
due regard to merit, otherwise it is better to neglect them.
You, Sir, have pointed out the true sources, and the best
examples to your countrymen. They have nothing to do,
but to be what they once were; and yet perhaps it is more
difficult to restore good taste to a nation, that has de-
generated, than to introduce it in one, where as yet it has
never flourished. You are generous enough to wish, and
sanguine enough to foresee, that it shall one day flourish
in England. I too must wish, but can hardly extend my
hopes so far. It is well for us that you do not see our
public exhibitions.—But our artists are yet in their infancy,
and therefore I will not absolutely despair.

I owe to Mr. How the honour I have of conversing with
Count Algarotti, and it seems as if I meant to indulge
myself in the opportunity: but I have domne. Sir, T will
only add, that I am proud of your approbation, having no
relish for any other fame than what is conferred by the
few real judges, that are so thinly scattered over the face
of the earth. I am, Sir, with great respect, your most
obliged humble Servant,

T. GrAy.

. A.S8. E. Il Conte Fransisco Algarotti,®
Ciambellan di S. M. il Ré di Prussia, ete. ete.
Italia, Bolognia.

! ¢“The English Palladio” died in poverty in 1651, being heavily
fined as a ‘““malignant.” He was employed by Charles I1V. of Den-
mark, James I. and Charles L ; designed Whitehall; pronounced
Stonehenge tobea Roman (!) ruin; and, as designer of Court Masques,
was at feud with Ben Jonson.

> So Mitford; but this address is not in the transcript in the
British Museum; and is otherwise open to suspicion.
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CCLV. To Willvam Taylor Howe.

Cambridge, September 10, 1763.
SIR—

I ought long since to have made you my acknow-
ledgments for the obliging testimonies of your esteem that
you have conferred upon me; but Count Algarotti’s books’
did not come to my hands till the end of July, and since
that time I have been prevented by illness from doing any
of my duties. I have read them more than once with in-
creasing satisfaction, and should wish mankind had eyes to
descry the genuine sources of their own pleasures, and
judgment to know the extent, that nature has prescribed
~to them: if this were the case, it would be their interest to
appoint Count Algarotti their “ Arbiter Elegantiarum.”
He is highly civil to our nation, but there is one little
point, in which he does not do us justice. I am the more
solicitous about it, because it relates to the only taste we
can call our own, the only proof of our original talent in
matter of pleasure; I mean, our skill in gardening, and
laying out grounds.? That the Chinese have this beautiful
art in high - perfection, seems very probable from the
Jesuits’ Letters,® and more from Chambers’s* little dis-

! Three small treatises on Painting, the Opera, and the French
Academy for Painters in Italy; they have been since collected in
the Leghorn edition of his works.—Mason.

2 After this follow, according to Mason, the words, ‘“and this is
no small honour to us, since neither Italy nor France have ever
had the least notion of it, nor yet do at all comprehend it when
they see it.” These are interpolated from a later letter to How, in
November. .

? Those concerning China will be found in vols. from 16 to 26
of ¢ Lettres Edifiantes et Curieuses écrites des Missions Etrangeres,
nouv. éd. par Querbeuf, 1780-83.” To the Jesuit fathers generally,
e.g. the Pere le Comte, the Chinese artificial imitation of Nature
seemed an evidence of neglect. The imperial gardens of China are
described in one of the Letters dated Pekin, 1742. This was trans-
lated by Spence under the fictitious name of Sir Harry Beaumont.

* The author has since enlarged and published it under the title
of ¢“ A Dissertation on Oriental Gardening ” [1772]; in which he has
put it out of all doubt that the Chinese and English tastes are
totally dissimilar.—Mason. This is the Sir William Chambers to
whom Mason addressed the ¢ Heroic Epistle.” He had resided at
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course published some few years ago, But it is very certain,
we copied nothing from them, nor had anything but nature
gor our model. It is not forty years, since the art was born
among us; and it is sure, that there was nothing in Europe
like it, and as sure, we then had no information on this
head from China at all.!

I shall rejoice to see you in England, and talk over these
and many other matters with you at leisure. Do not despair
of your health, because you have not found all the effects
you had promised yourself from a finer climate. I have
kmown people, who have experienced the same thing, and
yet at their return have lost all their complaints as by

‘miracle.—I am, ST, your obliged humble Servant,
T. GrAY.

P.S.—I have answered C. Algarotti, whose letter I con-
veyed to Mr. Mason, but whether he has received his books,
T have not yet heard. Mr. Brown charges me with his best
compliments.”

Canton. He was an architeet, and built the present Somerset
House. He was also Surveyor-General. What Gray had read or
seen was an appendix to his ‘‘ Designs of Chinese Buildings,” ete.,
1757.

1 Mason thinks that this is saying too much. He believes that
Sir William Temple’s praise of the Chinese as imitators of Nature
may have stimulated English taste in the same direction. Temple
does indeed tell us that ¢ the Chineses,” according to report,
despise symmetry in planting, as a thing within the compass of
““a boy that can tell a hundred;” and when they see an artistic
disorder *“say the Sharawadgs is fine, or is admirable, or any such
expression of esteem.” But he dissuades us from such attempts;
it 1s ““ twenty to one that they will fail; whereas in regular figures
it is hard to make any great and remarkable faults.” (*‘Of Garden-
ing in the year 1685.”)

* To this letter How replied from Brussels, Nov. 8, 1763. He
has communicated Gray’s criticism to the Count, who has, in con-
sequence, altered the passage in question, so as to attribute to the

taste of Kent and Chambers only an independent resemblance to:
that of China. '
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CCLVI. To the Rev. William Robinson.l

Pembroke Hall, October 10, 1763.

DEAR (REVEREND) BirLLy—

Having been upon the ramble, I have neglected
all my duties, in hopes of finding pleasures in their room;
which, after all (as you know well), one never finds. My
conscience reproachesme with your obliging letter,and would
(Ireally think) carry me into Somersetshire, did not poverty
and winter stare me in the face, and bid me sit still. I well
remember Dr. Ross’s* kind invitation, and in better days
still hope to accept it. Doubt not but my inclinations will
be quickened by the hopes I entertain of seeing you in so
many new lights; the travelled Mr. Robinson, with a
thousand important airs and graces, so much wvirti, so much
s¢avoir-vivre! the husband, the father, the rich clergyman,
warm, snug, and contented as a bishop. My mouth waters;
but sure—the family will be in town this winter, and I
shall see you there in November. Is this the fine autumn
you promised me? Oh! I hear you (not curse, you must
not, but) . . . this untoward climate. I doubt not but you
write to Mason, though he does not tell me so. There is
he, repining at his four-and-twenty weeks residence at
York, unable to visit his bowers, the work of his own
hands, at Aston, except in the depth of winter; and long-
ing for the flesh-pots and coffee-houses of Cambridge.
There is nobody contented but you and I—oh yes, and
Dr. Ross, who (I shrewdly suspect) is the happiest of the
three. Adieu, dear Sir, and believe me sincerely your friend
and humble servant,

T. GrAY.

Present my compliments to Mrs. Robinson.> Some time
or other I hope to have the honour of being better known
to her. Mr. Brown is well, and much obliged to you for
your kind remembrance of him.

! See vol. ii., p. 108, n. 4; 4b., p. 156 and n. 2.

* See vol. i., p. 197, n. 3; ¢b., p. 226. I conjecture that Ross at
this date had a living in Somersetshire.

? See vol. ii., p. 161.
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COLVIL To William Taylor Howe.

London, November 1763.
S* '
I am ashamed of my own indolence in not an-
swering your former letter: a second, which I have since
received, adds to my shame, and quickens my motions. I
can see no manner of objection to your design of publish-
ing C. A.’s” works complete in your own country. It will
be an evidence of your regard for him, that cannot but be
very acceptable to him. The Glasgow-press,” or that of
Baskerville, have given specimens of their art, equal (at
least in beauty to anything that Europe can produce.
The expence you will not much regard on such an occasion,
and (if you suffer them to be sold) that would be greatly
diminished, and most probably reimbursed. As to notes
(and I think some will be necessary) I easily believe you
will not overload the text with them, and besides every-
thing of that kind will be concerted between you. If you
propose any vignettes or other matters of ornament, it
would be well they were designed in Italy, and the
gravings executed either there, or in France, for in this
country they are woeful and beyond measure dear. The
revising of the press must be your own labour, as tedious
as it is inglorious; but to this you must submit. As we
improve in our types, etc., we grow daily more negligent
in point of correctness, and this even in our own tongue.
What will it be in the Italian?

