LITERARY NOTICES.

1

§s or THE Lire or Siz WarTer Scorr, Bart By J. G. Locmun'r. In t\ijo
es, 8vo. pp. 1360. Philadeiphia: Carey, LEA AND BLANCHARD. | o
ck us, when we first heard Mr. LOCKHART was about to write the life of'
PLTER SCoTT, that a very important task had fallen into the harlhds of an
br person, and that the work, in the end, would have to be done ovcr again,
It has fully justified this expectation; for while the book is unquequomibl)’
nterest — with Mr. Lockhart's means, and Mr. Lockhart’s talem.s,\ it could|
have been otherwise — it is false in principles, dangerous to the young, and
being free from the imputation of mystification and insincerity. We
notwithstanding what has just been said, that the effect of this bi graphy
to lessen that blind respect for the character of Scott, which sprang up as
consequence of his unprecedented literary popularity, rather than as a con-|
g of investigation and facts, by exposing motives that are never admitted by
Jzhit, and never avowed by the sensitive; but, we believe, at the smhe time,
s result has been unlooked for by Mr. Lockhart; for we think it suﬁicxemly
| that in all those cases in which he has rendered Scott most obnoxxous to the
b of the discriminhating, he has been totally unconscious himself of the con-
 to which ali right-thinking men must arrive. It is true, Mr. Lockhart occa~

leable with his own facts. This circumstance constitutes the predominant
efect of the book; for when such a conclusion is audaciously drawn from
miSPs the world sustaining, or quietly submitting to, the justness of the
we are not to be surprised if we find the young and inexperienced followmg
ps that are made to appear hallowed. W(, think it time that the voice of
fbuld be heard, in this matter ; that those old and vencrable principle whlch
Hn transmitted. to us from God himself) should be fearlessly applied ; aind that
fiiention should*be drawn to the really distinctive traits of Scott, m order
ic opinion may settle down in decisions that are neither delusive nor dan-
The limits of a monthly periodical will not allow full justice to be done to
ct, but we may have space enough to set inquiry on foot, and to nga some
the progress of fallacies and falsehoods.
ho are entirely disposed to acquiesce in the justice of our opinionk, may
sh to mqun'e into the cui bono of the exposures we are about to make for

;‘ appears to have a lively consciousness that Scott could and did sometimes||
ly err; but, in the very face of his own testimony, in the summing up of hia!
laims for his father-in-law a character for ‘worth and probity, that is utterly |

such inftances, prefers to cherish a delusxon in prpf’eu:nc‘n to giving up one of 1t8
own mdpt pleasing pictures. The answer is not difficult to find. In the firsg place,
the faili}

]
the worl}l

&

gs, not to use a harsher term, of Sir Walter Scott, have been paraded before -
,in a way that really seems to bid defiance to principles ; and, in their very
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teeth, we are called on to venerate a name that, in a moral sense, owes its extraor-
dinary exaltation Yo some of the most barefuced violations of the laws of rectitude,
that ever distinguished the charlatanism of literature. 'We think it time that some
one should step forward in defence of truth. In the next place, Sir Walter Scott is not
entitled to the benefit of the venerable axiom of ‘ Nil nisi bene de mortuis,’ since he
commanded that his personal history should be published, and designated his biogra-
~ pher. A man has a perfect right to order his life to be given to the world, certainly,
but after thus openly courting investigation, no one can claim in his behalf, that he is
to be protected against jdst criticism, by the grave. Sir Walter Scott did more ; he
transmitted materials to his biographer, for this very work, and materials that reflect
injuriously, and in many instances unjustly, on third persons; materials, too, that
he knew would be published after he himself was removed from earthly responsi-
bility ; and least of all can it be said, that they who have been injured by the stric-
tures of Sir Walter Scott, in this reprehensible manner, have not a perfect right to
show their want of value. The very fact of designating a biographer, unless in
extraordinary instances, infers something very like a fraud upon the public, as it is
usually placing one who should possess the impartiality of a judge, in the position
of an advocate, and, leaves but faint hopes of a frank and fair exhibition of the
truth. Nor does this cover all our objections. Mr. Lockhart, as we shall soon, and
we think, unanswerably show, was one of the last men that Sir Walter Scott should
have selected for this office, by his antecedents, his long connection with a periodical
that was conceived, and which has been continued, in fraud; circumstances that
no person, according to his own admissions, knew better than Sir Walter Scott, and
which disqualify him for the task, since a man can no more maintain a connection
with apublication like the Quarterly Review, which is notoriously devoted to profligate
political partisanship, reckless alike of truth and decency, and hope to preserve the
moral tone of his mind, than a woman can frequent the society of the licentious, and
think to escape pollution. We are not now following the loose example of the peri-
odical we have mentioned, by dealing in unmeaning and frothy epithets, but that
which we assert, we shall prove; and as our present object is connected with the
sacred cause of truth and human rights, it shall be our aim to do it in the simple
manner that best advances both. There is one more reason to be offered, why we
think Sir Walter Scott, in this matter, is entitled to the benefit of no other conside-
rations than those of abstract justice, and that is his Diary. In this Diary he
comments freely and loosely on others, and yet he tells us that he has sworn never
to erase a line that had once been written in it! We have even a right to infer, from
the text and context, that some of these entries were made when his mind was not
exactly in a fit condition to comment on others, and we find reason to believe, from
the Diary itself, that he looked forward to its future publication. .
In addition, we shall add another reason for the existence of this article. Hap-
pening lately to allude to the deception of giving letters of introduction, with private
marks to apprize the correspondent that he was not to heed the words of the commu-
nication, we were astounded at finding the practice defended by a remark, that ¢ Sir
Woalter Scott did it.” It is indeed time to inquire into the moral value of Sir Walter
Scott, when we find his example quoted as justifying such baseness, instead of his
name’s being involved in obloquy, as a consequence of the offence against the
plainest laws of morality and truth! As our limits compel us at once to commence
our strictures on the book, or rather on Scott’s charactcr, we shall begin with this case
. of the false letters of introduction, premising that all our quotations and references will
be found in Carey, Lea aND BLaNcHARD’s octavo edition of the work before us,
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e}, for he may rely on it, he is wanting in the very elenfents of honesty.,
j only makes the matter worse. If the marks do not contradict the| words.
the letger, they are clearly unnecessary ; if they dd contradict the words of | he letter,

ome a deliberate falsehood, and a falsehood that is so much the worse
is conflected with treachery, cloaked in the garb of friendship. We admif that this
crime, for such it is, against all the laws of honor|and truth, may be aggravated, oy
extenuy ted, by circumstances, like all crime; but it|is inhe&tly foul, and ey
oy of a man of high literary fame. ‘The practice is said to be by po
unusufll ; and we do not doubt it. Lying, which forms its essence, is the camm:
of hudan vices; but it will be conceded, that it is an extraordinary mode iof:vi
catingp man’s claims to rare virtue, by showing that his failings are of
ordinafy kind. The pretension in behalf of Sir Walter Scott is to uncomine , Al
> mon qualities. How easy would it have been for Mr. Thomag Seott |
ve given a letter, generally and simply expressed, which should mean what g
said, ajd which should not impose any great trouble on his brother; but this migp
st both the parties a supporter! No one can have confidence in a- mind:
liitrdcted as not to revolt at the admission of sudh a deception, and we shall
mo thoroughly the propensity to advance his ihterests by such means, pe
gracter of our subject. If Sir Walter Scott|advised false letters of-
d save himself from the risk of showing 4 little bootless civility, who cdlii
doubt that he resorted to the same expedient in more. important matters ? |
5§ to show how completely the vein of insinc rity ran through his enti

Werk we to select ariy one letter of Scott’s, among all those published ‘by Mr.
Lockhgrt, as completely illustrative of the mah, we should take that to Mr.
Gifford} on the subjectof establishing the Quarterly Review. Its length reven:w
our extfacting it entire; but it will be found on page 328, vol. 1, and we darnestly
entreatfhe reader to turn to it himself, and to peruse it with care. This letter is
Scott, ffom the commencement to the end ; being full of talents, worldly prudence,
managgment, false principles, insincerity, mystification, and moral frauE‘d The
professgd object in establishing the Review, was to set up another tribunal tf taste,
sound grinciples, and just criticism in literature. This was what the world had a
perfect kight to expect, and a perfect right to insist on. Any deliberate or gremedi-
tated dgparture from such a plan, was inherently a fraud ; a wrong donego *he'lawj
of trut} and justice, and consequently a violation of the standards of morality.

