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416 , REVIEWERS REVIEWED: .

this part of thefe ontlines of the pbilofopby of bistory, * without being able to
fay, that he is a happier and a better man.” Much of human goodnefs, and
almoft the whole of human happinefs, confift in being content with the
flate in -which Providence has placed each individusl; and he, who reflets
that the author of this nonfenfe was fuperintendant of the ‘clergy of a
Proteftant flate, efteemed and careffed at the court of his Sovereign, moft
have a head and heart fingularly formed, if he feel not a glow of gratitude
more than ufually warm to that Providence which hath placed bim in the
Britith empire, and in the bofum of the Church of England.

(To be continsed. )

s B TO THE EDITOR.
IR, . *
-YOU have lately opened firong, well appointed, and well ferved bat-
teries againft a fertrefs that Jacobinifm has recently conftructed, and
given to it the name of the Edinburgh Review. The direlors of that
work by no means acknowledge that it is devoted to the fervice of Jaca-
binifim ;" no, that would not af gresent anfwer the purpofe; they muft not, if
they would be read, fpeak in the open ftyle of their friend Paine, or the
Analytical Review. The democratic and diffenting tribe now make bigh
pretenfions to loyalty, and under that mafk can more fecurely attack its
real friends and fupporters. From the profeffions of the Edinburgh Re-
viewers, and alfo“gom my thorough knowledge, that all the able literary
men of the Scottith metropolis are warm friends to the King and Conftitu-
tion, I entertained hopes it might add to the number of valuable works.
But in the very firft number I obferved many firong objedions, which I
fhall not particularize, as the work is in your ‘much abler hands. Indeed
had Iread no other part of the Edinburgh Review than the article in
number three on the account of the Egyptian expedition, I fhould have

“been perfe@ly fatiefied concerning its fpirit and wifhes, The great obje@

of the criticifm is to fupport Reynier’s account, which, with fuch grofs and
jmpudent falthood, denies all military merit to the troops of his Britannic
Majetty. I could not, and mever can think, that the Edinburgh Reviewers,
tarnishing to the wimest of their power the atchicvéments of British heroifm,
are really the wotaries of lyalty and patriotism. They are not fatisfied with
reviling the foldiers who were employed in that expedition, but the
calumny extended, and flill extends to all Britith foldiers. The reviewey,
in the face of our vi@ories, and the complete atchievement of our purpofe,
affumes that we did not effe@ our obje&, and in his candour pretends te
apologize for the failure. ““ The Englith expedition (he fays) was oppofed
to their immortals, to tro:gs covered with trophies and fcars, who in every
new climate had breathed the fame courage—who had triumphed alike over
the tadtics of Europe, and the furious crowds of the Eaft. e were upon
anelement not natural to us; unfkilful, becaufe we were without expe~
rience ; and unexperienced, becaufe we had no opportunity of improve~
ment. The whole bent of our genius, our refources, and our prde; is
turned to another fpecies of glory. In that war we were, and in every war,
we are, not foldiers-but difembarked mariners, dragged out of our thips to
effed a particular objets dowbiful creatures, hardly sure.of onr feet, and gxposed
t0 all the incomvenience of amphibions aukwardness.”” Such is the language that
this Edinburgh Review dares to ufe refpecting the heroes that fought under
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Abercrombie and the whole Britith army. To adduce inftances to prove
that Britith foldiers ure not fuch doubtiul, helplefs, and awkward creatures
as this slauderer repretents them, would be merely to repeat the moft firikin
and (plendid fadls that are recorded in military hiftory. Wil our galhn{
army fuffer fuch calumny ? Will the friends of the Britith army fuffer their
valiant defenders to be fo ignominioufly branded? The reviewing calum-
piator well delerves that ewry offcer in the service should join in repro-
bating a preduction which kas ‘traduced the whole military body. 1 thould
not, indeed, have been furpiized if a motion kad been made in the vorious regi=

ments that wone belonging to them should countenance the EDINBURGH REVIEW

WHICH DEF 1MES THE ARMY. Other loyal and patriotic Britons would
readily join in proscribing the Edinbu:gh Review as a vehicle of such falie and ma-
Jignant abuse against the troghs of their cauntry ; and if thefe critics had the
- fcope of their criticilm properly expofed, I have that opinion of the difcris
miuation, principles, and fentiments of the bulk of our countrymen, that I

