


Jacobites in Aberdeen: Call for Papers

All members should have received with the annual
membership renewal mailing a Call for Papers for our
conference on ‘‘Jacobitism, Scotland and the Enlighten-
ment,”’ to be held at the University of Aberdeen, 29
July - 3 August 1995. As noted there, this conference
will mark both the 250th anniversary of the Forty-Five
and the quincentenary of King’s College, Aberdeen. It
will also mark the retirement of the Conference Co-
Director, Joan Pittock, Director of the Centre for Cul-
tural History at the Unijversity of Aberdeen, who has as-
sembled a distinguished group of individuals in
Aberdeen 1o organize the conference along with Co-
Director Michael Fry. The conference wilt feature spe-
cial musical entertainment, a walking tour of Old Aber-
deen, an excursion to a number of outstanding castles
and Jacobite houses in the Nortbeast, and much more.
Although the conference is still over a year away, more
than two dozen proposals have already been received.
We expect this to be a major event in the history of
Jacobite and Enlightenment studies.

Proposals for papers of 20-25 minutes will be wel-
comed on any topic relating to Jacobitism and the Scot-
tish Enlightenment, whether literary, historical, musi-
cal, philosophical, religious, economic, political,
military, or cultural. Proposals should include a title,
300-word abstract, and abbreviated (one-page) c.v.,
mailed or faxed to Joan Pittock, Director— Centre for
Cultural History, University of Aberdeen, Humanity
Manse, Old Aberdeen, UK; fax: 0224-272515; or
Michael Fry, c/o Richard Sher, Executive Sec-
retary— ECSSS, New Jersey Institute of Technology,
Newark, NJ 07102 USA,; fax: 201-565-0586. The offi-
cial deadline for proposais is 1 October 1994, but since
this conference is filling up very quickly we urge those
interested in presenting papers to submit their proposals
as soon as possible.

10th Anniversary Conference in France

It may be hard to believe, but ECSSS will be celeb-
rating its tenth amniversary in 1996, and what better
way to do so than by holding our conference in France?
For some years now Pierre Morére and his colleagnes
have maintained an active Scottish studies group at Un-
iversité Stendhal in Grenoble, with major conferences
and several published volumes of conference papers.
The first volume of a new series, called Etudes Ecos-
saises, appeared last year and included papers by
several ECSSS members. Participation in one of the
Grenoble conferences by our current vice-president,
Deidre Dawson of the French Department at Geor-
getown University, cemented the relationship between
our organizations. Now we are fixing the details for a
major collaborative conference under Pietre’s capable
direction, with Deidre as the conference coordinator for
ECSSS.
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The topic of the conference will be *‘Scotland and
France io the Enlightenment.’’ This rich subject has re-
ceived remarkably little scholarly attention, and we are
hopeful that the conference will stimulate further re-
search by uncovering new connections and opening up
new opportunities for study. Naturally, there will be
much interest in the exchange of ideas and personal re-
lationships among French philosophes and Scottish
literati. But we hope the conference will also provoke
new insights into economic, religious, political, and
other kinds of ties between the two poles of ‘‘the auld
alliance.”

The time of the conference has been set for the first
week of July 1996. Though the conference site has not
yet heen fixed, it will be either Grenoble or Paris.
Either way, this is going to be a very special event. A
Call for Papers will accompany next year's membership
renewal mailing. Watch for it!

ECSSS Studies in 18th-Century Scotland

The Society’s publication series continues to pro-
duce interesting and informative volumes of articles by
our members, often drawn from our increasingly
thematic conferences. The latest news concerns volumes
4 and 5, which will be published in 1994 and 1995, re-
spectively.

The Glasgow Enlightenment

After much delay, The Glasgow Enlightenment,
edited by Andrew Hook and Richard B. Sher, will be
published by Canongate Academic of Edinburgh in late
summer or early autumn of this year. This volume grew
out of our *“‘Glasgow and the Enlightenment’’ con-
ference at the Universily of Strathclyde in summer
1990, It has since gone through many changes and will
appear in considerably stronger form as a result. Among
other things, the book will include illustrations made
possible by a publication subsidy from the University of
Glasgow.

The Glasgow Enlightenment consists of twelve es-
says, plus an essay-length introduction by the editors on
““Glasgow and the Enlightenment.”” The majority of the
coniributions deal with academic culture, including
Roger L. Emerson on the (lasgow professoriate,
Thomas P. Miller on Francis Hutcheson and civic
humanism, Thomas I}. Kennedy on William Leech-
man’s pulpit eloquence, Ian Simpson Ross on Adam
Smith’s Glasgow years, Kathleen Holcomb on Thomas
Reid’s contributions to the Glasgow Literary Society,
Paul Wood on John Anderson as a man of science, and
John W. Cairns on Glasgow legal education during the
era of John Millar. The remainder of the essays probe
aspects of the Glasgow Enlightenment that lie outside
the university. Gordon Turnbull provides the transition
with a chapter on the significance of James Boswell’s
brief Glasgow experience, cspecially as a student of
Adam Smith. H. L. Fulton looks at the career of the







ments as an achitect and man of letters. The festivities
included an unveiling of a porirait of Pelerson and a re-
ception, sponsored by the Carpenters’ Company.
Among Charles Peterson’s many accomplishments was
the rehabilitation of the Scottish-born architect and
builder Robert Smith, including an annual celebration
on his birthday, 14 January. This year was no excep-
tion, as the Friends of Robert Smith joined with the
Scottish Historic & Research Society of the Delaware
Valley and the Si. Andrews Society of Philadelphia to
mark the occasion in style.

ECSSS at Charleston. At the March 1994 meeting
of the American Sociely for Eighteenth-Century Studies
in Charleston, South Carolina, Leslic Ellen Brown
chaired an ECSSS session on ‘‘Scotland and Its
Southern Connections.”” Papers were delivered by Sara
Burroughs on ‘‘Scottish News and English Readers”
and Paul deGategno on ‘‘James ‘Ossian’ Macpherson’s
Tour of Duty in West Florida.”’” The session was further
enriched by a display of Burnsiana and other Scottish
materials brought by G. Ress Roy from the collection at
the University of South Carolina.