! Count Algarotiti.

2 The brothers Foulis, Robert (b. 1707), and Andrew (b. 1712),
were from 1743 printers to the University of Glasgow. Their
editions of the classics were very famous, some of them remarkable
for their extremely minute size, but all exquisitely printed. We
shall hear of them again as the printers of Gray’s Poems. They
spent their money too lavishly in the encouragement of the fine
asp%, and died encumbered with debt, Andrew in 1775, Robert in

4490,

John Baskerville, originally a writing-master at Birmingham,
made a fortune as a japanner, and about 1750 began to found
types of an exceptiona{ly beautiful kind. His splendid quartos of

irgil, Horace, Terence, Catullus, etc., were much prize&, and are
now extremely rare.
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I did not mean you should have told C. A.' my ob-
jection, at least not as from me, who have no pretence to
take such a liberty with him: but I am glad, he has
altered the passage. He cannot wonder, if I wish to save
to our nation the only honour it has in matters of taste,
and no small one, since neither Italy nor France have ever
had the least notion of it, nor yet do at all comprehend it,
when they see it. Mr. Mason has received the books in
question from an unknown hand, which T take to be Mr.
Hollis, from whom I too have received a beautiful set of
Engravings, as a present; I know not why, unless as a
friend of yours. I saw and read the beginning of this year,
the Congresso di Citéra, and was excessively pleased in
spite of prejudice, for I am naturally no friend to allegory,
nor to poetical prose. Entre nous, what gives me the least
pleasure of any of his writings, that I have seen, is the
Newtonianism.> It is so direct an imitation of Fontenelle, a
writer not easy to imitate, and least of all in the Italian
tongue, whose character and graces are of a higher style,
and never adapt themselves easily to the elegant badinage
and légéreté of conversation, that sets so well on the French.
But this is a secret between us.

I am glad to hear, he thinks of revisiting England:
though I am a little ashamed of my country at this present.
Our late acquired glory does not set becomingly upon us;
and even the Author?® of it, that Restitutor d’Inghilterra, is
doing God knows what! If he should deign to follow the
track of vulgar Ministers, and regain his power by ways
injurious to his fame, whom can we trust hereafter? M.
de Nivernois* on his return to France says (I hear) of

! Algarotti had gently complained to Howe that Gray had not
made his criticism directly to himself; it seemed to imply that the
Count was more attached to his own opinion than to the truth.

* Walpole in a letter to Mason, after jocularly suggesting
Saturn as a subject for verse, says: ¢ Fontenelle would have
made something of the idea, even in prose, but Algarotti would
dishearten any body from attempting to meddle with the system of
th? gniverse a second time in a genteel dialogue.”

itt.

* The duc de Nivernois had come to England in Sept. 1762 as
Ambassador Extraordinary on the matter of the peace. Walpole
describes him as very plain and little, but with the air of a gentle-
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England, Quel Roy, quel Peuple, quelle Société!” And
so say I. Adieu, Sir, T am your most humble serva.'l‘latér

Addressed :
A Monsr
Monsieur Taylor-How
Gentilhomme Anglois a
Bruxelles.

CCLVIIL. To Wharton.

Feb: 21. 1764.

Dear DocTor

If the ill-news be true, w your last letter to
M* Brown makes very probable, I am heartily sorry for
the loss you have had of poor M* R: Wharton,' as I am sure
you cannot but feel it very sensibly in many respects.

T have indeed been very remiss in writing to you, nor
can alledge any other excuse for it but the lowness of
spirits, which takes from me the power of doing everything
I ought: this is not altogether without cause, for ever
since I went last to Town, in the beginning of November I

man. He was a man of letters, wrote much, criticized much, imi-
tated much, and translated much; among other things Lyttelton’s
“ Dialogues of the Dead,” and, late in life, Walpole’s ¢‘ Essay on
Modern Gardening.” At Esher, in May of 1763, he had certainly
enjoyed English society, played the violin there, accompanied by
Lord Pembroke on the bass-viol, and danced a minuet, though, says
Walpole, who danced also, ‘“he has one more wrinkle than I
have” (Nivernois was forty-six, Walpole forty-five); it was un-
kindly said of him that he was guerrier manqué, ambassadeur
manqué, homme d'affaires manqué, auteur manqué. He was very
kind to Walpole in Paris at a later date than this; and still later
Walpole somewhat ungratefully calls him a namby-pamby kind of
pedant, with a peevish petite santé, and much more fit to preside
over a foolish Italian Academy than to manage the affairs of a
great kingdom. He lived in great retirement at last, yet he nar-
rowly escaped the guillotine, being one of the prisoners who were
mercifully delivered on the death of Robespierre, the famous 9th
of Thermidor, 1794. He died in 1798 in his eighty-second year.

! Brother of Gray’s correspondent, and father of the boy in whose
admission to Eton Gray interested himself in June and July, 1761.
(See letters of that date in vol. ii.)
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have suffer’'d a good deal from a complaint, w" I have
often mention’d to you, and which is now grown almost
constant. I have left off wine, eat less than common, have
made use of the common applications in such cases, & am
now taking soap: yet find no essential amendment in
myself, so that I have but an uncomfortable prospect
before me, even if things remain as they are: but (I own)
what I apprehend, is still worse.

Mason has pass’d three weeks here with me in his way
to Town. the general report was, that he was going to be
married out of hand: but I find it was only a faint sort of
tendency that way, that may or may not come to some-
thing of maturity just as the season of the year shall incline
him. the best I can tell you of her is, that she 1s no fine
lady, and the worst, that her fortune is not large. now you
know it might have been a fine lady with no money at all.
He still talks of visiting Old-Park before he is tied down
to his Summer-Residence.

This silly dirty Place has had all its thoughts taken up
with chusing a new High-Steward, and had not L Hard-
wick ! surprisingly & to the shame of the faculty recover’d
by a Quack-medicine, I believe in my conscience the noble
Earl of Sandwich ? had been chosen, tho’ (let me do them

1 The quack medicine was not very effective; Hardwick died on
the 6th of March. It is clear that the excitement at this date is
in anticipation of his death; and the Cambridge dons are with in-
decent haste concerning themselves as to his successor in the
High Stewardship. It was his son, at thss time Lord Royston,
who was the actual competitor with Sandwich. Sandwich was in
the Tory administration and the Court interest, and the Cambridge
aspirants for preferment therefore promoted his canvass.

2 GGray probably speaks of Sandwich (and Halifax) in a letter
to West, the last of Gray’s that he ever saw: ‘“'They are now
statesmen; Do you not remember them dirty boys playing at
cricket ”? (May 27, 1742.) Upon this contest for the High-Steward-
ship Gray wrote ‘‘The Candidate, or the Cambridge Courtship”
(‘“ When sly Jemmy Twitcher,” ete., XXVI. in Aldine edition
with Bradshaw’s notes). The nickname, ¢ Jemmy Twitcher,” from
the ¢ Beggar’s Opera,” was originally given to Calcraft by Wilkes
(Walpole to Conway, May 1, ’63), in an unpublished ¢ North
Briton ” found among his papers after his arrest. But Sandwich
had denounced Wilkes in the Lords for the ¢ Essay on Woman ”;
a few days afterwards ‘The Beggar’s Opera” was performed at
Covent Garden, and when Macheath came to the words, ¢‘ That
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iustice to say) not without a considerable opposition.
11;1111(—;;]principaml Ag'ents are D" Brook' of St. John’s, M~
Brocket,”& DT Long, whose old Tory notions, that had.long
lain by neglected & forgotten, are brought out again &
furbish’d for present use, tho’ rusty & out of joint, like his
own Spheres and Orreries. their crests are much fallen, &
countenances lengthen’d by the transactions of last week,
for the Ministry on Tuesday last® (after sitting till near
eight in the morning) carried a small point by a majority
of only 40, & on another previous division by one of 10
only;* and on Friday last® (at five in the morning) there
were 220 to 234, & by this the court only obtained to
adjourn the debate for four months, & not to get any
declaration in favour of their measures. if they hold their
ground many weeks after this, I shall wonder: but the new
reign has already produced many wonders. the other
House I hear, will soon take in hand a book ° lately pub-

Jemmy Twitcher should peach I own surprises me,” the audience
promptly applied them to Sandwich, and to him the name stuck.
Walpole oddly commends the conduct of Sandwich as a master-
stroke of policy at this crisis, but geople in general, who knew
him as a rake, were disgusted to find him a hypocrite also.