Agvantage obtained to a collateral and unavowed object, was an advant
i under false pretences. Now we learn by this letter, the deep-laid { scheme
tion that was practised on the public, the wily and unjustifiable manner in
which he real ends were to be obtained, in gradually gaining the confidence of the

world, By concealing the true object, until in poqfsion of the public ear by 4 course
44 -
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of upright reviewing, the periodical might turn its batteries insidiously on those it
was designed to injure. All this we learn from Scott himself, in the most unan-
swerable manner ; though he presents his artifices with so much skill, as to require
clear moral perceptions, to see at once the whole deformity of the procedure. It was
alleged that the Edinburgh had embarked in politics, abusing its professions also,
and that it was necessary to counteract its influence by a similar publieation,
The fair and honest course would have been, to assail the political opinions of the
Edinburgh directly, trusting to reason and facts for success; and so Scett tacitly
admits himself, for he censures the fraud of the Edinburgh loudly, and certainly he
could not have believed that any fault of Mr. Jeffrey’s could justify a fault of Sir
Walter Scott’s. 'We repeat the invitation to the reader to turn to the letter itself;
to peruse it with care; to reflect on what the governing motive of one concerned in
establishing such a work ought to be; to see what that avowed by Scott actually
was; and we leave the result to his own judgment. In order,however, to point out
how deep-laid was the fraud, we make a few extracts, ourselves: It would not cer-
tainly be advisable that the work should assume, especiully at the outset, a professed
political character. On the contrary, the articles on science and miscellaneous litera-
ture ought to be of such a quality, as might fairly challenge competilion with the
best of our contemporarigs. BUT A8 THE KEAL REASON OF INSTITUTING TRE PUBLI-
CATION, 1S THE DISGUSTING AND DELETERIOUS DOCTRINES, WITH WHICH THE MOST
POPULAR OF OUR REVIEWS DISGRACES ITS PAGES, IT IS ESSENTIAL TO CONSIDER HOW
THIS WARFARE SHALL BE MANAGED. ‘At the same time, as I before hinted, i¢ il
be mecessary to maintain the respect of the public by impartial disquisition, and I
would not have it said, as may usually be predicated of other reviews, that the senti-
ments of the critic were [ess determined by the value of the work, than by the pur-
posesit was writen to serve.” ‘ I should think, an open and express declaration of politi-
cal tenels, or of opposition to works of a contrary tendency, ought, for the same reason,
to be avoided.’ Of the decp deception proposed in this letter, it is unnecessary to

' speak; but what are we to think of Mr. Gifford, as well as of Scott, when, the

subject of establishing a Review being in discussion between them, the latter gravely
reminds the former, that ‘it will be necessary to mainiain the respect of the public
by impartial disquisition’ — meaning, only, too, as we shall unanswerably show,
presently, until the public confidence was obtained ? It strikes us very much as if
two well-dressed fellows should go out into the world, with an understanding that
they would be on their good behaviour, until they got into a set where gold snuff-
boxes might reward their light-fingered dexterity. We are not surprised atlearning
this history of the Quarterly, for we are familiar with its motives, and know its
character among the intelligent in England; but we do confess astonishment
at the coolness of the impudence with which it is related by the editor of the peri-
odical himself! Sir Walter speaks of the ‘disgusting and deleterious ‘doctrines
of the Edinburgh,’ but we are to -understand by this merely the slang of party, and
not a high moral aim, as a brief consideration of the facts will show. The Quar-
terly is Tory; the Edinburgh Whig. The first party taught the doctrine of undue
deference to. rank, of perpetuating the institutions, which was perpetuating an aris-
tocratical polity, of obedience and homage to the king to cloak the power of the
‘nobles, and of submission to the thousand abuses that belong to such a system.
Now, the sincerity with which Scott held such doctrines, may, in a measure, be
gathered from his own words. It has often been remarked, that they who are
servilely submissive to the great in public, take their revenge by abusipg them in
private; and we quote the following as proof not oply of the existence of this trait
in Scott, but of his real sentiments concerning those in whose behalf he was so
anxious to counteract ‘the disgusting and deleterious doetrines’ of the Edinburgh.
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it is the vile and degradmg irit of égoisme, (selfishness) so pu'evalent.
hxgher classes, especially among the highest. God forgive me, if I\do them

them, e(g etc.’ Again, in a leter to Mr. Morritt, page 479, vol. 1., he says:|* } What

has here escribed! Let us fancy, for a moment, paragraphs like those \+e have

just quotdd, in the pages of the Quarterly, in place of the infamous and corrupt
slanders fhat publication has notoriously lavished on all opposed to its party, and
imagine the result ! E \

| .
But to feturn to the history of this review, as it is connected with Scott. Bad as
were the

it seems there was a wheel within a wheel, and that Scott deceived Gifford) as he
wished

‘franknes{ ! In a letter to his brother Thomas, page 332, vol. 1., Scott draws aside
the veil, apd we find the real reason of his agency in estabhshmg the- Quarterly,
ars to have been entirely, or, in a great measure, at least, personal. In

whic

urgin}',};ﬁgs brother to contribute, he says: ¢ He (Gifford) made it a stipulation, how-_

1 should give all the assistance in my power, especially at the comnﬁenw -‘ ,‘

hich I am, for many reasons, nothing loth.” *‘Constable, or rather that -

beaw pqrtner,{ who published the Edinburgh,) has behaved to me of late not very -
‘and I owe Jeffrey a flap with a fox-tail, on account of his review of :

ever, that
ment, to

civi

nd-thus doth the whirligig of time bring about my revenges.

4§ insult, but merely a temporary expedient, by which to-obtain the public

and we shall now prove it, by his own acts and his own words; In
o, we refer to page 370, vol. 1., where, in a letter to Mr. Ellis, he says :
up an attempt on the ‘ Curse of Kehama,’ for the Quarterly; a strange
the Curse I mean — and the critique is not, as the blackguards say, worth
what I could, d did, whick was to throw as much weight as possible upo’n

confidence
order to do
‘I have ru
thing it is
a damn; b

the beautzf { passages, of which there are many, and to slur over the ubsurdities, of

which therd are not a few.! ‘'This said Kehama affords cruel openings for the
quizzers, agd I suppose will get it roundly in the Edinburgh Review. I would
(should) ke ma,de a very different hand at it indeed, had the order of the day been
pour déchirgr.