am cenvinced the Edinburgh Review would foon follow the fate of th§ i

Analytical, and other productions which were adverfe to their country;
and, I truft, that as one of the firlt glories of the Anti-Jacobin Review was
to filence the Amalytical, it will b equally fuccefsful in fiiencing the Edin-
. burgh, which croais the fame tune, though in a different-key. No part
-of his Majefty's fi ub{_eﬂ« can be more loya! and pdtriotic than the great ma.
Jority of the city of Edinburgh, and none, if the cafe were properly im-~
refled upon them, would more readily join in difcountenancing fuch ca-
umny than the moft refpectable citizens and bodies of this metropolis.
Thele all admire your Anti-Jacobin—1I truft from it they will receive a full
expofure of a publication which will certainly ceafe to be current as foon
as its fcope and tendency are pointed out.

As the object of the Edinburgh Review is the depreciation of whatever
tends to clevate, or fo smpport omr coumtry, a natural and obyious branch
of their plan is, to vility every writer who fupports conftitutional loyalty,
patriotifm, and order. The mode of execution it varies, but moft frequently
pflumes the appearance of friendly coincidence. The kind of warfare,
however, that it employs againft the friends of their king and country, in re-
viewing their works, I (hall, for the prefent, content myfelf with illuftrating
in one inflance~The :eview of a poem entitled, ** The Defence of Order.”

In the firft paragraph, the critic exprefles his fatisfation with the polie
tical principles of the poem. This furprized me exceedingly, for the evi-
dent ipite and maiignity which runs through the whole of his ironical at.
tempt, gives him all the appearance of one who is fore befet in an argu}
ment on politics, and who takes refuge in miitatement, mifquotation, and
falthood. I cannot belp thinking, therefore, that there may be fome small
difference in political opinion between the poem and the critic; but ad~
mitting that there is none, and that the paffions of the, latter have been
irritated only by the lame execution of the former, and by his terror, left
fome unworthy foot hould trefpafs on that Parnaflus, of which he has named
him(elf the guardian, let us try to weigh the merit of his animadverfion.
His next paragraph implies that the language of the poem is ungrammas
tical; but, in his heat and agitation, he forgets to cite any examples, which
certainly does not add to the credibility of fut¢h an affertion. He fubjoins
" @ lift of obfcure paffages; and although thefe chiefly confift of detached

; rts of a train of thought, which, like half fentences, might be made to
#ppeay abyndantly nonfentical, 1 ow; l f:lt no fuch labour as the critic
¢ foems
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Jeems to have fuffered, in catching the author’s meaning. Of the pa?;gs.
- quoted ag ludicrous, but at which I never thought ef’ lnughfn%, till dire®@ed
by the critic to do fo, I found only ene materiaily objetionable. Unfortu-
nately, however, for the candour and the credit of th.s Review, it does not
-exift in the poem, and yet my edition is the fame with that which is fpeci-
fied as under examination. But this is not only the pious fraud into which
the indignation of the critic has betrayed him. He fays Lord Nelfon is
compared to a fmall crofs. ' This is falle. He fays Lieutenant Price is com-
Fnred to a bomb. This is falfe. He fays (if any meaning can be extrafted
tom the obfcurity of his wit,) that the conduét of Lord Duncan, at Cam-
erdown; is'compared with that of Leonidas at Thermopyle. ' This too is
lfe. With equal contempt of truth, he fays, that the perfon to whom the
em is dedicated, is reprefented as relieving the poo of the parisk, inftead
of the pzgtlc of a counrry, thus unfairly trying to reduce a very fplendid to a
yery ordinary ad of maunificence. He fays, further, that the'authot thinks
himfelf dealing oit immortality ;- an inference which his fingular logic pro-
bably drew from the following lines, A

¢« Yet far from him the rafh abortive aim,
~ In dying verfe to embalm a deathlefs name :
His to folicit, not confer reward,
Since here the mule may exalt the bard ;
And he, hy chufing an immortal theme,
. His perifhable firain awhile redeem.”