! Zachary Brooke, the successful candidate for the Margaret
Professorship, the contest for which Gray describes to Mason, in
January, 1765. The ‘¢ Cambridge Courtship ” will explain to us why
Gray there facetiously makes Lord Sandwich also a competitor.
It was ¢ Divinity ” who consented to be ¢ Mrs. Twitcher.”

2 See vol. ii., p. 1.

° Feb. 14. The majority, according to Walpole, was twenty-four
not forty. The Government thus succeeded in dismissing the com-
plaint of Wilkes for illegal arrest. (Gray is scarcely justified in
calling this a small point.) This was, at that date, the longest
sitting on record. Walpole writes to the Earl of Hertford (Feby
19°64): <“ A company of colliers emerging from damp & darkness
could not have appeared more ghastly and dirty than we did on
Wednesday morning.”

* They carried the acquittal of Robert (Palmyra) Wood for his
part in the arrest of Wilkes. See vol. i., p. 349, n. 4.

° This was the debate on the legality of general warrants.
Walpole gives the figures as 218 and 232.

° ““On the very day of the last great debate in the House of
Commons, Lord Lyttelton, seconded by the Duke of Grafton,
acquainted the Lords that on the following Tuesday he should lay
a comlplalnt before them against a new book called ¢ Droit le Roi.’
+ « . The author was one Brecknock, a retainer of the law, and a
IIX

. D
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lish’d by some scoundrel Lawyer on the Prerogative, in
which is scraped together all the flattery & blasphemy of
our old Law-books in honour of Kings. I presume, it is
understood, that the court will support the cause of this
impudent Scribbler. there is another impudent Fellow * of
the same profession, but somewhat more conspicuous by
his place (a Friend of yours, with whom I sup’d at your
house ten or eleven years ago) that has gain’d to himself
the most general & universal detestation of any Man per-
haps in this age. I congratulate you on your acquaintance
with him.

M* Brown is preparing your grafts, w™ are to be sent
about a week hence, for that is the proper time: but as
your parcels used to be carried to your Brother’s, we are
afraid they may be neglected there in the present con-
fusion. if you think so, you will direct him forthwith to
whom he may address them.

Pray tell me (when you are at leisure) all the trans-
actions & improvements of Old-Park, that I may rectify
and model my Ideas accordingly. what has become of you
in these inundations, that have drowned us all, & in this
hot and unseasonable winter? Present my respects to
M™ Wharton, and my compliments to Miss. how do the
little family do? I am ever sincerely yours.

hackney writer.” On the 21st, the date of Gray’s writing, Lord
Lyttelton made his complaint. ‘The book was sentenced to be
burnt, and the author ordered to be taken into custody. The latter
part of the sentence nobody took any pains to execute.” (Walpole,
Memoirs of George IIL., vol. i., ch. xxvi.) Timothy Brecknock was
afterwards hanged in Ireland as an accomplice of George Robert
Fitzgerald. (Croker.)

' Quaere? Philip Carteret Webbe, Solicitor to the Treasury,
extremely unpopular for the part he took against Wilkes—or
Samuel Martin, who had recently fought a duel with Wilkes and
wounded him dangerously. (See for these things Walpole’s Letters
and Memoirs of George III.)
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CCLIX. To Wharton.

Cambr: July 10, 1764.

My DEAR Doctor

I do remember and shall ever remember, as I
ought, your extreme kindness in offering to be present, &
to assist me in the perilous howr. when I received your
letter, I was pleased to find, I had done everything almost,
that you advised. The fault lay in deferring matters too
long. upon inspection they found no reason to apprehend
a Fistula, but the piles only in an extreme degree, that
threaten’d mortification. 9 or 10 strokes of the lancet, and
the application of a caustic, with fomentations innumer-
able I suffered manfully: indeed the pain in idea is much
greater than in reality, & now I am glad, I know it. it is
certain, I am better at present, than I had been in at
least a year before the operation. I should tell you, that
for some days before I submitted to it, I had taken soap
in large quantities, & for aught I know the inflammation
might be rather increased by it. Dr. Whytt (I remember)
speaking of the use of Lime-water and Soap, says, that if
the Patient be subject to the piles, he must omitt the
latter. towards the end of my confinement, during we
{you may believe) I lived on nothing, came the Gout in one
foot, but so tame you might have stroked it;' such a
Minikin,” you might have play’d with it. in 3 or 4 days it
disappear’d.

It was true, as Stonhewer told you, that I had a great
tendency towards Old-Park & Hart-le-pool: but on prudent
consideration I find, I cannot well afford it, & must defer
that pleasure to another summer.” The Minikin and I act

' “I, who was born in an age of mobs, never saw any like those
of this week; they were, as George Montagu said of our earth-
quakes, so tame you might have stroked them.” Walpole to the
‘Countess of Ossory, Feby 17, 1779. The year to which Montagu’s
mot belongs is 1750, and Gray probably heard it from Walpole.

. “ With an allusion to the rivulet to which Gray gives this name,
n, or near Old Park.

It appears nevertheless that Gray did make an excursion to the
North in August of this year. In ‘“Grayand His Friends,” p. 260,
are printed for the first time notes by him of a ‘“ Journey into Scot-
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upon the same principles: she cannot be a river, nor I a
traveller, without money. If we had but a kead, we should
both of us make a figure in the world.

Mason does not seem very impatient, for he writes word,
that he is busy in modelling antique vases in clay, & in
reading a course of ecclesiastical History, when I expected
consummation, & was praying heaven to give him a good
and gentle Gouverness: no Man wants such a thing more
in all senses; but his greatest wants do not make him
move a foot the faster, nor has he properly speaking
anything one can call a passion about him, except a little
malice and revenge.

Our election here is in Westminster-Hall: but it is not
likely that any great matter can be done in it till Michael-
mas-Term next. in the meantime L! Sandwich & his
friends do what they can to keep up an interest & a bustle.
here is a poor Scriblet, that he hires to write a weekly
paper called the Scrutator, who by abuse of characters does
all in his power to provoke people: but can not so much as
get himself answer'd. 1 could not find any one in Town,
that ever heard of it (tho’ the subject is well known there),