All this Was worthy of a Grub-street hack. In the first place, we see the \itter
want of prj ciple, which palms off on the public dishonest reviewing, and then
follows the fniserable salvo for his own talents, by declaring what he would have
done himself, had not the unjustifiable course he had actually taken, been part of the

thing it is, tkat our royal family cannot be quiel a.nd dccent at least zf ,

Scott should halve sold himself, principles and talents, to people sudh as he.

ihotives avowed, and unjustifiable as was the propos%d mode of prochdmg, ';

flord to deceive the public. It is altogether a curious and melapcholy -
specimen §f profound deception, which Mr. Lockhart naively qualifies by the word -

said that Scott, by his advice to maintain ‘ impartial disquisition’ in the :
not even mean Lo urge a principle, which most honest men would‘have .

hope all the devout believers in the Q.uarterly Review, of whom still )
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But a word remains to be said. This review of the ‘ Curse’ was written afler the
public confidence had been abtamed by ‘impartial duqummon,’ thus carrying out the
fraud in extenso! -

But the whole hxstory of the Quarterly Review is eloquence itself on the subject
of Scott’s motives, advice, and character, so far as he was connected with its estab-
lishment. In the first place, we have his letter to Gifford, a production every way
unworthy of a man of probity, and still more 8o of a literary man; then his reve-
lations to Thomas Scott, betraying a fraud on his brother in the original fraud, and
his own precious confessions of the spirit in which he himself played the reviewer
in this very pefiodical, so openly made, moreover, to a brother of the craft, as to
leave no doubt that the practice was common. To complete the matter, the whole is
laid before the Wworld by the editor of the very review in question, with a sang froid
that is altogether in keepmg with the rest of thé transaction! It is known that
soldiers get to be so indifferent to fire, by exposure, as to disregard batteries, and it
is fair to presumie that a man can become so dead to the ordinary moral sensibilities,
by too long fa iliarity with the practices of a publication like the Quarterly, as
to fancy he ia-ﬁ merely doing a clever thing, while all just men believe him a
knave. There is another curious affair connected with Scott’s letter to Ellis. It is
without date, athough, Jn general, Mr. Lockhart is so particular as to give dates,
even when he gives mere” extracts from the letters of his father-in-law. This letter is
complete, from Dear Ellis,’ downto ‘ Ever Yours,’ but i/ has no date. It is certainly
possible that Scott may have forgotten to date this particular letter, though there is
one circumstandé which induces us to suspect that the date has been suppressed, not
pour déchirer, but, pour cause. We think the date has bed{n suppressed, lest it should
be seen that Scott had actually written the review on Southey, previousiy lo the date
of the letter on an adjoining page, in which he tells Southey that he had not seen
his poem, but that Ballantyne, who was printing it, had excited his impatience by
the accounts he gave of its beauties. Were the letter to Southey actually written
subsequently to|the letter to Ellis, the'exposure would probably have been too strong,
even for Mr. Lidckhart’s nerves. We are aware our supicions would be unkind,

~ or even unjustifiable, without more positive evidence, in the case of a man of estab-

lished probity and sincerity of character; but neither Ma. Lockhart nor Sir Walter
Scott can now dome before the world with any pretensionsito be superior to suspicions
of this nature. [Not to travel out of the record — and we could easily do it, if we chose,
more especiallyiin connection with a review of the life of McIntosh, not long since,
in the Quarterly, but we hold it to be unnecessary — without travelling out of
the record, theni, what moral insensibility is betrayed by the man who coolly exposes
to the world, Stott’s false reviewing, and then audaciously claims for the latter a
character of extreme goodness and virtue, that should place him above the suspicion
of suppressinght date, at need? As for Scott, himself, had he actually written to
Southey after he wrote the review, would it, in a moral sense, have been a worse act
than the one he confessedly performed 7 But luckily, we have other evidence to
show how far Sir Walter Scott could carry professions, when it suited his aim.
Among many that offer, we select the following.

At page 273,|vol. 1, in a letter to Mr. Ellis, Sir Walter Scott says: * Poor Lord
Melville! how does he look? We have had a miserable account of his health in
London. He 'ulms the architect of my little fortune, from circumstances of personal
regard merely ; for any of my trifling literary acquisitions were out of his way.'
Begging the'reader to recollect, for another purpose, the last words Italicised, we put
the first in contrast to the following, which appears on the same page, in a letter tothe
late Duke of Buccleuch: ¢ Icannot help flattering myself— for perhaps it is flattering
myeself — that the moble archilect of the Border Minstrel's little fortune, has been
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¢ 11th, and the other February 20th, 1806. ' Now did there exist but one of
these lettprs, the person to whom that one referred would havé had a perfect: ngh&w

connectidn with that branch of the subject. At page 26th, vol. u., Mr. hart
alludes tothe well-known fact,that Sir W alter Scott reviewed himself in this perjodical.
The histqgry of this transaction is now distinctly given, at least as distinctly given as
Mr. Loclhart usually gives any thing,for there is scarcelys fact prejudicial to his sub-
ject, in thd two volumes, that is fairly and fully laid before the reader ; or, if the facts bey
given, thdconclusions are either smothered entirely,or perverted from their true natures..
It seems that in 1816, Scott volunteered to Mr. Murray to write a review of the { Tales.

of my Ldndlord.”’ In the letter making this offer, he distinctly denies that he was
the authof of the Tales, offers to prove it by the very act of reviewing them, and |
merely agks for the assistance of Mr. Erskine. The review was furni y Bt1
extended, at Murray’s request, to a reviewal of the whole series of the-!
r.. Lockhart admits that Scott had been much censured for this det, but |
he thinks anjustly, as he does not believe that Scott wrote the passages which conéain |

having bde
novels.

the critica] estimate of the Waverly novels, which he ascribes to Erskine ; and even if he

did writejthem, that the estimate placed on the works was below rather than|above

their illud  This apology will be found in a note at the page already mentioned.

-_* t did, even putting the blographer s version on the entire affair. But how

a wish tha} he might have the assistance of Mr. Erskine, but in the same letter, he
deliberately and gratuitously denied that he was the author of the novels! Ol{ so

fond of mystification, may have mystified on the subject of Mr. Erskine, as well as |
on the subfect of the authorship. The review was entirely in the hand-writing of !

Scott, and Mr. Lockhart thinks the former took the pains to copy Erskine’s eulqgies
on himself} with a view to help along the mystification. W hy should Scott do this
He had arnounced Erskine’s expected assistance, and why wish to conceal it when -
obtained ? |' Taking all together, in conjunctian with Scott’s known habits of decep-
tion, as we hidve shown them in this article to have existed, we are much more disppsed
to believe that the name of Erskine was introduced in the letter as a mere cloak, (han
to helieve ; wrote this part of the review, and that Scout took the trouble to T)py

s g

A reviel, on its face, professes to be, as far as it goes, an impanial judgmem,imade |

that Erskine had any connection at all with the article? Scott prof#ssed *'f
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what he had \v}:rineﬂ ; for if it was desirable to c;nceal Erskine’s agency, why was
his name memL\oned at all? Beside, Scott was censured for this review, and parti-
cularly for thig part of it, and did he not take the precaution to preserve Erskine’s
manuseript 7 Did Mr. Erskine himself say nothing to exculpate his friend, or is
the world to be put off with a loose conjecture of a man who evidently thinks self-
reviewing a very venial affair?