Strathclyde Symposium in Scottish History. On
23 September 1993 the University of Strathclyde
launched its new Research Centre in Scottish History
with a one-day symposium on the topic ‘*Whither Scot-
tish History?,”’ spomsored by the Royal Society of
Edinburgh. The day was divided into five chronological
periods, with the eighteenth century covered by Rab
Houston, Christopher Whatley, and the Cenire’s en-
terprising director, Tom Devine, who promises to Keep
us informed of future developments.

Provincial Book Trade Seminar at Aberdeen. [ain
Beavan of the University of Aberdeen Library has or-
ganized a seminar on the provincial book trade, to be
held at King’s College, Aberdeen, 12-14 July 1994, Al-
though not limited to eighteenth-century Scotland, the
seminar will have several talks on aspects of that topic.

Two Interdisciplinary Scottish Journals

Scotlands. Edinburgh University Press has an-
nounced the publication of a new interdisciplinary
joummal of Scottish culture, Scotlands. Under the
editorship of ECSSS member Christopher MacLachlan
of the School of English at St. Andrews University,
Scotlands will appear twice each year. Its avowed
purpose is to include essays from leading scholars in the
arts, literature, music, history, and current affairs that
will ‘‘construct the crucial debate on the state of
Scotland today.”’ The first issue of Scotlands, puhlished
in spring 1994, is devoied to the theme of ‘‘Canons in
Scottish Culture’” and includes essays by Duncan Mac-
miilan on art, Colir Kidd on historiography, and Robert
Crawford on Bakhtin and Scotland, plus a new story hy
Alasdair Gray. The second issue, to be published later
this year, focuses on issues of ““Gender and Identity.”
The third issue, due out early in 1995, may be of more
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interest to ECSSS members, as its theme is ‘“Scotland
and the Colonial Experience.’” Christopher MacLachlan
reports that there may still be space for one or two new
articles in that issue, if polished work is submitted 1o
him for consideration by 1 September. Individuals and
institutions interesied in subscribing to Scoflands should
contact Edinburgh University Press at 22 George
Square, Edinburgh EH8 9LF, Scotland, UK.

Scotia. Scotia: Interdisciplinary Journal of Scottish
Studies is an international publication sponsored by Old
Dominion University in Virginia. First published in
1977, Scotia appears annually and incorporates articles
on Scoltish history, literature, thought, society and the
arts as well as book reviews. Contributions are wel-
comed, ideally on diskette (WordPerfect 5.1 preferred).
Two copies of each manuscript should be sent t0: Wil-
liam S. Rodner, Editor-Scofia, Dept. of History, Old
Dominion University, Norfolk, VA 23529-0091, USA;
fax: 804-683-3241; phone: 804-683-3949. Subscrip-
tions to Scotia are US $10 per issue.

The Smollett Edition

The University of Georgia Press edition of The
Works of Tobias Smollett is clearly one of the most im-
pressive editorial projects in eighteenth-century studies.
Under the skilled guidance of General Editor Jerry C.
Beasley, the Edition has now produced four volumes:
The Adventures of Ferdinand Count Fathom (1988), The
History and Adveniures of an Atom (1989), The Expedi-
tion of Humphry Clinker (1990), and most recently
Poems, Flays, and The Briton (1993), which will be re-
viewed in the next issue of this newsletter. A fifth
volume, Smollett’s translation of Fénelon’s The Adven-
tures of Telemachus, is scheduled for publication in
1995, to be followed by The Adventures of Sir Laun-
celot Greaves. All the volumes are handsomely printed
and reasonably priced, both in hardback and paper.

Considering the high standard of the Smollett Edi-
tion, il comes as no surprise to learn that the National
Endowment for the Humanities has awarded this project
$115,000 for two years of work on future volumes: The
Adventures of Roderick Random, Smollett’s translation
of Lesage’s Adventures of Gil Blas, a collection of
Smollett’s Miscellaneous Writings, and The Complete
History of England and its Continuation. Unfortunately,
an additional $30,000 in NEH funding, vital for the
project, depends on the Edition’s ability to raise match-
ing funds (i.e., NEI will provide $15,000 if the Edi-
tion raises the same amount). Jerry Beasley has ap-
pealed for our assistance in helping to raise this addi-
tional funding. Donations of any size will be welcome
in order to support this valuabie Edition. Send checks
(payable to the University of Delaware) to: Friends of
the Smollett Edition, Office of Development, Univer-
sity of Delaware, Newark DE 19716, USA.