land, from Rose-Castle in Cumberland Aug: 1764.” He mentions
the Bishop of Carlisle, at that time Dr. Charles Lyttelton. Rose-
Castle is the episcopal palace. Thence he proceeded to Netherby ;
which he identifies with the Asica of the Itinerary of Antoninus.
(Romanantiquities havebeendiscovered near Netherby Hall.) Here
he admired the hot-houses, kitchen-garden and great plantations of
the Rev. Mr. Graham. In Annandale he noted the wretched appear-
ance and dwellings of the common people; he found Dumiries a
large and handsome town; went to Drumlanrig, theseat of the Duke
of Queensberry, went along the Clyde, and admired the falls, and
found a landscape of woods and rocks worthy of Poussin; at Glasgow
< an elegant city,” saw the Roman inscriptions at the College, and
the picture-gallery collected by Foulis (see on letter to Howe, Nov.,
1768); found ¢ the Kirk (the ancient Cathedral) a noble Gothick
Building, miserably spoil’d with Galleries & out of repair ?s saw
Ben-Lomond from ¢ the exquisite Landscape round the Lake”;
thence by Dumbarton, Stirling, ete., to Edinburgh, where he found
the inns miserable; and visited ‘¢ Holy-rood House.” At Melrose
he admired the Abbey, and notes that there is a Colony of Masons
still dwelling there; on the southward journey he saw Norham
Castle, Holy Island and Bamborough. Itis possible that Wharton
was his companion on this journey, as we shall see later on. (See
vol. ii., p. 51, n. 3.)
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& if anybody saw its name in the advertisements, 1 be.lievg,
they only took it for a Scrutore'to be sold. the Nation is
in the same hands as the University, & really does not
make so manful a resistance. grumble indeed every one
does, but since Wilkes’s affair they fall off their metal,” &
scem to shrink under the brazen hand of Norton® & his
colleagues. I hear there will be no parliament till after
Christmas. 1if the French should be so unwise as to suffer
the Spanish Court to go on in their present measures
(for they refuse to pay the ransom of Manilla,* & have
driven away our Logwood-cutters® already) down go their
friends the Ministry, & all the schemes of Right Divine &
Prerogative; and this is perhaps the best chance we have.
are you not struck with the great similarity there is be-
tween the first years of Charles the first, and the present
times? who would have thought it possible five years ago?

That old rogue L* Bath ¢ is dead at last. I understood

i 8o Gray writes, though Mitford (and Mr. Gosse) print scrutoire.
But the word is purposely misspelt.

¢ Note the spelling here; the distinctive mettle for the derived
sense of the word is not yet carefully observed.

3 Sir Fletcher Norton, Attorney-General at this date. ‘“ An
excellent bull-dog,” ““impudently profligate,” a ‘‘hero of brass,”
are the epithets with which Walpole honours him. (See to Brown,
Oct. 13, 64.)

* We took Manilla with the rest of the Philippines between
Sept. 23 and Oct. 6, 1762. It was Brigadier-General Draper (the
Sir William Draper of Junius’ Letters) who suggested and carried
out the expedition, of which he published an account in 1763. The
ransom was a million sterling, half of it in bills; at the close of
1764, or beginning of 1765, Draper wrote ‘“ An answer to the
Spanish arguments for refusing payment of the Ransom bills.”
He was most unjustly accused by Junius of abandoning the cause
of his men, who it seems would have had a large share of this ran-
som. He says (Feb. 17, 1769), that he had urged their claims in
vain on successive ministers, and that he himself probably lost
£25,000 by the Spanish breach of faith. See ‘¢ Letters of Junius,”
IT. to VII. J

° In the Bay of Honduras. See vol ii., p. 236, n. 4.

_° The famous William Pulteney; at first the ally and then the
bitter antagonist of Walpole, whom he attacked in Parliament-and
I “The Craftsman.” Hence Horace Walpole’s hatred of him,
which Gray shared, as he shared all Horace’s political antipathies.

ulteney was enormously rich, and in small matters extremely
Penurious,.
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the contest for his spoils lay between your noble Friend at
Raby' and M* Coleman,” the Comick Poet, but whether
they are fallen to either of them I have not heard as yet.
pray what is the policy of that castle? the elder Brother®
lives more than usual in the country, as if he were not in
the best humour with his Friends at Court, and the
younger has been at times an Orator in the opposition?
have they been disobliged, or do they fear to disoblige
their former friends, who may come into play again?

Two more volumes of Buffon * are come over: I mention
them in case you chuse to have them. Iknow of nothing
else, except half a dozen new works of that inexhaustible,
eternal, entertaining Scribler Voltaire, who at last (I fear)

! The mother of Viscount Barnard, Earl of Darlington of this
date, was the daughter of the first Duke of Cleveland (illegitimate
son of Charles II.), who had married a Pulteney, aunt of Lord Bath.
The late Lord, who had died in 1758, was the Harry Vane who was
‘¢ Pulteney’s toad-eater.” (Vol. i., p. 170, n. 3.)

2 George Colman the elder, Lady Bath’s nephew; see vol. ii.,
p- 141, n. 2. “

““Lord Bath had not accumulated without an object; all his
thoughts and hopes were concentrated on his only child, Viscount
Pulteney, a young man of moderate abilities. His son died abroad.
The intelligence had reached the guests at his table before himself.
He learnt it from their faces while he was drinking the dead man’s
health and happy return, as may be read in a pathetic narrative
b{ Newton. Thenceforward he became indolent and indifferent
about the disposal of his riches. From want of interest, not, as
his enemies insinuated, from reluctance to repeat those self-denying
words, ‘I give and bequeath,’ he left the whole to the amount of
£1,200,000 in a few words to a cousin.” (Stebbing, ‘¢ Verdicts of
History Reviewed.”)

® The elder brother is, I suppose, the successor to ‘“ Pulteney’s
toad-eater,” and the younger perhaps is Frederick Vane, for whom
Wharton voted in 1761. (See vol. ii., p. 205, and n. 2.) He had
married a sister of Sir William Meredith, conspicuous at this time
by his action against the Government, especially in the matter of
Wilkes. Horace Walpole tells us that o/d Darlington’s brother,
‘‘a convert to us,” seconded Meredith’s resolution of the illegality
of the Warrant. This was Gilbert Vane, Frederick’s uncle; and
Frederick may have followed suit. (To Earl of Hertford, Feby. 15,
'64.) There are other possible explanations of Gray’s reference; I
only offer this as the most likely.

* The first fifteen volumes of Buffon’s great work were published
between 1749 and 1767 in quarto. See vol. i., p. 260 and n. 4 (with
erratum); p. 207 and n. 1.
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will go to heaven, for to him entirely it is owing, that the
king of France & his council have review'd & set aside
the decision of the parliament of Thoulouse in the affair
of Calas.! the poor man, ’tis true, has been broke on the
wheel long ago: but his Widow and wretched family may
have some reparation & his Murtherers may smart a little
for it. You see a Scribler may be of some use in the world!

If you see Stonhewer at his return from Buxton, be
so good to tell him, that there will be only 200 copies
of L® Herbert’s Life ®> printed, half of which are for L¢

1 Madame Suard asked Voltaire why he kept the melancholy
picture of the Calas family, which hung at the foot of his bed,
always before his eyes. He replied, that he had become identified
with them and their misfortunes, and that till he had redeemed all
that was redeemable then of their wrongs, he should never laugh
without feeling seH-reproach.—Mitford.

Jean Calas was a Protestant merchant of Toulouse, where he
had resided for forty years. His son Louis had become a Roman
Catholic—he was of a melancholy turn, and predisposed to suicide.
He hanged himself in his father’s warehouse. The fanatical frater-
nities of the place denounced the family as his murderers; the
parliament of Toulouse condemned the father to be broken alive
upon the wheel, and then to be burnt to ashes; this sentence was
executed Mar. 9, 1762. His son Pierre was banished for life. The
cause of the widow was taken up by Voltaire, with what success
Gray tells us. Add that the chief magistrate of Toulouse was de-
graded and fined. See vol. i., pp. xv-xvi,

2 The ¢ Life of Lord Herbert of Cherbury,” for the first time
printed at the Strawberry Hill Press, in small 4to, in 1764. 200
copies.—Mitford. Itis an autobiography. He had been a soldier;
ambassador to France from 1618 to 1625; was made an English
peer in 1631; espoused the cause first of the Court, then of the
Parliament in the Civil War; in the course of which his castle was
destroyed by the Royalists. He was a philosopher, and by some
has been called the father of English Deism. Inhis Xrincipa,l work
in this department, ‘“ De Veritate,” etc., he combined a new system
of philosophy with a very elementary rule of faith. He anticipated
Kant in affirming a certain furniture of the mind, antecedent to
and necessary for experience. He wrote in English ¢ The Life &
Raigne of Henry VIIL.”” His own reminiscences are chiefly of his
earlier career down to the time of his return from his embassy. He
died in 1648 at the age of sixty-six. Walpole, while he printed the
‘“Life,” laughed at its extravagance, and the folly of those who
were ““mad after it.” (To Montagu, Dec. 16, ’64.) He tells the
same correspondent (July 16), that he and Gray read it at Straw-

eIry to amuse Lady Waldegrave “in her grief,”—and ‘¢ could
not get on for laughing and sereaming.”
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Powis,' & the rest will be given away only. if I happen
to have two (w™ I do not expect) he shall have one of
them.