But this instance of self-reviewing, on the part of Scott, does not stand alone.
Hogg, in his Familiar Anecdotes of Sir Walter Scott, mentions another, that is
exceedingly curious. It will be found pp. 161 to 166, inclusive, of Harper’s edition
of that book, where Mr. Hogg, in substance, tells the following story. A review
had appeared, in which, to use his owns words, Scott was put ‘ at the head’ and he
(Hogg) ‘at thq tail’ of living English poets. Irritated at this comparison, Hogg
wrote a severe ]arucle in reply, in which Scott thought there wers allusions to his
prejudice. A quarrel ensued, and Hogg justified himself, by saying that he had
written his owh attack, under the. impression that Scott was the writer of the inju-
rious comparisdn, but that he believed it no longer, as Ballantyne had told him that
Southey, who agtually furnished the articlewas the real critic, By thelatter statement,
Scott was pacl ed. Hogg, however, goes on to add, that Southey had subsequentiy
assured him t the did not write the article, though it had been furnished to the
magazine throu h his hinds, and that ke himself belicved that Scott was actually its
author! Mr. Hogg adds, that Scott never took the simple course of denying that he
had written qie article, and that he now suspects that he, in fact, did write it.
The whole story is worthy of perusal, as it generally betrays the gross system of
fraud that is pﬁctised on the world by some of itg greatest names, and has all the
air of truth abd{.lé it. Mr. Lockhart accuses Hogg of ingratitude to Scott, but he
does not refute this story. Mr. Southey is living, and his part of the affair might
easily have been confirmed or denied; but Mr. Lockhart evidently considers the
practices of regplar reviewers as very innocent things. Scott tells us himself, page
484, vol. 1., in agﬂetter to Lady Davy, in speaking of his family affairs, and after his
son-in-law wasengaged with the Quarterly : ¢ Lockhart is, I think, in Ais own line.
A less equivocal opinion, after all Sir Walter Scott confessedly knew of the origin,
intentions, and character of the Quarierly, could hardly have been expressed.

Keeping all these facts in view, and very many more might be added to them on
the conjeint testimony of Sir Walter Scott and Me. Lockhart, it must require the
credulity of a believer in Animal Magnetism, or in Mormonism, to think the former
aman of high mbral sensibilities, upright mind, simple practices, or ingenuous habits.
The love of my Jification must have been strong indeed, to overcome all the scruples
that will readily{suggest hemselves to less artificial temperaments ; and we might
think better of Sir Walter Scott’s mystifications, even, if we could find a single
instance in whnch they had not been practised to his especlal benefit.

Common repdrt has long made the principle failing of Scott’s character, a pro-
feund and besetfing deference for hereditary rank and power. Poetical minds are
apt to entertain this feeling, which so readily assumes the aspect of a sentiment, and
which, in fact, ‘p intimately associated with so much that is beautiful and inte-
resting in the r%‘ llections of the past. We defer, in a degree, to historical names
gurselves, belieye the influence of long-established respectability to be useful, and
heartily wish this country was well sprinkled with a territorial gentry, that de-
pended solely orj their moral claims for ascendancy, as the promoters of taste, local
attachments, and‘isocial order. So far from quarrelling with Scott for such a weak-

ness, if weaknes it be, we should be disposed to defend his predilection, when not
carried beyond he bounds of discretion. We know, from personal observation,

i
»

1.
i

}i
i
it

1838.]

howeve
and that
earl; bt
atthe ro
througli
sources,
diency,
Scollict
Lt u
as a gre
woman,
influenc
ogre.
for the |
since it
aking, .
enough
pension
monatc
ously —
a letter
specimt

has disi
gratifiec
young |

Supp:
Q The
marr
tion far:
‘as I ha
daughte

“fI ct
Jobson

. allowed

those w
and be1

“Pra
Majesty
persona

Edin
% Pert
continue
only ch;

So they
permit.”

A mc
a man (
was as
the coni



Jetober,

why was
and parti-
Erskine’s
ind, or is
inks self-

1d alone.
r, that is
’s ‘edition
A review
d’ and he
m, Hogg
ms to s
t he had
the inju-
" him that
statement,
isequentiy
ed to the
stually its
1g that he
write it.
system of
as all the
tt, but he
air might
siders the
self, page
| after his
own line.
te origin,
ed.
- them on
equire the
he former
us habits.
2 scruples
ve might
a single

‘er, & pro-
minds are
ment, and
and inte-
:al names
seful, and
, that de-
aste, local
h a weak-
when not
servation,

. allowed to}say s0) which his Majesty lately distinguished with a baronetcy.

1838] | B Literary Netices.

howeverdthat with Sir Walter Scott, ‘a saint in crape was twice a saint n lawn’
] e '

and that he had a strong propensity to see more good‘ ualities in a duke, than in an
earl ; butj until we read this book, we had no just notjen of the real motive that la
at the ro;of all this subserviency. Afier the testimany that is profusely scatteres
through fhese volumes, after analyzing charaefer, and tracing motives |to M
se find it impossible not to believe, thata cold and caleulating worldly expe-
ajdisposition to advance his own fortunes, in short, a regular old-fashioned |

, was the cause of all.
emplify what we say, by’some proofs. While Scott was in his
man, he was noticed by the Princess of Wales. Now this unfortunate
ih a political sense, was a tool of the Whigs, and party could have had no
ith the poet. At that time, the lady was a paragon, and her husband an
ogre. A{a later day, the Prince Regent smiled on him, when the wife was leserted
for the hubband. ' Of the character of that husband, it is scarcely necessary ty
since it Whs marked by nearly all that was false, and rédeemed by nothing. |
a king, arfl that was all that could be said of him. As such, however, he had influence

influence:

enough tofmake baronets, officers in the army, clerks in the pr%;ic offices, and tp grant,
pensions’pn the privy purse. This was sufficient for Scott, whose love for this

monarcht 4 of whom, by the way, he had spoken with sufficient freedomy previ- |

fe give

ously —like that of Saul for Jonathan, was* passing the love of women.’
a letter t

specimen pf Scott’s management with this prince :
“My De
I

be most ugworthy of being mentioned to his Majesty, were it not that as his Maje
has distinfuished me by eFe

R S1r WitLiam,

to
tion farth

to yor suitably the mark of honor which his Majesty has conferred on me. | -

irfto futurity : but these would be of little consequence, were I not satisfied,

as I have gvery reason to be, with the good sense and amiable qualities of my| future i

daughter, nd my son pleased with her person and accomplishments.
*“1 can bnly add to these uninteresting details, that my son’s bride is named
Jobson of Lock, which she soon exchanges for the more chivalrous name (if I

those who Inay succeed to that honor may always remember by whom it wasconferred,
and be readly to serve their sovereign by word, and pen, and sword, when wanted .
‘“Pray quppress this letter, if the communication be assuming too much updn his
Majesty’s gncouraging goodness. I am sure the intelligence wiﬁ be gratifying lio you
Personallyfeven if it is not proper to carry it elsewhere. ’ @ | :
I have the honor to be, 1

Dear Sir William, . 1

Your most faithful, 1

o " and obedient servant,
Edinbufgh, 215t Jan., 1825. ‘ Wavter Scory.”