Members on the Move

Yasua Amoh has received a grant from the Japanese
ministry of education to go to Edinburgh for work on
his edition of Adam Ferguson’s unpublished essays.
Last October he published a book in Japanese titled Fer-
guson and the Scottish Enlightenment . . . Leslie Ellen
Brown has accepted an appointment as Provost and
Vice President for Academic Affairs at Alma College in
Michigan . . . Daniel Briithlmeier's pamphlet Adam
Smith has appeared (in German) in the ‘‘Denker der
Freiheit’’ series published by COMDOK Verlagsanstalt
. . . Gerard Carruthers is now a Research Fellow in
Scottish Literature at the University of Aherdeen . . .
Henry Clark enjoyed a year of research in Lyon,
France . . . Greg Clingham moved to the English
Department at Bucknell University this year . . . C. P.
Courtney’s new biography of Boswell’s Continental in-
fatuation, the novelist Isabelle de Charriére (Belle de
Zuylen), was published by the Voltaire Foundation iu
1993 . . ., ECSSS vice-president Deidre Dawsen has
had the unusual distinction of obtaining tenure, promo-
tion, and appeintment as Chair of the French Depart-
ment at Georgetown University in the same year . . .
Paul deGategno, newly appointed Jefferson-Pilot Pro-
fessor of English at North Carolina Wesleyan College,
recently published fvanhoe: The Mask of Chivalry with
G. K. Hall of New York . . . Ian Duncan is now As-
sociate Professor of English at Yale University . . .
John Dwyer has been appointed Assistant to the Vice-
President for External Relations at York University in
Toronto . . . Robert Edgar writes that Maryihurst Col-
lege in Oregon has begun an aggressive drive to offer
new courses in Scottish studies, sponsor Bob’s summer
tours to Scotland, build a 2000-volume Scottish studies
library, and establish by 1997 a Scottish summer studies
program in suburban Portland . . . Maria Elésegui is
now Professor Titular de Filosofia at the University of
Zaragoza in Spain . . . Jane Bush Fagg spoke on Rev.
Adam Ferpusson, father of the famous moralist (who
dropped one ‘‘s’> from his name), at the Scottish
Church History Society in Edinburgh . . . Roger Fech-
ner gave his advanced students at Adrian College a
rigorous seminar on the Scottish Enlightenment in fall
1993 . . . Henry Fulten has stepped down as Director
of International Programs at Central Michigan Univet-
sity . . . Knud Haakonssen co-edited the first volume
of the History of Philosophy Yearbook . . . last summer
Anne Krauss did a lecture-recital on “*Chopin in Scot-
land’* at Gordonstown in northern Scotland . . . Helen
Lillie returned to her childhood town of Strathblane on
a promotional tour for her new novel, Home fo
Strathblane, and was photographed there in an 18th-
century carriage manned by two actors in period dress;
she is now working on a sequel thal moves from
Strathhlane and other Scottish sites to New York . . .
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Thomas Markus published a new book with Routledge
in 1993: Buildings and Power: Freedom and Control in
the Origin of Modern Building Types . . . Marie Mar-
tin has received a summer travel grant for research on
Francis Hutcheson and the Scoltish moral sentiment
school . . . this year Roger Mason published Knox: On
Rebellion in the Cambridge Texts in the History of
Political Thought series, and his Scots and Britons:
Scottish Political Thought and the Union of 1603 is due
out with Cambridge this summer . . . Kirsteen McCue
has been appointed Director of the Scottish Music In-
formation Centre in Glasgow . . . Tom Miller has been
named Director of Composition at the University of
Arizona . . . Christopher Mitchell is now Director of
the Marian & Wade Center at Wheaton College . . .
David Fate Norton edited the Cambridge Companion
to Hume, which will be reviewed in next spring’s issue

. . Karen O’Brien has joined the Department of
English at the University of Southampton . . . Dean
Peterson is now Assistant Professor of Economics at

Seattle University . . . Nicholas Phillipsen co-cdited
Political Discourse in  Early Modern  Britain
{Cambridge, 1993) . . . Susan Purviance is now a

tenured Associate Professor of Philosophy at Toledo
University . . . among the speakers in the spring 1994
18th-century seminar at the University of Western On-
tario were Nina Reid-Maroney (on the Enlightenment
in the American Presbyterian academics) and Jeffrey
Suderman (on the thought of George Campbell) . . . in
April Marie-Cécile Révauger and David Stevenson
spoke al a conference in Grenoble on Freemasonry . . .
founding ECSSS president lan Reoss writes that his
jong-awaited biography of Adam Smith will be pub-
lished hy Oxford University Press next spring . . . Rev.
Kenneth Roxburgh has been appointed principal of
Scottish Baptist College near Edinburgh . . . the prolific
Paul Henderson Scott reports that his Daniel Defoe in
Fdinburgh and Other Papers will soon be published by
Canongate Academic, while his Walter Scott and Scot-
fand (1981) has been reprinted in paperback by the
Saltire Society . . . Rick Sher has received a Gug-
genheim Fellowship for 1994-95 for his projected book
on the Scottish book trade and Enlightenment print cul-
fure in 18th-century Britain and America . . . Ken
Simpsen has cdited Burns Now for Canongate
Academic and has written The Poetry of Robert Burns
for the Association for Scottish Literary Studies, both
expected in 1994 . . . Eric Wehrli has been teaching
history at Indiana University and Purdue University at
Fort Wayne in addition to his regular position at the
Canterbury School . . . Howard Weinbrot spent the
1993-94 academic year as a Fellow al the Institute for
Advanced Study, School of Historical Studies, in Prin-
ceton . . . Bill Zachs is now Senior Academic Editor of
the Boswell Editions at Yale University.







a few sources in detailed footnotes, some filling as much as half the page. In Lecture 6, on the ‘*Rise and Progress
of Language,’’ for example, Blair includes three such notes (1:97-98, 104, 114), and the first of them mentions
Smith’s “*Dissertation on the Formation of Languages™ along with twelve other books on the history of language.
Moreover, when discussing characters of style in Lecture 18, Blair uses a detailed and personal note to acknow-
ledge his debt 1o Adam Smith: ‘‘On this head, of the General Characters of Style, particularly, the Plain and the
Simple, and the characters of those English authors who are classed under them, in this, and the following Lec-
ture, several idecas have been taken from a manuscript treatise on rhetoric, part of which was shown to me, many
years ago, by the learned and ingenious Author, Dr. Adam Smith; and which, it is hoped, will be given by him to
the Public’® (1:381n.). Blair also credits Smith’s ‘*Dissertation on the Formation of Languages’’ in Lectures 6 and
7, and refers to Smith on pp. 97, 140, and 163.

Despite Blair’s careful footnotes, John Hill reports that Smith and others found Blair’s acknowledgement of
Smith inadequate: ‘It was alleged by him [Adam Smith] and his friends, that Dr Blair had availed himself largely
of his remarks, both on the construction of sentences, and on the general characters of style”” (FHugh Blair, p. 55).
In Hill's opinion, the footnotes Blair provides to Smith’s lectures should absolve him of any charge of plagiarism:
“It appears, in Dr Blair’s Lectures, that he had had the use of certain manuscripts of D1 Smith, from which, he
acknowledges, that he had taken a few hints. When he made the confession, his doing so should have saved him
from the charge of plagiarism’’ (p. 180).