Ah! poor James Lyon!*—how do the—Family bear it ?
my best respects to the Lady of Old-Park (the Dutchess
I should say) & Lady Mary, &c. I hope they are all well.
are M and M™ Jonathan with you? do you say your
prayers o’ nights? Adieu, I am ever

Yours

T.G.

Mr. Brown, who is quite well, presents his humble
Service. he would wish to come to-morrow, only he thinks
1t 1mpossible; and does not believe any body did ever
really go so far.

To
Dr Thomas Wharton
Old-Park near .
Durham.

CCLX. To the Rev. James Brown.

Southampton, at Mr. Vining’s
Plumber, in High Street. . . . .
Monday.
DEAR S1r—

I received your letter before I left London, and
sit down to write to you, after the finest walk in the finest
day that ever shone to Netley Abbey—my old friend,’ with
whom I longed to renew my acquaintance. My ferryman
(for one passes over a little arm of the sea about half a
mile) assured me he would not go nearit in the night-time
for all the world, tho’ he knew much money had been found

! This was Henry Arthur, Lord Herbert of Cherbury and Earl
Powis, who had therefore a family interest in the work.

2 See vol. i., p. 327, n. 3; vol. ii., p. X, and nn.

* He had visited it in the latter half of July, 1755. See letter to
Wharton of the following Aug. 6, vol. i, pp. 267, 268. Netley
Abbey was a Cistercian monastery founded in the reign of
Henry III. Mitford refers us to Gilpin’s description of it in his
¢ Tour in the Western Parts of England,” p. 347.
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there. The sun was * all too glaring and too full of gauds ™ *
gor such a scene, wh® ought to be visited only in the dusk.
of the evening. It stands in a little quiet valley, wh.
radually rises behind the ruins into a half-circle crowned
with thick wood. Before it, on a descent, is a thicket of
oaks, that serves to veil it from the broad day and from
profane eyes, only leaving a peep on both sides, where the
sea appears glittering thro’ the shade, and vessels, with
their white-sails, that glide across and are lost again. Con-
cealed behind the thicket stands a little Castle (also in
ruins), immediately on the shore, that commands a view
over an expanse of sea clear and smooth as glass (when I
saw it), with Southampton and several villages three miles
off to the right, Calshot Castle at seven miles’ distance,
and the high lands of the Isle of Wight to the left, and in
front the deep shades of the New Forest distinctly seen,
because the water is no more than three miles over. The
abbey was never very large. The shell of its church is
almost entire, but the pillars of the aisles are gone, and the
roof has tumbled in; yet some little of it is left in the
transept, where the ivy has forced its way thro’, and hangs
flaunting down among the fretted ornament and escut-
cheons of the Benefactors. Much of the lodgings and
offices are also standing, but all is overgrown with trees
and bushes, and mantled here and there with ivy, that
mounts over the battlements. .
In my way I saw Winchester Cathedral again with

1 “ The sun is in the heaven, and the proud day,

Attended with the pleasures of the world
Is all too wanton and too full of gawds ,
To give me audience: if the midnight bell,” ete.
King John, iii. 3, 36.

Gray’s notes here are characteristic of the author of the Elegy,—
we may add also of the Wartons,—but the details here especially
recall Collins—who writes in the first edition of his ¢ Evening ”:

¢ Then let me rove some wild and heathy scene
Or find some ruin ’midst its dreary dales.”

And in the later form of the same poem adds, ¢ the sheety lake ”
Whose “last cold gleam ” is reflected by the ¢ time-hallowed pile.”
One can well believe that he had in mind the scene, of course very
familiar to him, which Gray here describes.



42 GRAY’S LETTERS.

pleasure, and supped with Dr. Balguy,' who, I perceive,
means to govern the Chapter. They give £200 a year to
the Poor of the City: his present scheme is to take away
this, for it is only an encouragement to laziness. But what
do they mean to do with it? That indeed, I omitted to en-
quire, because I thought I knew. I saw St. Cross,? too,
the almshouse of Noble Poverty (so it was called), founded
by Henry de Blois and Cardinal Beaufort. It maintains
nine decayed footmen, and a master (Chancellor Hoadly),
who has £800 a-year out of it.

This place is still full of Bathers. I know not a soul,
nor have once been at the rooms. The walks all round it
are delicious, and so is the weather. Lodgings very dear,
and fish very cheap. Here is no coffee-house, no book-
seller, no pastrycook; but here is the Duke of Chandos.®
I defer my politics. My service to Mr. Talbot,* Gould,’ etc.,
and to Mr. Howe,’ if with you—Adieu.’

1 See vol. i., p. 309, n.

? About a mile distant from Winchester. Henry de Blois, Bp.
gf V\ﬁinchester, the first founder (1136), was the brother of K.

tephen.

he famous Cardinal Beaufort, Bp. of Winchester the great-
uncle of Henry V1., enlarged and rebuilt St. Cross (1405-1447). The
hospital was designed to provide board and lodging for thirteen
poor men, and a daily dinner for a hundred others. Of the last
bounty,nothing remains but the ‘“dole ” of a little bread and beer
gor wayfarers, which the curious visitor may obtain if he asks
or it.

® This was Henry, the second Duke of Chandos, who died in
1771. His son and successor died in 1790. The family name was
Brydges ; and the eccentric Sir S. Egerton Brydges persuaded him-
self that he was descended from a younger branch of the same
family, laid unsuccessfully a claim to the li)a,rony of Chandos, and
gsc(aid lto sign himself per legem terrae B. C. of S. (Baron Chandos of

udeley).

4 Tthe seem to have been two Talbots among Gray’s friends
according to Mitford. The person mentioned here is, he says,
Thomas Talbot of Queen’s, A.M. 1764 ; therefore much Gray’s
junior. The Mr. T. of the letter to Brown, which follows, he
exg)la,ins to be Fellow of Pembroke.

Fellow of New Hall, A.M. 1760, says Mitford. But this is
obviously a misprint. ? Emmanuel.
% A.B. 1760.—Mitford. 1 suppose the Howe of the Algarotti
correspondence. He was at Brussels in Nov. of the preceding year.
See address of letter to him of that date.
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CCLXI. To the Rev. James Brown.

Southampton, October 13, 1764.
DEAR SIR—

Since I have been here, I have receiyed from you,
and by your means, five letters. That from Pa.! T could
wish you had opened, as I know you, by your good will,
would have done. The sum of it is, that he is at Geneva,
with the Rhone tumbling its blue and green tide directly
under his window. That he has passed a fortnight in the
Pays de Vaud, and the Cantons of Berne, Fribourg, and
Soleure, and returned by the lake of Neufchatel. That the-
whole country, and particularly the last-named, appeared
to him astonishingly beautiful. He inquired much after
Rousseau,” but did not meet with him; his residence is at
Moitier au Travers, about four leagues from Neufchitel,
where he lives in great plenty, the booksellers at the Hague
being his bank, and ready to answer any sum he draws for.
Tt is amazing what he got by his last two books.”? He is
often flying about from village to village; generally wears
a sort of Armenian dress,* and passed for a kind of misan-
thrope, but is held in great veneration by the people.

! Palgrave, vol. ii., p. 49, n. 1.

2 «“Emile” had been condemned by the parlement of Paris,
June 11, 1762, and Rousseau had fled France, from fear of arrest.
Motiers (so is it spelt, and so Gray probably wrote) at this time
belonged to Prussia and Frederick; and Keith (Lord Marischal),
governor of Neufchatel, protected him.