“ Perhaph I ought to add, that my son, who is warmly attached to his profession, is to
g y !

continue infthe army, and the young lady, though brought up in the character pf an
only child, has taken up the old ditty, )

‘ Mount and go,—mount and make ready,— ‘
Mount and go, and he a soldier’s lady." |

So they sef off to join the fifteenth hussars in Ireland, so soon as circumstanceT will
permit.’ ;

A more Yhining and pitiful letter than this, was never written by a gentlemdn, or "

a man of t§lents. It is almost abject, and the medium through which it was jsent,
was as objdctionable, as its motive was obvious. This Sir William Knighton was
the confide§t of George IV., and was employed in his private agencies. re-

at has lately appeared in the Memoirs of ‘Sir William Knightdn, as a |

circumstance to mention which concerns myself only, and therefore; wonld

) vating my rank in society, 1 conceive his goodness will be |!
gratified by knowing that the approaching marriage of my eldest son to a very dmiable |
young lady, with a considerable fortune, promises to enable those who may follow me, | -

Re lally”s independent fortune is so far very valuable to me, that it permits my sen |
arry Hefore my death, and gives me permission, if it please God, to look a genera-
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member that, inf 1828, a report prevailed, in the high circles of London, that he was sonal 1
in Germany, nggociating an establishment for an illegitimate child of the king, by Dunda
- a married wompn. +In short, he has the reputation, and wé doubt not justly, of doing manag
all such offices|for his master, and’great injustice has bden done that master, if the in disc
money used wg¢s always honestly obtained. Kings are seldom safe factors, and admiss
George 1V.did|not escape severe imputations of this nature. The motive of Scott’s with h

letter |5 to be found in the pos(scrnpt His son was about to be married, and promo- and th
tion w3 desirpble, on the occasion. This promouon was actually obtained, and bought
Sir Walter werit on to use his ‘ word and pen,’ if not ¢ his sword,’ in behalf.of those - answer
whom he thought it was a pity * could not be Jecent, if not correct and moral.’ So . terestec
profound did Bcott’s deference for his sovereign become, that, in mare than one book, a
"instance, he acthally affirms, in these volumes, that he was king de jure, in defiance of ~ motive:
the claims of thedescendants of Charles I, and through females,(let this be remem- that th
bered,) of whom some twenty or thirty stood before- hith, according te those laws, * remind
by which the right de jure could alonc be transmitted. S\cott was a genealogist, and We

must have known this fact, and even Mr. Liockhart looks upon his declaration, as a country
smgular proof ¢f a delusion growmg out of his loyally ! Let us apply a very simple more p:

testto this sen{iment. an asce
According t the laws of the British empire, females take the crown; according in Ame

to the laws of 1ansh|p: a.male is the héad of a clan, the system being patnarchal ment ;

Now Scott shows his loyalty to’ George IV., who was king de facto, and .not king ”  home, t

‘ de jure ; and hip homage to the Duke of Buccleuch as his chieftain, who was precisely great
in the same prpdicament, although the principles under which the incumbents held, Mr. ]

were exactly different in the two cases. In other words, Scott was trueto the instinct jscrs

of his own intgrests, by showing loyalty to a sovereign, whose right is derived from a certai

a revolution, gnd arbitrary political enactments, to the prejudice of female rights; ' grapher

and homage td a chief. who derived ajl the:rfght he had, through females, though the ane
females cannot|carry chieftainship! To be mlork explicit : George I'V. was king of alter
England de faglo, while the Duchess of Modena, (we believe the right is in her,) is ten th
Queen of England de jure, and the Duke of Buccleuch was head of the clan Scott - an amie

de facto, whild Mr. Lockhart himself tells us that Liord Napier is the head de jure.* whom ¢

Scott, in both {nstances, sticks closely to the fact, leaving sentiment and right{o take . attempt

care of themselyes ; the Duke of Buccleuch holding through females, who cannot carry to let S

i, chieftainship, f we understand the laws of the clans, on the one hand, and George moment
i IV, in the teeth of the old law, holding to the prejudice of females, who, according of the f:
;{ to the law of England, could inherit the crown. Thus we see, that Scott is always i Me. 1
trueto actual power, and just as far as possible from displaying that hxgh-toned ‘ gallant

feeling in favor of hereditary right, that Mr. Lockbhart claims for him. , . he was

The reader inay better tindetstand our distinction, when heis told, that in the.male . j in the cc

line,.the Duke of Buccleuch are descended from a bastard son of Charles II., by' o o have"

Mpos. Crofts, the unfortunate Duke of Monmouth, and that they got their titles and SoE ‘"plzogrgss
"estates through an heiress of the house of Buccleuch. What renders this sentiment- : ? E and othe

“of Mr. Lockhdrt still more questionable, is the use-to whichScott puts his homage. L uninstru

° From the king he obtains varieus important favors, by means of letters like that ;}f rial mat
written to Sir [William Knighton, and the duke he styles the ‘ architect of tus hu.le’ - Wep
fortunes,’ Septiment would avoid, instead of seeking, sucl\ favors. % ~  traits in

We desired jthe reader to note the admission of Scott, that Lord Melville had not . from his

favored him og account of his literary claims, but for what he chooses to term per- his biog

: : , : . depth of

* Mr. Lockliar{ may not use these words, but ho says, t that he ll;lllkl Lord Napier, who had also Daniel,

changed his namp for a fortyne, is the male bead of the house of Scott. sent to t
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sonal regard. Abstract personal regard was one of rhe last things for whigh |
Dundas vould become the ‘ architect’ of any man’s! ‘little fortune.” He Wwas Pitt
managerjfor Scotland, and he hasthe reputation of hhvmg employed more cprruptio:
in dischgrging that trust, than any man of modern times. Now we deem Scott/y
adiission as confirmatory of an accusation of the Seottish Whigs, who charge hi
with having been, in secret, one of the most ruthless pohucal writers of theiricountry |
and thisjalways, let it be remembered, in behalf of those whom he thinks might b,
bought With the gold of Napoleon' Although the ehdence in thig case is ot asun

1838.]

pugh their connection with the conduct of great men, instead of Yiewing"
through their connection with acts and principles.
khart’s book — though apart from its mystifications, and its obtuseness in :
moral concern, it is sufficiently manly as a whole — is not entirely *vxthout
a certain gort of puenhfy, that is only too common with the sentimental school of bio-
graphers, put from whioh he ought to have been free. Of this class of portraying, xsu
the anecdte. he relates, how Lady Scott got up new chiniz curtains, how Sir
W dif not discoverthe imiprovement, and how he complimented his wifels taste, i
the act was pointed out to him! If this story is told by way of showin& what
an ammb person Scott was, it is absurd, as probably there is not the man liying, to |
whor sorje such incidents have not occurred. Itis in singular contradiction to this

great men
Mr. Lo

mat of]

to let Scotfintothe secret of the falling off in the sales of his novels, and this mo, at a
moment wiier jt was of the last i 1mportance to his interests that he should be agpnzed

L

and others ust commerrced We mention these mﬁes,‘aa tbey tend to m;sleTg_],be v

uninstructdd, and as blemijshes in'a work that might well’ depend. on its more{mate
rial matter had that matter been fanrly oﬂ'ered to ;fle wdrld *

' ‘hart,also assumcs, that it was a thing altogether without preced t,, the
hnner,’ as he terms it,'in which Scott set about writing a new book,ibefore |
are of thewrecepuon of the last. Perhaps there is nothmg more co‘mmon 28

. attempt atpxtradrdinary amiability, moreover, that- Mr. Lockhart tells us, no one dared |

i

. 45
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lantynes, who

the sindividual m his employnent i some occasion, Dahiel
ent of courage, when Scott dropped him entirely, carrying hi% ~
grave, for he even refused to attend his I(uneratl Mr. Lockhart, as
ink that someé very heroic quality lay”at|the bottom of this eonduct.
the dark asto the brother’s original mlscdnduct’ we can say nothing
tt took in the outset; quite likely it was right; but the pretension
o brave himself, that' cowardice was «#dious to him, is in the last