Hill, who was a friend of both Smith and Blair, also reveals that Smith’s charges of plagiarism against Blair
were communicated to him privately and that Blair was never aware of the accusation: ‘‘Dr Blair did not know,
that this was urged against him, both by Dr Smith and his friends. The harmony that subsisted between them ac-
cordingly suffered no interruption. As few men were less apt 1o be suspicious than Dr Blair, so his love for his
friend continued unimpaired till his death’” (pp. 180-81). Hill argues further that Blair had no intention of stealing
Smith’s ideas: “‘In this case, however, there was no plagiarism . . . . Il is the wish of a plagiarist to shine in bor-
rowed feathers, which Dr Blair disdained. He avowed his obligation to his learned friend; and understood when he
did so, that the public would have it in their power to judge of its extent’’ (p. 53).

The details surrounding the charges of plagiarism made against Blair can be summarized as follows. Adam
Smith gave a popular series of lectures on rhetoric from 1748-50. Blair attended those lectures and probably re-
membered some of the ideas he had heard when he began preparing his own series of lectures on rhetoric in 1759.
As part of his preparation for his lectures, Blair borrowed Smith’s manuscript, perhaps during the three-year break
between the end of Robert Watson’s lectures (delivered after Smith left for Glasgow) and the beginning of Blair’s.
When he revised his jectures for publication, twenty-four years after he first began lecturing on rhetoric, Blair
added footnotes in an attempt 1o acknowledge those from whom he had borrowed ideas, including Smith. He ad-
mitted, however, that he may have neglected 1o acknowledge some authors whose works he may have examined a
number of years previously. Despite Blair’s footnote in Lecture 18 on his borrowings {rom Smith, Smith and
others apparently commented to John Hill that they found Blair’s acknowledgement inadequate, that Biair had bor-
rowed more extensively than his acknowledgement admitted. These allegations were not made public until Hiil
published his biography of Blair in 1807, seven years after Blair’s death.

Examining the Charges of Plagiarism

Assessing Blair’s indebtedness to Smith is not as simple as comparing the student notes of Smith’s lectures
with the published version of Blair’s. My Ph.D. dissertation on this subject, ‘‘Appropriations from Adam Smith
in Hugh Blair’s Lectures on Rhetoric and Belles Lettres” (Arizona State University, 1992), discusses textual
problems in examining these two sets of lectures: the reliability of student scribes and the possibility that both
Blair and Smith may have revised their lectures. I argue, more fully than is possible here, that one may, with cau-
tion, compare the two sets of lectures. Here I can only report some of my conclusions.

My analysis of the two sets of lectures indicates that Blair probably borrowed the overall pattern for his lec-
tures from Smith. Blair divides his lectures into five parts: taste (lectures 1-5), language (lectures 6-13), style (lec-
tures 14-24), eloquence (lectures 25-34), and species of literary composition (lectures 35-47); Smith’s apparent
division is quite similar: [the mind?] (lecture 1), language (lectures 2-5), style, including figurative language (lec-
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Since the charges of plagiarism focus in part on Smith’s ideas on the structure of sentences, these ideas deserve
some particular attention. Smith presents his ideas on the structure of sentences in Lectures 4 and 5. He divides a
sentence into three principal parts: the subjective and objective ‘‘affirm some thing or other,”” and the attributive
“‘connects them together and expresses the affirmation’” (Lecrures on Rhetoric and Belles Lettres, ed. ]. C. Bryce
[Oxford, 1983], p. 17). The subjective is ‘‘the chief part or subject”” of the member of a period. The objective is
““of inferiour rank’’ to the subjective. The attributive ‘‘connects the extremes™ (p. 17). This passage is somewhat
obscure, but Smith appears to be referring to the relationship expressed between a noun phrase, a verb phrase, and
another noun phrase functioning as complement or object. Adjectives would probably be included as part of the
subjective. .

Smith includes a pumber of other terms with these principal terms: terminative, circumstantial, conjunctive,
and adjunctive. The terminative expresses ‘‘how far’’ and the circumstantial expresses ‘‘in what circumstances, the
proposition expressed by the three forementiond terms is to be undersicod’” (p. 17). The terminative appears o
refer 1o adverbs of time and place. The circumstantial probably refers to adverbs of manner. The conjunctive
“‘connects the different terms of a sentence or period together’” (p. 17). The conjunctive appears to include con-
junctions, conjunctive adverbs, and relative pronouns. The adjunctive ‘‘points out what particular opinion the
speaker has of it, the person to whom it is adressed, and such like”” (p. 17). The adjunctive includes sentence
modifiers and other metadiscourse, nouns of direct address, and interjections.

Smith claims that the simplest type of sentence would present the terms in the following order: subjective, at-
tributive, objective, terminative, circumstantial. He states that the conjunctive and adjunctive would probably be
at the beginning or end or the sentences, although he admits that the adjunctive can be placed in various positions
in the sentence.

Blair mentions three principal parts of the sentence: substantives, attributives, and connectives. Perhaps Smith
and his friends had this reference in mind when they accused Blair of stealing Smith’s ideas on ihe structure of
sentences. Smith uses the term *‘attributive.”” Blair’s ierm *‘substantive’” sounds similar to Smith’s term *‘subjec-
tive,”” and Biair’s term ‘‘connective’” suggests the connection between two terms that is the fundamental principle
in Smith’s system of grammar.

An examination of Blair’s definitions of these terms, howevcr, reveals that these three terms have little in com-
mon with Smith’s terms. Substantives ‘‘express the names of objects, or the subjects of discourse.”” Attributives
‘‘express any attribute, property, or action of the former.”’ Connectives “‘express the connections, relations, and
dependencies, which take place among them’” (1:139). Blair uses “‘connective’’ to express the same relationship
expressed by Smith’s term ‘‘conjunctive.’” Blair uses “‘substantive’’ to refer to subjects and objects, Smith’s *‘sub-
jective’’ and ‘‘objective.”” Blair’s term ‘‘attributive’ refers to verbs just as Smith’s term does, but Blair's term
also includes adjectives, participles, and most adverbs.