3 The ‘“Contrat Social” and ¢ Emile”; the first published at
Amsterdam, the second both in the Low Countries and at Paris,
in 1762; both were condemned to be burnt at Geneva, and the
author to be arrested if he came there; hence his refuge at Neuf-
chatel. He is said to have received 6,000 livres for ¢ Emile,” 1,000
for the ¢ Contrat Social.” It is difficult to reconcile statements
of fact about Rousseau, at this, or any other time. ‘‘He was a.
pdor man,” says Mr. Morley. ¢ His annual outlay at this time was
covered by the modest sum of sixty louis " (‘‘ Confessions,” xii. 237).
When Malesherbes asks him to collect plants for him, he replies
that he cannot subsist without the aid of his own labour, or offer
the use of his time for nothing. (Morley’s ‘¢ Rousseau,” vol. ii.,
ch. ii., p. 76.) He accepted 300 louis from Lord Marischal for
Théreése le Vasseur. (Id. ib., p. 80 n.)

% “ A society, clothed in breeches, was incensed about the same-
time by Rousseau’s adoption of the Armenian costume, the vest,
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He says, he saw all the matters that come in course in
France, and was greatly disappointed. The only thing he
mentions is the church at Amiens, which was really fine.
They set out in a few days (his date is 19th September),
and go by Chambery to Turin, from whence he will write
to you. His letter, he says, is not worth the postage; but
it 1s the abundance and not the want of matter that makes
1t 80 poor.

After this what shall I say to you of my Lilliputian
travels? On Monday I think to see Salisbury, and to be
sure Wilton, and Amesbury, and Stonehenge. This will
take up three days, and then I come back hither, and think
to be in London on Saturday or Monday after, for the
weather grows untoward, and the sea (that is, the little
miniature of it, Southampton River) rages horribly, and
looks as if it would eat one, else I should have gone to
Lymington and Christchurch, and called upon Mr. Mans-
field in the New Forest, to see the bow that killed William
Rufus, which he pretends to possess. Say not a word of
Andover.' My Lord Delawar has erected a little monu-
ment over the spot where, according to ancient tradition,
that king was slain,” and another in God’s House Chapel,®

the furred bonnet, the caftan, and the girdle. There was nothing
very wonderful in this departure from use. An Armenian tailor
used often to visit some friends at Montmorency. Rousseau knew
him, and reflected that such a dress would be of singular comfort
to him in the circumstances of his bodily disorder (Conf., xii.,
198).  Here was a solid practical reason for what has usually been
counted a demonstration of a turned brain. Rousseau had as good
cause for going about in a caftan as Chatham had for coming to the
House of Parliament wrapped in flannels.”—Morley (4b., vol. ii.,

. 92).

P ! Perhaps Gray fights shy of his correspondent Mr. Butler there,
—for whom see vol. 1., p. 371, n. 2; vol. ii., p. 4.

> This stone was erected in 1745, upon a spot where stood,
according to tradition, the tree whence Tyrrel’s arrow glanced.
The Delawar above mentioned was the seventh Baron, and was
created first earl of that name in 1761. He died in 1766.

° The Domus Dei was originally founded in the reign of
Henry III., and was by him given to Queen’s College, Oxford.
Originally a convent, it became a hospital with a warden, and a
provision for four brothers and sisters. The chapel, of Norman
architecture, was, at the date of Gray’s letter, used by French
Protestants.
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where the Earl of Cambridge, Lord Scroop, and Sir
Thomas Grey, were interred by Henry V. after he had cut
off their heads.” It is in this town, and now the French
Church. Here lives Dr. Saint André,* famous for the
affair of the Rabbit-Woman, and for marrying Lady Betty
Molyneux after they had disposed of her first husband.
She died not long since in the odour of sanctity. He is
80 years old and is now building a palazzino here hard by,
in a delightful spot called Bellevue, and has lately pro-
duced a natural son to inherit it. What do you say to poor
Iwan,® and the last Russ manifesto? Will nobody kill me
that dragoness? Must we wait till her son does 1t him-
self?

1 See any English history, and Shakespeare, ‘‘Henry V.,” act ii.,
ge. 2. It will be remembered that the expedition sailed for Har-
fleur from Southampton, and that the discovery of the conspiracy,
and the trial and execution of the conspirators took place just
before it started.

> Nathaniel St. André, surgeon. See Musgrave’s Memoirs,
Gent. Mag. vol. ii., p. 320, and Noble’s Continuation of Granger,
vol. iii., p. 477. When Samuel Molyneux, Secretary to George
Prince of Wales died, St. André immediately married his
widow, Elizabeth, daughter of Algernon Capel, Earl of Essex.
St. André was one of the dupes of Mary Tofts, who asserted that
she gave birth to seventeen rabbits in 1726. Sir Thomas Clarges
detected the fraud. Whiston wrote a paper on this matter, as the
fulfilment of a prophecy in Esdras. St. André died in March, 1776,
aged ninety-six.—From Mitford. ¢ The rabbit-woman” is a con-
spicuous figure in Hogarth’s print ¢ Credulity, Superstition and
Fanaticism.”

3 Tvan VL ; he was but a few months old when in 1740 he suc-
ceeded to the throne. But Elizabeth, daughter of Peter the Great,
asserted and made good her claim; and the child was placed in
captivity, and became, perhaps under the influence of drugs ad-
ministered to that end, an imbecile. Catherine almost certainly in-
stigated his murder. The story which Mirovich, who was probably
the actual assassin, was made to tell was that he had forced him-
self into the castle in which Ivan was confined, intending to rescue
him and proclaim him Emperor, but that the governor had at
once cut the prince to pieces. Mirovich made this confession upon
trial, expecting, it is said, a reprieve, but he was immediately
executed, lest he should retract his confession. ‘It is well for me”’
writes Walpole (Aug. 27, ’64), ‘I am not a Russian. I should cer-
tainly be knouted. The murder of the young Czar Ivan has
sluiced again all my abhorrence of the Czarina. What a devil in a

(Illiaﬁiem! T wonder they can spare such a principal performer from
e '. »
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Mr. Stonhewer has been at Glamis.! He tells me no
news. He only confutes a piece of news I sent him, which
I am glad to hear is a lie. I must tell you a small anec-
dote I just hear, that delights me. Sir F. Norton? has a
mother living at a town in Yorkshire, in a very indifferent
lodging. A good house was to be sold there the other day.
He thought in decency he ought to appear willing to buy it
for her. When the people to whom it belongs imagined
that everything was agreed on, he insisted on having two
pictures as fixtures, which they value at £60, so Mrs.
Norton lives where she did.

I am sorry for the Duke of Devonshire.® The cause, I
fear, is losing ground, and I know the person (where Mr.
T.* has lately been) looked upon all as gone, if this event
should happen. Adieu. When I get to town I shall pick
up something to tell you.—I am ever yours.

I know nothing of Mason, but that he is well.

Southampton, at Mr. Vining’s, plumber, in High
Street.

! The seat of Lord Strathmore, of which we shall hear further.
* Vid. supra, p. 87, n. 3. ““He has 3 mother,—yes, a mother;
perhaps you thought that like that tender urchin Love;

¢ duris in eautibus illum
Ismarus, aut Rhodope, aut extremi Garamantes,
Nee nostri generis puerum nec sanguinis edunt.’

Well, Mrs. Rhodope lives in a might shabby hovel at Preston,
which the dutiful and affectionate %ix %‘letcher began to think not
suitable to the dignity of one who has the honour of being his
parent. He cheapened a better, in which were two pictures which
the proprietor valued at three-score pounds. The attorney insisted
on having them for nothing as fixtures—the landlord refused, the
bargain was broken off, and the dowager Madam Norton remains
in her original hut.”—Walpole to Conway, Oct. 29, 64.

> The fourth Duke; a great loss to the Opposition. He died
(Oct. 2, °64) at.Spa (whither he had gone for the cure of a, aralytic
disorder), at the early age of forty-four; and was burie&3 at All-
hallows, Derby.

* Probably Mr. Talbot, Fellow of Pembroke. —Mitford.
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CCLXII. To the Rev. James Brown.