X2

fnost thoroughly lion-hearted man we ever kpew, rebuked his officers
inot allow the seamen to ‘ duck,’ when they first wentinto fire. It
le to rea(hhisacmnt without seeing nhat Seott was more hurt by

e for virtue. The best part of the aﬁ'alr is, that Sir Walter Scott
afterward, of the course he had taken.. Still the transactjon must
the catalogue of his deeds, else might 'a tardy repentance makea
fa very corrupt life.
has not very distinctly told the story of Scott’s eﬁ'orts to pay his
probaBly done more than any thing c}lse to give the great man a
aracter with the world, though he has given us nearly all the facts
to' make up an opinion for ourselves. As much deception has
this matter, we will consider it regularly, though briefly.
tt early became a sleeping partner in the establishment of the Bal-
ere f)rimers, publishers, and, we believe, stationers. In the course

L

of time, this hoftse became involved with that of Constable, and the failure of the latter

brought down
two firms, that

allantyne and Scott. W hat was the precise connection between the

()
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as a make-we

rendezed the lattér liable for so large an amount of debt, is not known.
has been censured, blindly, for having entered into such a conneec-
as been as blindly commended for the manner in which he devoted
tinguishment of debts that, personally, he never contracted. The
probably it does, decide right, in the end, in all those cases in which
he truth ; but truth is the most difficult thing for man to reach, and it
exceed the fact, if we were to add, that he never finds it, without
en there are any interested in concealipg it.

on of a printer and publisher is, per se\an honest occupation; and it
itable to Scott to have embarked in such an enterprise, than to have
joney in nine-tenths of the speculations, fn which the noble and quasi
doengage. There was nothing improger in the pursuit; and Walter
ich more creditably ma/k\( e o hundred pounds by employing workmen
in writing false reviews for the Quarterly. We dismiss this part of
f) as unworthy of serious comment, and turn to its more important

l
;v, eldest son married, the father settied on him the estate of Abbotsford
ht against the lands of Lock. Now, Scott was bound to ascertain

how far Abbot ford was his, in law and in honor, before he took any step of this

magnitude,
creditor had a|
it should be k
erred, though
teral conduct,
sion, instead

he owed money, or was indirectly liable for debts of any sort, the
lght to insist he should not put his property out of his hands, but that
t in a situation to meet his liabilities. In this particular, then, Scott
ere is no reason to suppose that heerred wilfully, since all his colla-
nd all the divulged facts, go to show, that his sin was a sin of omis-
' being one of commission, In short, he was ignorant of his true situ-

i
i
i
i

The truly brave have the most consideration for the infirmities of -
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] errated lus prospycuve recexpts and probably had not the smallest|inten:
ini en he made the settlement If the nature of the

fve had it i in our power to say, that the settl«{ment undér the circu m
bsplutely proper. ‘But M. Lockhart,while hetells us so much, tells nothing ve
)y that involves the real ¢hatacter of Ecott HL writes like aman w
ifuity,in all such cases. He makes, however, one sensible and fair ark,
that Scott, had he contemplated fraud might have called in all the old securiti

ponslbl for their demands but Mr. Lockhart tells us \that they soon became|sensib:
that the property, for the moment at least wasbeyond thelr reach. It is therefore poa

d children by that marriage. The twelve yearsithat have succeeded, have co; |

8 in possession of those that are less techuical. At the period- vqhen t
es failed, three out of four of Sir Walter Scott’s children were, in a meas

Lady Scott soon after died, and there remained only Sir W;Tter,
Anne, and himself, to support. To do this, Sir Walter had an!o
near eight thousand dollars a year. How much, or how little, or wheth

inkd the appearance and manner of living of a gentleman, after his faxlureq

of most bankrupts. In his circumstances, with Abbotsford so peculiarly plac \, so far¥
from its Yeing an extraordinary act that he should atteimptto pay his debts, it would
have bee§ extraordinary had he not attempted it. 4
Althouh the creditors of Ballantyne and Co. might not have an immediatg claim
on Abbogsford, there was always a probability that mey would have an etentual
claim on Fhat estate; a fact that, of itsclf, puts a very different complexionjon the
whole atfhir ; sinee Sir Walter Scott, devoting himself to hopeless toil, from a senti-
ment of

the benefi} of his posterity, present very different pictures to the world. !
s still another point of view, in which truth requires that we should fegard
The debts were enormous, and eonsidered in reference to the pen as &
payment, they strike the imagination with unusual force ; but nothirg can
than the fact, that Scott, with his great talents, and unprecedented popu-
Id discharge an enormous debt more readily with his pen, than rAany a
ged in pursuits in connection with which we are more accustomed tq deem

of no great importance. It is plain, his devotion ought to be alt(;fether

e doubt which theﬁ arose, the present Sir Walter Scott being still ch ldless.

We know, however, from personal observation, that Sir Waltﬁr Scott
Abbotsfobd was his residence, and when in London and Paris, he kept his own card

riage, nefer using hackney-coaches, etc. All this we presume he did out of his sala
ries. Thise salaries, then, put Sir Walter Scott ina very different situation frem thaty’

frobity, and Sir Walter Scott, virtually working to pay off a mortgage for }:

dlby hismeans; and the man who could comniand some forty or fiftyi thou- '
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stances. of great aLcount. These circumstances détract frpm his devotion, precisely hyste:
as they do cred to his talents. plain
But wearen 3 t a loss to know how Scott regarded his means, since he has spoken heart,
frankly of the 3mspects under which he devoted himself to the task of paying his dnties
debts, in a lett¢r to Mr. Morrit, page 483, vol. 1., where he says: ‘I have obtained when
an arrangement qf payment, convenient for every body concerned, and easy for my- away.
self” 'We havel tbuched on this point, as great injustice is done to others, laboring obeyec
under similar difficulties, by the senseless hurrahs of the world. Notwithstanding burgh.
the manner in which the public has been dazzled by the grand scale on which Scott results
conducted his liferary operations, it is probable that a huhdred cases have occurred, Jother 4
in our own timds} in which writers have shown greater devotion to their duties, suf- she wa
fering and toilig in unobtrusive silence. All the merit, of an exclusive nature, that unnatu
can be claimed for Scott, in this transaction, is that of possessing the rare qualities to of king
command such fast sums by his pen ; but this touches his talents, rather than his few ho
principles. i hot go
‘We shall bardly allude to the Dxary Asa literary composition, it has rare beauties Aga
and egregious fjidlts. In the way of morals, it is more exceptionable. This, too, is the pr
another instancy tm which the world suffers itself to be mystified by appearances. anguis
Most persons r ad a dlary as they would ponder over the parting sentiments of a catch h
dying man, whb as all’its records are as much made under the influence of the pas- speaks
sions, errors, and|impulses, of this statc of being, as any other species of composition. sort wr
‘When, as in tU's case, there is a perfect convxcuon that what is written will are we
certainly be pu ished, it almost amounts to fraud, since the air of confidential com- We be,
munications with one’s self, is a sheer deception. We confess we were shocked dg ¢
with the avowallithat Scott makes, where he tells us, and under such circumstances, to¥equ
, too, that he had; worn never to erase a syllable that he had written in this diary ! If (ti;?nll:);\
i his declarationWas sincere, it discovers a want of feeling, since every man ought detail
to stand ready t# correct his errors, and the diary is not sufficiently exempt from .
i unjust comments|on others, to be beyond this reproach; and if not sincere, it was a Ws0 b
. fraudulent par ‘ ¢ of an unmeaning frankness before the reader. Thisdiary, too, was ﬁlmz ‘
_ 3 conceived in pd rility, and in imitation, cven to the affectation of the ‘ Gurnal,’ the tiv: sef]
b whole being m ifestly taken from Byron’s manly and quaint, though not faultless, claims
i record of the same nature. None but a strictly conscientious man, to say nothing of %0 ofte,n
B other qualities,; %hould ever leave a diary for publication. any ult
i There are maty facts illustrative of Scott’s true character, that remain to be exa- pe!}"vade
i mined, but for lack of room, we shall allude to only ond¢ more. It appears, by the desien
%‘f Dxary, that Laﬂty Scott had been gradually wasting away for two years. Scott tells still-am'u
i us that he had foreseen the result for that length of time. On the eleventh of May, dashed
g he leaves Abboﬂsford for Edinburgh, with a perfect congciousness of the danger of any mo
i his wife; his daughter Anne promising to send him donstant information of her were se
o . mother’s state of health. The record in the Diary, on taking leave, is bad; being introdus
i words, as substitutes for feelings and duty. He complams itis true, of the necesszty The
% of leaving his {vxfe at such a moment; but we nowhcrc learn what that necessity the healﬁ
i was. Important, all-important, as this reason is, in mpkmg up an estimate of the sentimer
9 heart and real éharacter of his subject, Mr. Lockhart ddes not add a word of expla- Wesee
& - nation to what ;l.é said in the Diary. Scott complains a lhtle in measured language, rem:eli '
& of the hardshlp’pof being compelled to quit the bedside of his wife, but the record is Ed e:v ‘
so forced as to Wear the appearance of an apology. He goes to Edinburgh, where a pgoet °
o he remains unuTthe 15th, when he gets the news of Lady Scott’s death. The Diary and Mr‘
?E tells us that she had been much worsc for the last two days. As soon as he heard of talism s;
i