Furthermore, Blair’s footnote in Lecture 8 to Book 1 of Quintilian’s Institutio Oratoria indicates that he got
these three terms from Quintilian, not Adam Smith. Smith may also have gotten his three terms from Quintilian,
although he added four more terms to the three principal ones and used his three principal terms in a sense dif-
ferent from that of Quintilian and Blair. It is clear, however, that Blair did not get his ideas on the structure of
sentences from Smiih. In fact, Blair did not even use the three terms he transiated from Quintilian, even though he
believed these terms represent “‘the most simple and comprehensive division of the parts of Speech’” (1:138-39).
He decided instead to use the eight principal parts of speech devised by the Stoics because those terms would be
more familiar to his audience. Perhaps those who accused Blair of plagiarizing Smith’s ideas on the structure of
sentences did not examine Blair’s lectures very closely and were not as familiar with Quintilian as Blair was.

Conclusion

Blair apparently borrowed from Smith exactly what he claimed he did in his footnote: some ideas on language
and style. In fact, Blair’s reference to Smith’s ideas on language is quite generous considering that Blair relied
much more on authors other than Smith. Although Blair was certainly guilty of borrowing, and probably bor-
rowed his idea for the overall structure of his lectures from Smith, such borrowing was common in the eighteenth
century and would not have been considered plagiarism.

10







the finest of European composers, and inciuding newly commissioned words or lyrics for thgse songs *‘which are
exceptionable,”’ or those ‘‘absurd and improper ones by which the music has been debased.””

While the information about Thomsen’s early years and details relating to the Board of Trustees can be gleaned
from Hadden's biography and the Board’s records now boused in the Scottish Record Office, the buik of the in-
formation about Thomson’s publishing house and his editorial procedure is presented in his letterbooks at tbe
British Library. As his biography proves, [ladden studied these documenis closely—he was the first outwith the
Thomson family to have seen them. He persuaded Thomson’s great grand daughter to pift these manuscripts to the
British Library, which she did shortly after the publication of Hadden’s biography. Since 1899, these manuscripts
have been the basis of any research on Thomson and his volumes. However, most researchers have concentraied
on Thomson’s telationship with individual composers or writers rather than on Thomson himself. Geiringer and
H. C. Robbins Landon have looked specifically at the Thomson/Haydn letters, for example, and Willy Hess,
Emily Anderson, and Barry Cooper have examined the Beethoven/Thomsen correspondence alone. Since the
1890s, no one has written about the Thomson letterbooks as a body of material. In fact, this correspondence tells
the story of the formation and administration of a pari-time Scottish music publishing firm, the activities of which
covered the period between 1793 and 1841. Almost 1200 letters are divided chromologically into seven letter-
books—the first three of which are letters to Thomson (Add. MSS. 35,263-35,265), and the last four of which are
Thomson’s letters (Add. MSS. 35,266-35,269). There are letters to and from composers, lyricists, publishers,
papermakers, engravers, printers, bankers, diplomats, music sellers, agents, concert organizers, and biographers.
Even more impressive, the correspondence is virlually complete, Though some financjal details are missing, and
though Thomson’s accounting infuriates the reader, there is still little room for speculation.

Close study of these letterbooks has shown that Thomson was initially sponsored by the Edinburgh-based
strand of the Arbuthnot family, who hailed originally from Kincardineshire. Robert Arbuthnot worked with
Thomson at the Board of Trustees and was the first to step in with financial aid to start the publications in the
early 1790s. Help was continued, after Robert’s death in 1803, by his sons William and George: the former was
Edinburgh’s lerd provost in the periods 1815-17 and 1821-23, and the latter was a banker in Madras. The Ar-
buthnot connection led to help from the London bankers Coutts & Co., who dealt with most of Thomson’s Vien-
nese payments. indeed the Coutts archive contains a financial history of Thomson’s collections. The British Lib-
rary letterbooks, allied to records at the Suffolk Record Office, also show that Robert’s connection with a Scottish
diplomat in Vienna resulted in Thomson’s collaboration with the Viennese-based composers Kozeluch, Haydn,
and Beethoven. Alexander Straton, who worked for the British Legation in Vienna, and who was the assistant to
the famous Sir Robert Murray Keith, was responsible for maintaining physical contact with the composers, for
keeping Thomson up to date with developments, and for persuading the composers to cease their fight for a larger
fee from Edinburgh. It was Straton who suggested that Thomson woo the aged Haydn with gifts, rather than in-
creasing his payments. His suggestion was well received. Thomson sent a sauff box, some India handkerchiefs,
and complimentary copies of his volumes to Haydn, who was so delighted that he never mentioned his fee again!
Straton was also partly responsible for ensuring the safe transportation of leiters and musical manuscripts te and
from Vienna, which he managed most often through diplomatic connections.

The letterbooks also contain enough information to show thalt Thomson did not have an established publishing
house. He employed a freelance papermaker (Cowan & Sons of Valleyfield near Penicuik), freelance printers
(John and Thomas Preston of London, John Moir, and William Balbirnic, both of Edinburgh), and freelance
engravers (Balbirnie, and William Home Lizars) to produce his volumes. He spent a great deal of money on the
appearance of his collections and insisted on producing elaborate illustrations which were originally created as an
added incentive for subscribers, but which quickly became an integral pari of his large folio velumes. Thomson
commissioned his illustrations from the best of contemporary Scottish artists and engravers including David Allan
and David Wilkie. His fourth Scottish volume contained his brother Paton Thomson’s impressive stipple engrav-
ing of Nasmyth’s portrait of Burns, and two of the three volumes of Welsh songs contained striking gothic prints
by Thomson’s step-brother, David, who had studied alongside Wilkie at the Trustees’ Academy. A great deal of
Thomson’s capital was spent on the production of the volumes themselves, as opposed to their content, and it was
money never recuperated from sales.