Jermyn Street,
Thursday, October 25, 1764.

DEAR SiR—

I am returned from Southampton, since Monday
last; have been at Salisbury, Wilton, Stonehenge, and
where not, and am not at all the worse for my expedition.
Delly * has been here, and talks of going to Cambridge on
Wednesday, if you want him; but, if you do not, would be
glad to be prevented by a letter. His intention is only to
stay there a day or two. He asked me for my rooms, but
as I had (intentionally) promised them to Mr. Mapletoft,
T answered as if I had actually been engaged on that head,
and had already wrote to you to say so. If Mr. Mapletoft
does not come, they are at Mr. Delly’s service.

The present news is that Lady Harriet Wentworth (Lord
Rockingham’s sister®), not a young or a beautiful maiden,
has married her servant, an Irish footman.

Mr. M . who has been in Yorkshire, has seen the
future bride. She has just such a nose as Mason has him-
self; so you see it was made in heaven.

The rent-roll of the present Duke of Devonshire’s estate
is £44,000 a-year. Lord Richard has better than £4000

! Edward Delaval, for whom see vol. i., p. 217, n. 2 (where for
Mar. 1, 1775, read Mar. 1, 1755), and Index.

2 See vol. i., p. 304, n. 6.

3 His youngest sister. She married William Sturgeon; upon
whom, Walpole tells us, she prudently settled a hundred a year
for life, and tied up all her fortune for her possible children, and
failing these, for her own family;—on the other hand, ¢ she has
given away all her clothes, nay and her Ladyship, and says, linen
gowns are properest for a footman’s wife, and is gone to his family
in Ireland, plain Mrs, Henrietta Sturgeon.”—(W. to the Earl of
Hertford, Nov. 1, 1764.)

* T have made bold to print thus conjecturally, convinced that
Gray did not write Mason, as Mitford prints. How absurd to say
‘““ Mason has been in Yorkshire”! he was living in Yorkshire.
And had he never seen his future bride before he was engaged to
her? And was he, at this first sight of her, literally led by the
nose? There can be little doubt that M—— is Mapletoft, men-
tioned supra.
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a-year; Lady Dorothy £380,000; a legacy of £500" to
General Conway; £500 apiece to the three brothers, and
they are appointed guardians, and, I think, executors—
business enough, in conscience. To-day I hear the Cam-
bridge affair is compromised, and Lord Hardwicke to come
in quietly.” This I should not give credit to had I not
heard it before I came from thence. The Duke of Cumber-

land, they say, is in a very good way:? it is strange to me
if he recovers.

I will write soon again, and try to tell you more, for I
shall stay in town about a fortnight longer. You will oblige
me if you will send to enquire how Dolly Antrobus® does.
Adieu.—I am ever yours,
| T. G.

1 Tt was £5,000. Conway had been Secretary of State in Ireland,
during the Duke’s administration there. But the legacy was per-
haps prompted by sympathy with him on his being deprived of
his regiment and dismissed the Court, because of his opposition
to the new régime. Wright tells us that it was contained in a
codicil written in the Duke’s own hand—*“I give to General Con-
way five thousand pounds as a testimony of my friendship to him,
and of my sense of his honourable conduct and friendship for me.”

2 The proctors could not agree whether Lord Hardwicke or Lord
Sa.ndwicﬁ had the majority of votes for the High Stewardship.
Hence Churchill in ‘¢ The Candidate ”—

‘¢ Are there not proctors faithful to thy will,
One of full growth, others in embryo still,
‘Who may, perhaps, in some ten years or more,
Be ascertained that fwo and two make four?”

® There had been a false report of his death, Oct. 5; “but,” says
Walpole (Oct. 21), ‘“he has escaped wonderfully by the aid of
S. Antony’s fire.” He had a severe operation, which he bore like a
hero (Walpole, Nov. 1); then a dangerous sore-throat, because after
it he would go on Newmarket Heath in his landau with the window
down (2b., Nov. 9). He died suddenly, Oct. 31, 1765.

* Not the postmistress at Cambridge; that was the elder sister,
Mary. See vol. ii., p. 259, n. 2, for her and ‘‘ Dolly.” Who their
father was, is still a mystery to me. There were two daughters of
William Antrobus christened at Everdon-—of which place he was
Rector ; Mary on the 4th of December, 1732, Dorothy on the 20th
of Dec., 1734. 1 should have concluded that these were the Mary
and Dorothy of this correspondence, but for the fact that Gray
explicitly mentions the Cambridge sisters in his will as his second
cousins. I believe the explanation to be that Gray’s will ran ‘“my
2 cousins ’; and that this has been misread as ¢ 24,”
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CCLXIIL. To the Rev. James Brown.

” Monday, October, 29, 1764.
DEAR SIR—

I was not able to answer your letter on Saturday,
put Delly * will certainly be with you on Wednesday, good
man.

The Duke of Devonshire for the last fortnight of his life
was in a state of infancy. On opening his head there were
found two fleshy substances that pressed upon the brain—
the source of his malady. He leaves® Devonshire House,
with the pictures, furniture, ete., to Lord Richard, his
second son, which the present duke may redeem by paying
down £20,000; in short, to Lord Richard and Lord George
(for there are two) he gives about £4000 a-year apiece;
the rest I think I told you before. The majority do not
exult upon this death; they are modest and humble, being
all together by the ears; so, indeed are the minority too.
I hear nothing about the Cambridge affair,’ and you do
not tell me whether my last news was true; I conclude
not, for T am told the Yorkes* are very fully and explicitly
against the present measures—even their chief himself.

! For this name and the Duke of Devonshire see preceding letter.

2 Walpole to the Earl of Hertford, Nov. 1, ’64, gives a more
complete account of these legacies. Gray’s information probably
comes from him.

3 See preceding letter.

* That is, the new Lord Hardwicke and his kinsfolk, especially
Charles. See vol. ii., p. 93, n. 3. The Lord High Chancellor had
died on Mar. 6th, ’64. Both sides had claimed a majority of one in
the competition for the High Stewardship at Cambridge; if the
Yorkes had not been against the Administration, the Cambridge
Tories might have compromised in Hardwicke’s favour; for the
moral reputation of Sandwich was a great drawback. But Walpole
had written, March 11th, ’64, ¢ The Yorkes are fixed, and the con-
test at Cambridge will but make them strike deeper root in op-

osition.” The matter was decided, after a delay of several montlgs

y common law. Sandwich’s conduect disgusted his own supporters;
and when told by one of them that he would ruin the University,
he replied: ‘“That would be nothing to him ; it would be the better
for Oxford,”—at this time in favour with the Court. The under-
graduates hissed the ¢ Twitcherites,” and, after the abortive elec-
tlon, burst into the Senate-House, and, says Walpole, ‘“elected a
fictitious Lord Hardwicke, and chaired him.” "The juniors of
Trinity, when Sandwich dined there, rose and left the Hall.

111, E
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The present talk runs on Lady Harriet Wentworth*
(that is her name since she married her Irish footman).
Your friend the Marquis of Rockingham’s sister is a sen-
sible, well-educated woman; twenty-seven years old, indeed,
and homely enough. O’Brien * and his lady (big with child)
are embarked for America, to cultivate their 40,000 acres
of woodland. Before they went, her uncle made him enter
himself at Lincoln’s Inn; I suppose to give him the idea
of returning home again.

I hope not to stay here above a fortnight, but in the
meantime should be glad if you would inform me what is

the sum total of my bill. Adieu.—I am ever yours,
T. G.

As I have room, I shall tell you that, on the news of the
Duke of Cumberland’s illness at Newmarket, Lord S. coming
out of the closet met a great butcherly lord with a white
staff,’ and, with a countenance very decent and composed

! There is probably an omission here; or the explanation has
supplanted the text. She called herself, as we have seen, Mrs, -
Henrietta Sturgeon (p. 47, n. 3).