the death of his| wife, Scott rcturns to Abbotsford, where he finds his daughter in Still he-
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Now how is this apparent desertion of the death-bed of a wife

hysteric ;

plainedft] Isall we have heard of his domestic qualities, and of his
heart, a|deception, or has this extraordinary abandonment of one of the
duties b

left unexplained, by inadvertency ? We have met with various &
when al ave asked for an explanation. Some think duty in court call

. o court would be so exacting, and a right-féeling man would ot have;i
obeyed ijlgmandate, if it had. Others believe his sensibilities drove him to Edine{;
burgh. |[We have no faith in those natural feelings that do not producel natural {!
results; jghd, moreover, the Diary itself contradicts this, as its author alluded to some
other neg
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and opposed to her pledge. Perhaps she remained sitent.
| domestic feelings,iconscious of the danger, remain in ignorance,

tljourney of a dying wife? If intelligence did not come to him,
gr the intelligence 1

Again i[The Diary professes to record Scott’s feelings on his return.  Would not v
the prevafing emotion of an affectionate husband, under such circumstances, be .

catch her Igst gleam of intelligence and love, to hear her last sigh? - Sir Walter Seott
speaks of | pinched features,’'and ¢ symmetrical limbs,’ but there is no re
sort we hgve named, in the Diary. If he did not feel this regret, this anguis]
are we tosghink of the man? If he did feel it, what are we to think of the
‘We beg th} reader to turn to this portion of the work, and to_examine it for

to re

ded by thelcharacter and limits of a monthly magazine. On the whole, we |do not

!
re gny thing but an elaborate criticism, from attempting which we are preclu- | !
i

think Mr.

details. Pprhaps no two men would entirely coincide in their estimates of thei works |
of gowerful and voluminous an author. There are, notwithstanding, one pr two |
points congected with this branch of the subject, on which we differ toto ce

Mr. Lockbart. He claims for Scott a high character as a moral writer.
tive sense, §

p from 1
X In a nega-
ir Walter Scott is sufficiently correct; but affirmatively, it strikes {us his
claims, in his respect, are of very little moment. We scarcely know a writar who
so often linfited his object to a pleasing exhibition of manners and customs, w’ﬁthout
any ulteriof moral aim, as Scott. "Even his besetting weakness, deference for lower,
pervades hig works, rather as a reflection of his habits of mind, than as a mafter of
design. HJssole object wasto direct the imagination of the reader, or perhaps it were
still truer tofsay, that he'gav¢dent to the workings of hisown fertile imagination, and
dashed on faper the passing images of his teeming brain, without other thought of
any moral gonsequences, than a proper care not to offend. His incidental reflections

were seldoth profound or original, though, like all he did, they were a
introduced, Jvith tact.

The pret

the healthfu] class of novels that have succeeded, and indeed eradicated, the dickly -
sentimentalfsm of the old school, is so extravagant as almost to amount to audacity.

nts, to 4 -

Wﬂ:v said nothing of Scott asa writer. The subject has been too often discussed, 1 |

ockhart overrates Scott's powers, though we might differ from him! in the !

greeable, and |

‘Wesee in iffthe cool assertion of the hireling reviewer, rather than the well-wejghed
remark of the historian and biographer. To say nothing of twenty others, iss
Edgeworth §lone had supplanted the sentimentalists, before Scott was known, even as
a poet. THis whole school, which includes Mrs. Opie, Mrs. More, Miss A stin,

and Mrs. Bunton, not to say Madame D’Arblay, was quite as free from sentimen- - :

talism as Sfott, and, because less heroic, perhaps more true to every-day mi_tute.

Still he was vastly their superior, for he raised the novel, as near as might be, ?) the

|
|
i
sion of Mr. Lockhart, that to Sir Walter Scott isthe world indebt!pd for s
1
|
4




i
§
0

, K
| |
i

364 Literary Notices. w [October,

dignity of thce 1lc Neither was Scott the head of his own particular heroic school,

except in talents) ! The Scottish Chicfs alone, to say nothxhﬂ of others, was a work of
hisown country,I g)ass and peculiar subject, differing from h Waverly merely in power.
We have knowr! 'persons, however, so much bewitched with this transcendant power,
as to fancy that &}cot‘ wrote the first novel the world ever saw ; and to this day, very
many persons stippose he was the introducer of the custom of placmv mottoes at the
heads of chnpteﬂ ‘All this proves the great influence of hxs pen, no doubt, but it also
proves the delusipns to which it gave birth.

T he greatest jpeculiarity of Scott, as a writer, was mc&’ in throwing a high degree
of grace aroundjall he did. He has been surpassed in invention, in power, and in
vividness of defeription; in nice delineations of character even, though rarely; but
he has never befin equalled in this faculty. In many cases in which he has failed in
his conceptions|jhe has redeemed himself by the gr'lcefdl manner in which he has
presented his fajlacies. He had a just estimate of men, more especially in their vices
and weaknessest and thus we find, that while most of H\s loftier characters are the
heroes of tradition, his representatives of vice are inventipns, that betray an intimate
knowledge of the corrupt workings of the human heart. | The faculty we have men-
tioned, not onlyipervaded the writinzs of Scott,but it strikes us that it pervaded the
entire character|¢f thesgan. It was, in truth, the art of seemliness, of vraisemblance
in delineation, Af appearances in practice; and its eﬁ'ec(t in the latter case, was to
render that pled ing to the senses, which was in truth obnéxious to the censures of the
right-minded and just. Even the very letters that we have quoted in this article,
possess this chj. m of manner, and some of them will require more than one reading,

‘to enable the orffinary observer to detect all their innate want of principle.