In an artistic contexi, the letterbooks present us with the views and opinjons of Thomson and his com-
posers/lyricists on song. These letters show clearly that Thomson edited the music and the words of his songs
quile separately. A melody was sent abroad to be arranged, while the words Lo be printed with the song were com-
missioned at the same time from one or more of Thomson’s pool of writers. On most occasions Thomson hoped
that his writer was musical enough to discern the basic characteristics of thythm and meter from the melody that
he sent to them. Frequently, however, the writers’ musical skills left much 1o be desired, and Thomson’s letters
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duced in 1826, which Hopkinson and Oldman termed ‘“the sixth edition,”” comprised volume 1 in its sixth issue,
volumes 2-4 in their fifth issue, and volume 5 in its second issue. This multiple identity of each volume presents
an insoluble problem when trying to find the correct bibliographical terminology. Should the second issue of
volume 5 dated 1826 be regarded as a second issue, or as the fifth part of a new “‘sixth edition”? And what does
the bibliographer do with the various forms of the same volume? Volume 1, for example, appeared in eight dif-
ferent forms between 1801 and 1838, but it had also appeared before this as the first two scts of 1793 and 1798.
Furthermore, the First Set had been issued twice, in 1793 and 1794. No volume was ever identical from one issue
10 the next. Numerous issues of a volume appeared sometimes with exactly the same content as their predecessor,
but sometimes with new musical arrangements or lyrics, sometimes with new title pages and prefatory material, or
different thicknesses of paper, sometimes with different pagination, sometimes with newly engraved musical plates
or adjustments to plates, and nearly always with new letterpress.

Sadly, few of the volumes now kept in libraries are found in their original state: most of them were bound by
the library, or by the individual who owned them. In normal circomstances this would not be problematic, but in
the case of Thomson’s volumes it further complicates matters. Volumes of varying dates are bound with title
pages, illustrations, and prefaces from other volumes, resulting in confusion for any bibliographer. Cataloguers
naturally fist volumes by their latest date, when often title page, preface, and colophon dates conflict hopelessly
with one another. Thus, the volumes that arrive on the reader’s table seldom follow their catalogue description and
frequently contradict it. Frontispieces, title pages, prefatory material, illustrations, indices, and glossaries are
sometimes bound with the volume, but are often missing. Occasionally they appear at the front of the volume, but
sometimes at the back. Suffice it to say that while this information can certainly help in dating a volume, it can
also be misleading. The contents of a volume are the safest method when it comes 1o dating individual volumes.

There is no need to proceed further with bibliographical problems. They are apparently insoluble! Anyone
wishing to work with Thomson’s volumes needs first of ali to consult Hopkinson and Oldman’s article, and then
pray for endless hours of patience!

It was not my intention to drive interested parties away by this description of the bibliographical complexities
of Thomson’s publications. This brief article is intended, rather, to give an overview of the subject and to show
that there is much work to be done. So little material exists to enable us lo draw a detailed picturc of music pub-
lishing, or musical tastes in Scotland during this period, and to find a body of material like that presented in Thom-
son’s letierbooks and in his volumes is an exciting prospect.

Notes

1. James C. Dick, The Songs of Robert Burns (1903; rprt. Hatboro, Pa., 1962), xiii; James Kinsley, ‘“The
Music of the Heart,”’ delivered as part of the Gregynog Lectures, University of Wales, February 1963, and
printed in Renaissance and Modern Studies, University of Nottingham 8 (1964): 25-36. Parl of the essay was re-
printed in Critical Essays on Robert Burns, ed. D. A. Low (London, 1975), pp. 124-36.

2. C. Thorpe Davie, Scotland s Music (Edinburgh, 1980), p. 16.

3. David Johnson, Music and Society in Lowland Scotland in the Eighteenth Century (London, 1972), p. 146.

4, Davie, Scotland’s Music, p. 16.

5. Thomson to Dr. Harden, 8 Sept. 1844, National Library of Scotland, MS 9814, fol. 104.

6. Details of the establishment of the Board of Trustees for the Encouragement of Arts and Manufactures, and
their records, are available at the Scottish Record Office, ref. NG.1.

7. Discussion of the Trustees’ Academy is found in Hugo Armot, History of Edinburgh (Edinburgh, 1779}, p.
541, and Duncan MacMillan, Painting in Scotland: The Golden Age (Oxford, 1986), p. 44. David Wilkie was
among the Academy’s early students.

8. See the Preface to Thomson’s first set of twenty-five songs entitled A Select Collection of Original Scotish
Airs (Edinburgh and London, 1793).

9. Straton to Thomson, 28 Oct. 1797, British Library, Add. MS 35,263, fols. 34-33.

10. See Thomson’s order for Preston in a letter of 1812, British Library, Add. MS 35,267, fols. 36-37.
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David Allan, Virtue, Learning and the Scottish Enlightenment: Ideas of Scholarship in Early Modern His-
tory. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 1993; distributed in North America by Columbia University Press.
Pp. viii + 276.

There are various ways in which the Scottish Enlightenment can be dated, situated, characterized, and under-
stood. Most of them are fairly discussed in the twenty-six page introduction to this book or in subsequent chap-
ters. The author rightly points out that too many interpretations trace it to foreign causes or influences but not to
native roots. In short, they assiduously avoid discussing the humanist and Calvinist culture of early modern Scot-
land. The Scottish Enlightenment is then too closely related to moral and political thought, to economic changes,
or 1o the historical materialism they seem 1o imply. Moreover, explanations have generally been focused on Edin-
burgh, the university towns, or only the most notable of the literati. Dr. Allan’s book puts the Scottish Enlighten-
ment, particularly its historical, political, and religious discourse, into a longer time frame, where it can show ils
affinities with that of sixteenth-century writers. Humanists and Calvinists, like the enlightened, had been
nourished by the historians and rhetoricians of the classical world. The Scots among them had dwelt on the piety,
learning, dignity, independence, and valor of their countrymen and had contemplated virtue, the nature of social
ties, the bases of political power and authority, and much else as the enlightened were to do between c. 1740 and
1800. Humanists and Calvinists afike had had to explain to themselves and others how men could reasonably act in
a world which Fortunc ruled or in which the providence of God seemed to take away human freedom. In their his-
tories they ““‘deployed the lessons of expetience in order to cultivate the rational and moral faculties of man™ (p.
58); in their histories and polemics they constructed what was ‘‘conceived in Scotland as a medium ideally suited
both for the training of rhetoricians and as the source of material for their subsequent oratory’’ {pp. 80-81). This
entailed higher standards of criticism of evidence, conjectural historical elements, and attention to the means of
achieving elegance.