2 An actor of some repute, said to have been the son of an Irish
fencing-master. He was a fascinating person, and, according to
‘Walpole, could act the part of a man of fashion better than Garrick.
Churchill pronounced him ¢ by nature formed to please.” The
story of his elopement with Lady Susan Fox-Strangways, daughter
of Lord Ilchester, is told by Walpole to Ld. Hertford (April 12,
’64). The 40,000 acres was a grant from the Crown procured by
way of getting rid of the couple pro tem. A letter from O’Brien
in Forster’s ¢ Life of Goldsmith ” (vol. i., p. 353 n.) shows that it
took them thirty-four days to get to New York from England, and
this was considered a ra.sid passage for the time of year. They
returned to England, and O’Brien produced a clever little play,
¢“ Cross Purposes”; he got the place of Receiver-General of Dorset,
and died at Stinsford in that county in 1815. Lady Susan did
not die until 1827, at the age of eighty-four.

Thackeray, in ‘“ The Virginians,” had in mind the histories of
Mrs. Henrietta Sturgeon and Lady Susan O’Brien. His Lady
Maria Esmond marries Hagan the actor (a very good counterpart
of O’Brien), and they migrate to the colonies; and after the pat-
tern of Mrs. Sturgeon she chooses to resign her rank and to be
known only as Mrs. Hagan.

3 Lord Talbot, Lord Steward. [Vol. ii., p. 231 n. 9, pp. 234, 235,
236 and nn.] Lord 8. is probably Lord Sandwich, the Secretary
of State.—Mitford.
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to sorrow, told him they had extreme bad news; that his
Royal Highness the Duke was so ill it was doubtful whether
he could live till next day." The other replied, «“ Bad news,
do you callit? By God, I am very glad of it, and shall be
to hear the same of all that do not love the King.”

My service to Mr. T.* T am glad to hear he is well.

CCLXIV. To Norton Nicholls.®

Monday 19 Nov: 1764.

Sl‘

I received your letter at Southampton, &, as I
would wish to treat every body according to their own rule
& measure of good-breeding, have against my inclination
waited till now, before I answer’d it, purely out of fear &
respect, & an ingenuous diffidence of my own abilities. if

ou will not take this as an excuse, accept it at least as a
well-turn’d period, w*" is always my principal concern.

So I proceed to tell you, that my health is much im-
proved by the sea; not that I drank it,* or bathed in it, as
the common people do: no! I only walk’d by it, & look’d
upon it. the climate is remarkably mild, even in Octob:
and November. no snow has been seen to lie there for
these 30 years past, the myrtles grow in the ground against
the houses, and Guernsey-Lillies bloom in every window.

! He died in Upper Grosvenor Street, 31st October, 1765.—
Mitford.

2 Talbot, Fellow of Pembroke, p. 46, n. 4.

 Addressed ‘“ To Norton Nicholls Esq at Charles Floyer’s Esq
of Hollinclose Hall near Rippon Yorkshire.” The stamp is ¢ Lon-
don.” For this friend of Gray, see vol. ii. (p. 276, and pp. xi, xii,
xiii, and n. of Preface).

* Mason to Gray, July 22d, ’65. ‘I shall not come to Hartle-
pool:—My dove-like temper would be nothing in the world for you
after a gulp of sea-water.”

In ¢ Humphrey Clinker,” Mr. Matthew Bramble writes to Dr.
Lewis from Harrogate, ‘I am persuaded that all cures ascribed
to the Harrowgate Water, would have been as efficaciously and
infinitely more agreeably performed by the internal and external
use of sea-water. Sure I am this last is much less nauseous to
the taste and smell, as well as more extensive in its medica,
qualities.”
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the Town, clean & well built, surrounded by its old stone-
walls with their towers & gateways, stands at the point of
a peninsula, & opens full south to an arm of the sea, w*,
having form’d two beautiful bays on each hand of it
stretches away in direct view till it joins the British Chan-
nel. it is skirted on either side with gently-rising grounds
cloath’d with thick wood, & directly cross its mouth rise
the high lands of the Isle of Wight at distance, but dis-
tinctly seen. in the bosom of the woods (conceal’d from
profane eyes) lie hid the ruins of Netteley-abbey. there
may be richer and greater houses of religion, but the Abbot
is content with his situation. see there, at the top of that
hanging meadow under the shade of those old trees, that
bend into a half-circle about it, he is walking slowly (good
Man!) & bidding his beads for the souls of his Benefactors,
interr’d in that venerable pile, that lies beneath him. Be-
yond it (the meadow still descending) nods a thicket of
oaks, that mask the building, and *7¢ excluded a view too
garish, & too luxuriant for a holy eye, only on either hand
they leave an opening to the blew glittering sea. did not
you observe how, as that white sail shot by and was lost,
he turn’d and cross’d himself, to drive the Tempter from
him, that had thrown that distraction in his way. Ishould
tell you, that the Ferryman, who row’d me, a lusty young
Fellow, told me, that he would not for all the world pass
a night at the Abbey, (there were such things seen near it, )
tho’ there was a power of money hid there. from thence I
went to Salisbury, Wilton, & Stone-Henge, but of these
things I say no more: they will be publish’d at the Uni-
versity-Press.

I have been at London this month, that tiresome dull
place! where all people under thirty find so much amuse-
- ment. the Opera, with Manzuoli® in it opens on Saturday,

! This singer appeared for one season in England in this year
’64, having made his reputation in Italy and Spain. Burney says:
““ At the opening of the theatre in November with the pasticcio of
Ezio, it was with much difficulty that I obtained a place after
waiting two hours at the door. Manzoli’s voice was the most
powerful and voluminous soprano that had been heard on the
stage since the time of Farinelli; and his manner of singing was
grand and full of dignity. As to execution he had none. He was.
however a good actor, though unwieldy in figure, and not well
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and I go to C:' the Wednesday preceding. the Ministry
are all together by the ears, so are the Opposition: the only
doubt is w will be the weakest: I am afraid I know. the
sentence of Alma-Mater,? of the North-Briton, & of D’Eon®
are defer’d. in the meantime, Du-Vergy, the Adventurer
who enraged D’Eon almost to madness, & has been in jail
(for debt) eversince December last, having regain’d his
liberty by the help (he says) of his countrymen, declares
upon oath, that he was sent from France with a half-
promise of being declared Secretary to the Embassy, that
he might se servir de son epée, if occasion were, against
1D’Eon, or at least urge him to do something, that might
for ever disgrace him. He gives a detail of all his private
conversations with G:* & others on this head. Mons: de

made; neither was he young when he arrived in London.” (He
was about thirty-nine at this date.)

1 Cambridge.

2 About the election to the High Stewardship.

3 This extraordinary man had come to England with the Due
de Nivernois, had some share in the peace negotiations, and on the
Duke’s departure was for a while left plenipotentiary, a situation
which turned his fantastic head. He was presumptuous to de
Guerchy, who succeeded the Duke here, and believing that a cer-
tain de Vergy had been sent over to assassinate him, attacked his
superior and de Vergy at Lord Halifax’s in so wild a manner that
he was arrested for a breach of the peace; hisignorance of English
contributed to his frenzy, for he supposed himself accused of
breaking that peace with France which he had helped to make.
He was recalled to France, but refused to return, and avenged
himself by publishing (Mar. 23, ’64) a quarto containing an account
of his quarrels, and private correspondence of the Duc de Niver-
nois, much of which he had stolen or copied when he was possessed
of the Duke’s keys. The letters thus published were humiliating
both to Nivernois and to de Guerchy, and lowered the French
embassy in the public esteem. An information was filed against
him for libel; he was tried on the 10th of July, but absconded,
and was found guilty in his absence, sentence being, as Gray says,
deferred—and, as it proved, sine die. He remained for a time in
England undisturbed ; and in 1777 an action (says Croker) was
tried before Lord Mansfield for money lost on a wager respecting his
sex. It seemed then proved beyond question that he was a female;
the Parliament of Paris came to the same conclusion, and he was
condemned to wear woman’s attire. He emigrated at the Revolu-
tion, and died in London in May, 1810; and it was then ascer-
tained that he was a man.

* De Guerchy.




























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