To the peculidrity named, however, Scott added high powers of the imagination,
though they wé e subordinate rather than inventive, rdquiring to be quickened by
associations, anfl depending as much on memory, as oh any other faculty of the
mind. Throwi purely on his own naked resources, unnided by legend and tradi-
tions, and reJd ng, and the poetical habits of a poeueai country, Scott would have
had mm’\y su')e} iors ; and thus it is that we find him more disposed to embellish than
to create. The fitness of his particular excellence for his particular style of writing,
has induced mahy to give him credit for more general powers than he possessed ; but
Scott was prob; bly conscious that his forte lay in this indirect copying. W hatever
he could see, or |read of, he could portray with an ability that bafled competition;
and although hilnecessarily often misconceived his origineps,he threw so much seeming
reality around his pictures, that even those who ought to have known better, were
frequently puzzled todistinguishbetween the true and the falsc. This faculty of crea-
ting a vraisembjunce, is next to that of a high invention, in a novelist; and as it was

sustained in S¢ott by the-additional, or perhaps it were hetter to say the subsidiary,
powers of th¢ humorous, the dramatic, the pathetic, and the eloquent, the united
qualities put hig at once at the head of his class.

The persona] character of Scott, as is only too often the case, strikes us as having
been a union of good and bad qualities.  'We do not know that there is proof to
establish any ithing unusual, either for or against hira, in this respect; for if his
virtues were those that are generally found in men of his social condition, his failings
were sufficiently common. The effort which hasbeen made to set him up as a model
character, is apundantly absurd; and to make it in the face of thisbook, is presuming
too much on the ignorance and compliance of mankind ; for while the biography has
‘been followed By the usual unmeaning adulation of the periodicals, a quiet sentiment
has been working adversely among the observing and the discreet, ever since Mr.
Lockhart’§ bdc;k appeared. There are no apparent reasons to doubt Scott’s courage,
his liberality, } is philanthropy, in the ordinary meaning of the term, his probity in
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mystificaton, and a belief that the biographer’s notions of what high moral qualities
are, are ndither very settled nor very accurate. Scott was a man of a centpry, as °

respectsitafents; one of the mass, as regards motives and principles. He hade keen
relish for tRe humorous, and, placed beyond the necessity, imaginary or real, of artifice,
he would thost probably have been a hearty, convivial, and winning companion. The

disp '»‘o to conviviality, indeed, was strong within. him, and probably, under the

influéfieg Pf Scottish habits, it contributed to the breaking up of his constjtution.

Followingj early the bias he had taken toward advancement, however, nature was 1
soon suppjanted by factitious expedients, and it was only on occasions, o when |
youthful associates, that he showed himself in the true colors of his

earty character. Circumstances soon made him .an actor, (he telly us

even thejpecise time, where he alludes to his introduction into the society of his supe-

riors,) add possessing a native aptitude to seemliness, he succeeded in making his act-
ing pass) fof nature, with those who had not the opportunities for comparison, t‘ﬁr wha
were deficignt in observation. His ambition led him to aspireto a place among thie cold,
artiﬁciulta istocracy of England; and, jealous of his own original position, he{-never
acquired] tHeir ease,while he did assume a large portion of their marble-like mannerism.
Still, thef i pulses of the natural man would sometimes break down these resrltaints,
and glimpdes of his conscious superiority were had through the veil of convéntion.
But, on thq whole, he was an actor in general society, to a degree even exceeding the
s of the world. ‘W ithout this acquired desire to assimilate himself to a
caste, Scot§ might have been of simple manners; but with this disposition, hig sim-
plicity of dfportment was elaborately feigned, though, like all he chose to embellish,
so well feighed as to induce most observers to believe it true. W e question if it would
be easy to flnd another man who, in mixed society, so rarely expressed his true jsenti-
ments, or bptrayed his real emotions. It is unnecessary to sny, that there codld be
of character in all this. !
alter Scott not been so great aman in the esnmanon of the world, he
would havedbeen a much more estimable man, in a moral point of view ; and had he
orq estimable man, in a moral point of view, it is not probable he woul:l have
been so gire§t a man in the estimation of the worid; since his acting, in a megsure,
was necess: ry to secure an approbation khat is certain to depend on conﬂictingi‘prin--
ciples, Aslhe was ambitious of, so wds he careful to preserve, his personal popu-

larity, of which we have a striking prodf, in the studied kindnesses that for years
¢
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which hedid n
‘of a brother wi
and yet hedid
he was influen

think, and do that which hedid not desire. Hevisited the infirmities
relentless severity, and shut his eyes to the vices of a profligate king;
th so gracefully, asto cause Mr. Lockhart to think, that, in the one case
by a stern regard for the higher virtues, and in the other by a senti-

ment so venera 'le and lofty, as toclothe it in the garb of poetry! Although, in hisacts,
he was true to the instinct of his interests, he had the address so to conceal the motive,
that it became pxposed only when broughtto the tests of reason and principles. He
was not avari ﬁous, in the vulgar acceptation; his object being advancement on a
large scale, rather than pence; though the pretension of the extent of his secret chari-
contradiction, since that which was strictly private could not have
been known, and that which is negligently or coquettishly revealed, must take'its

ties involves

place among tL

less orthodox virtues. Every man of probity must regret, that one

gifted asScott,could sn,completely mistake the expedient for the right, the seeming for

the real, the fa
existence of pr
~ Until we re
rence for rank,
society in whic
and that when

se for the true.

Siill we must admit this was the fact, or deny the

ciples that are immutable.

this book, we have alrcady said, we believed that a profound defe-
weakness that resulted from education and the factitious state of
he had been educated, lay at the root of Scott’s principal infirmity,

he erred, it was a failing rather than a vice. But after reading this

book, we deem Jt impossible not to see, that his needle was true to the pole of interest,
er delusion than ohe of the most vulgar character had any influence
on him, howevgr excellently the motive might, at the passing moment, be concealed.
had the pride of talents; it is difficult to believe otherwise; but he

and that no ot

He may have
could not have|

matters touchi

, nobles — the hyymble follower of wealth and power, could not have possessed that lofty
sentiment, whith dignifies, though it may not justify, pride.

ad pride of character. The self-reviewer —the habitual mystifierin
ing his own interests — the flatterer of dissolute princes and vapid

~ melled by any ¢f those nice sensibilities that mark great characters, in a moral sense,
Scott well ungerstood the important difference, in the eyes of mankind, between

ming;' anl supported by the ficulty of representation that sustained
e, a species of dramatic morality, it is quite probable that, beside

deceiving Mr.|Lockhart — a matter of no great difficulty, we should think, from the
blundering mgnner in which this gentleman reveals his moral non sequiters — he

deceived even

the first, by many, who was the dupe of hisown artifices.
which his biographer has dilated with so much unction, pointed to self.
rated the head pf his clan, he got his endorsements on his notes; if he were so loyal
is knowled ze of history, he contrived to get baronetcies, commissions

in the army, apd places in the public offices, out of the mistake. A shrewd judge
- of human natuye, in its lower aspects, he resorted to his governing agency of seemli-
and endeavored to maintain his assumed character with posterity, by
designating a piographer qualified by profession, practice, devotion to a bad cause,

as to obscure

ness to the last

imself. Admitting this to have been true, he would not have been
All Scott’s sentiment, on
Ifhe vene-

and we apprel’r.nd by nature, to ‘ make the worse appear the better reason.’

In a word, untram-
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