Allan shows this to have been the case until the mid-seventeenth century. By then determinisms, originating
with the Stoics and new mechanical philosophers or predestinarian divines, were eroding the Scottish ‘‘humanist
theory of active and rational leadership’” (p. 128). By c. 1740 (his date for the beginning of the Scottish Enligh-
tenment) these debates were occurring under changed conditions. For historians, the issues, topics, and methods
remained much the same despite protestations of innovation and progress. Scots praised Voliaire or Montesquieu
but their histories “‘derived from a much older tradition of Scottish scholarship’’ (p. 176). What had altered were
the claims to altention made by classicists, rhetoricians, and historians. In a land without a resident king or parlia-
ment, whose noblemen lived in London, intellectuals sought to lead. They became ideologucs training a new elite,
from which they mostly came, and justifying the power put into its hands by political and economic changes. They
wished to be seen as ‘‘not only possessed [of] learning and cultivation’’ (p. 195) but as tolerant, urbane, polished,
and virtuous. But to defend such a view as determinisms became more acceptable raised anew problems concern-
ing theories of reasonable action. Was vice due to sin or ignorance? Was virtue owed to learning, to the heart and
senses, or to grace? Calvinists, humanists, and the enlightened (most he thinks were sincerely all three during the
Enlightenment) wanted to have to be all three—just as they wished to reconcile freedom, providence, and fortune.
Docirines of unintended consequences, of action by God’s instruments, who truly acted for themselves and Him,
could not in the end be made compatible. ‘*The construction of an enlightened history in Scotland, then, saw both
the practical triumph and the increasing disablement of a heroic enterprise originally begun by Calvinists and
humanists in the sixteenth century’” (p. 217). The bases of rhetoric and oratory shifted as the grounds of rational
actions were undercul. The roles of historians and intellectuals as moral and persuasive writers with a right to lead
were curtailed. That diminished belief in *‘the immense social utility of learning’’ which Allan sees as the prin-
cipal foundation of the Scottish Enlightenment. The literati’s “‘unique window of opportunity’” (p. 241) 1o assert
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The history of Scotland, such as they then understood it, gave contrary proof that the nation had always defended
its honor and freedom. Their concept of freedom might differ from the notions of liberty south of the border, but
was none the worse for that. From the comparison, Scots retaliated with a critique of England’s most comforting
myth, that it was uniquely blessed with an ancient constitution which had passed down parliamentary institutions
from the Anglo-Saxons, or even the prehistoric Britons.

But the act could not be kept up for long. For one thing, the Scots now inhabited, in plain fact, an Anglo-
British polity, a United Kingdom owing precious little to its non-English components. They could legitimately
criticize it, but none of the criticisms, even those from much nearer the center of power, had much effect before
1832, Nor was the criticism ever potent enough to make people want more than reform of the state, as opposed to
reconstructing it entirely in the manner of the French or Americans, models which in any case were loathed and
despised in Britain.

For another thing, the emergence of a modern historical discipline in Scotland exposed the mythologies for
what they were, mere mythologies. That then cast doubt on the antiquity and value of the superstructure of Scot-
tish institutions guaranteed by the Union. Indeed, on closer investigation, they were all found to be fatally flawed.
The Scottish political tradition had nothing to contribute at Westminster because it had been primarily tyrannical.
Scots law was a quasi-medieval jumble. The Scottish nobility, so far from being the champions of national liberty,
had spent their time cutting each others’ throats.

If Scottish historians had to their own satisfaction exploded the English myth of the ancient constitution, they
now still had to admit that the history of England represented a progress toward ordered liberty in a way that the
history of Scotland did not. On that view, the only permanent change for the better in it had come with the events
of 1707. The heart of Kidd’s thesis is that the Scots created a vacuum in Scotitish identity which could only be
filled by an Anglo-British identity. This may in large part have been a Scottish construction. It still represented a
surrender of Scotland’s claims to shape the identity of the Union on equal terms.

Kidd presents a closely argued case, in most respects convincing. It is to my mind a pity, though, that he
breaks off the story in 1830, just on the eve of the political triumph of Scottish scientific Whiggery. When the
country afterward found out that its new rulers had a program of wholesale anglicization in store, discord and dis-
illusion set in. The Whigs had it easy in the old days, because they could put themselves forward as the people’s
champions against the Dundas despotism. But once in power they soon ran vp against difficulties they had never
reckoned with, many presented by what might be called the survival of a Scottish identity, if now fragmented.
Still, in the last quarter of the century it would reassert itself, and the Whigs would disappear before Scotland did.
That makes me wonder whether Kidd does not somewhat overdo the subliminal Whiggery of Henry Dundas and
Sir Walter Scott. Scottish identity is notoriously difficull to characterize, but all the more so if one starts by defin-
ing it as non-existent above the couthy level of the kailyard.

Michael Fry, John Carter Brown Library

Linda Colley, Britons: Forging the Nation 1707-1837. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1992. Pp. x + 429.

In this masterful book Linda Colley examines the creation of British national identity in the era from the Act of
Union until the beginning of Victoria’s reign. National identity grew out of the almost continuous conflicts be-
tween Britain and France in the eighteenth century, conflicts which required the active cooperation of massive
numbers of Britons if the political and religious foundations of the nation were 1o be protected. While not ignoring
those at odds with this national effort, Colley urges us to consider those who did not dissent. Support of the
government was not simple-minded jingoism or passive deference; it was a means of establishing a stake in the na-
tion and ultimately of demanding wider rewards of citizenship. This active patriotism cul across, but did not extin-
guish, demarcations of class, gender, and regional identity. Colley sees Great Britain as *‘an invented nation, su-
perimposed, if only for a while, onto much older alignments and loyalties™ (p. 5).