Thus, in feven pages, we have fix deliberate falthoods ; and are thefe the
critics to whom the public truft for a faithful account of new produftions?
The Reviewer next complains that the anthor has praifed oblcure charac~
ters, becaufe living in his own neighbourhood (Perthtire). How the
captor of Malta, and the vi€lor of Camperdown. are to be included in the
clafs of obscure men, it is fur the fagacity of the critic to explain. 1If, ina

cem of {we thou@nd lines, and compofed, as it muft have been, durin
&e fhort period of our fugitive peace, there be no worfe rliymes than thofe
which the critic has quoted as the worft, it is certainly giving itno fmall

raife. An Edinbusgh Reviewer, I think, ought to know that * claim*
Formsa perfec rhyme with ¢« Graham,” unlefs he chufes to affert that g
Scotch name fhould not be pronounced as it is ™ Scotland. Qn the whole, it
appears, that though entertaining the same political sentiments with the author, he
was as willing to do the poem all the mifchief in his peiver, as if this had
not beerr the cafe; but, finding a fair examination of it not favourable te
bris views, he was driven to milreprefentation, and.to that fpecies‘of irony
which is a teftimony of dilpofition, not of talents; which 4 too eafy for
genius, ‘and too mean -for generofity to employ; but into which human
tvcaknels, particularly when feconded by concealment, is too apt to fall.
I have heard this poem praifed by men as good, and almoft as wife as the
critic himfelf, but the grealeft compliment it has yet received, js the anger
of the Edinburgh Reviewers, -

Such difengenuous and fraudulent artifices muft proceed from a defign of
mifreprefenting; and, as the attempted ftrictures, ferious and jocular, are
levelled, without exception, againft pallages' conducive to the juft praifes
of thie conflitution, apd the chicf champions of the -country, we may very
fairly conclude that it is this tendency which makes them' reprobate it by
the Edinburgh Review. If the critic merely withed to cenfure literary

R . - faults,
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Mults, he would not have fbifted, in expreflions forged by himfelf, to ferve
as a ground of cenfure againft the author. He would ot have fneered at
Lord Duncan, nor at the nobleman who, -by his liberal and judicious im-
portation of corn, faved not a fingle parith, but a-very populous country
from a famine. Such men as Lord Duncan, and the other eminent perfon
in queftion, deferve and enjoy the praifes of every well affe@ed man ac-
quainted with their condu@. But the hero of Camperdown, and every
other perfon eminerit for éfforts beneficial fo their country, ma naturally
exped the malignant hafred of the Edinburgh Reviewers, wha have, with
fuch grofs and impudent falthood, calnmniated the Britith army. Thefe,
however, are fubje@s on ‘which I merely touch; the complete expofure of
fuch dilloyal, unpatriotic, and difaffeéted malignity, 1, and many others,
anxioufly expe& from the Anti-Jacobin Reviewers. :

Iam, Sir,
- _ With‘great refped,
Kinloch, Perthshire. Your moft ebedient,
- Nov. 19, 1803. - And very humble fervant,
: : J. B,
MISCELLANEOQUS. -

Correfpondence between Lords Redsfdale and Fingal, with Reflefons on the
Principles, Views, and Conduél of the Irish Papifts, and fome firong and
important Falls in Dinflration theveof. i .

(Continued from P. 316.)
ADVERTISEMENT FROM THE AUTHOR, RS

I HOPE tbe Public will excufe my touching again on fome topics which

I difcuffed in my laft, as; on refle@ion, 1 am of opinion, that I.did

not expatiate on them with that energy and copionfne(s which their im«’

portance required. . ' :

The great outery raifed againft Lord Redefdale, for having flated, in
Jetters'to an individual, fome fe-i :us truths, which fhould be mad: known,,
to every loyal fubje& of the empi:e at this critical period, and the conceal-
ment of which, by any member of the government, muft be deemed cri-
minal. proves an alarming influence in the popith fa&ion, and an apathy
arifing from a depravation of moral and political principle, in the Pro-
teftant body, which thould awaken the vigilance, and animate the exer-
tions, of exvery friend :0 the Conflitution, in its defence. . ’

The reader may form fome idca of the great confidence which the Irith
Papifts have in the firength of their caufe, and that it maft ultimate'y pre-
vail, when I affure him, that they had the correfpondence of thole noble,
Lords printed in all the Englifh and Irith newfpapers, by which they have
been the heralds of their own difgrace; and that foon after its publica-
tion they were heard to boaf, inthe ftreets of Dublin, in the moft open
apd unequivocal manner, that they would occafion the recal of Lord Re- .
"defdale, which would be a.great triumph to their party, ..

-1 thall pow fhew the reader that Englith and Irith fate/men were not
afraid, at former periods, of fpcaking their fntiments freely of Popgr{},
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