This is a thesis with particular relevance for those of us in Scottish studies. The creation of Britishness was not
the imposition of uniformity upon the peripheries, but was part of a dual nationality; Scotland became British as
well as Scottish. (Wales, however, remained more distinct. Colley does not systematically discuss Ireland, which
for a variety of reasons did not adopt this British identity.) Because so much of the historiography of eighteenth-
century Scotland has focused on Scottish efforts to retain cultural distinctiveness, it is worth reminding ourselves
that many Scols also saw themselves as willing participants in a new and larger nation.

The book is organized topically and chronologically. The first three chapters have the most relevance for those
interested in Scottish matters. Here Colley examines the ‘‘cements’” which bound the nation together in the first
part of the century: religion, commerce, and the empire. Most inhabitants of the three kingdoms shared 2 common
Protestantism, which both differentiated them from their continental enemy and allowed them to view Britain as
the new Jerusalem, placed under God’s special care—a chauvinistic identity perhaps, but one that provided a
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Greek and Roman civic virtues,”” while education in Christian doctrine could ‘‘concentrate and refine the natural
faculty.”” John Dwyer argues that the most sophisticated theoretical contribution made to this eighteenth-century
discourse on sentiment was Adam Smith’s Theory of Moral Sentiments (particularly the final edition of 1790), a
work which “‘underlined the sociable nature of man but demenstrated the ways in which seciability leads to the
Stoic virtue of self-command and, by implicaticn, to civilisation and social order.”’

At first sight such discussion may seem a bit remote from modern historical interests. However, a point of re-
ference here is the American conference from which the collection owes its beginnings. If the collection is viewed
in its American context, then a key area of relevance becomes strikingly clear. An invaluable contribution in this
respect is David Daiches’s essay on ‘‘John Witherspoon, James Wilson and the Influence of Scottish Rbetoric on
America.’”” he shows how for the literati rhetoric was rooted in human relationships, inseparable from morality,
politics, and education, capable of changing the structure of relationships and therefore of bringing about in-
dividual, social, and pelitical change. Thus Hugh Blair, the greatest Scoiiish Enlightenment teacher of
rhetoric —who referred in his very first lecture 1o ‘‘the elevated sentiments and high examples which poetry, elo-
quence and history are often bringing under our view’” —taught that rhetorical techniques could bring an advance-
ment in liberty and virtue, Given that many of the Founding Fathers were educated in such precepis by Scottish
teachers they studied under, or whose work they read, American students of politics, thought, and society will
find vitality in the ideas of the Scottish Enlightenment which this book examines.

The boek is ne less useful for Scottish historians. It is an eloquent testimony to the benefits that have accrued
to eighteenth-century Scottish studies in recent decades from an innovative and powerful contribution from North
America (Daiches’s essay demonstrates, moreover, that the traffic in ideas is not one-way). Not only do the essays
delve into the social philosophy of the Scottish Enlightenment and look at some elements of its interaction with
America, England, and France; they also discuss a number of more material aspects relating 1o Scottish society.
Among areas covered are Scotticisms and the problem of cultural identily, Benjamin Franklin’s interest in Scot-
land, the attitudes of the publisher William Creech, the role of the sentimental writer Henry Mackenzie in shaping
culture and manners, and Robert Burns’s relationship to the world of the literati. Ned C. Landsman provides a
particularly refreshing slant when discussing the evangelical enlightenment in the West of Scotland, following the
Cambuslang Revivals of the early 1740s. He suggests how those ministers who tempered evangelism with intel-
lect, such as John Erskine, John Witherspoon, and Thomas Gillespie, acted to limit the enthusiastic character of
evangelical Christianity and notes the evangelical movement’s contribution to the formation of artisan com-
munities in that panl of the country.

It may be appropriate to end on a cautionary note. If the theme of the book owes something 1o a scholarly en-
thusiasm 1o investigate those principles and tenets which the Scottish Enlightenment shared with the American
Founding Fathers, then there may be lessons to be drawn in relation to the wider study of Scottish eighteenth-
century history. There is a danger, no more than a danger, that in the very proper pursuit of this enthusiasm an
over-emphasis could be placed on certain factors at work in Scottish society and politics, so affecting our general
understanding of the latter. For example, just as the emphasis in this book on the higher social virtues expounded
by the Scottish Enlightenment could have been tempered by a contribution on The Wealth of Nations and the in-
ferior virtues following from self-interest, so any conclusions on Scottish society in the second half of the eigh-
teenth century which are swayed by a contemporary enthusiasm for ‘‘civic virtue’’ may be assessed against Adam
Smith’s remark that *‘it is not from the benevolence of the butcher, the brewer, or the baker, that we expect our
dinner, but from their regard to their own interest.”

John Stuart Shaw, Scottish Record Office

Paul B. Wood, The Aberdeen Enlightenment: The Arts Curriculum in the Eighteenth Century. Aberdeen:
Aberdeen University Press, 1993; distributed by The Mercat Press. Pp. x + 240.

Jennifer Carter has been a key figure in the whole enterprise entitled Quincentennial Studies in the History of
the University of Aberdeen: to read in her Foreword how publication of Paul Wood’s The Aberdeen Enlighten-
ment was delayed by the embroiling of the publisher’s title in the imbroglio that engulfed the Maxwell empire
gives an appropriate jolt 1o the serving academic of today, heightening our awareness of the world in which we
operate. We are reminded by the author more than once that the institutional history of universitics has held a
peculiar fascination during the era of change that has characterized the history of higher education since Lord Rob-
bins’s report and, it might be added, during the particular political and economic climate that has prevailed since
1979, In like manner, the state and history of Scottish Enlightenment studies since the Second World War has a
significance for the contemporary history of Scotland.

While detailed examination of the theme is not appropriate here, landmarks can be fixed of some fifty, forty,
and nearly thirly years standing in the historiography of the Scottish Enlightenment. They are the work of Gladys
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state of the historiography, if the wealth of material here, in so manageable a compass, had been used to illumine
and 10 relate 1o the interpretation of the Scottish Enlightenment as a whole and Aberdeen’s place in it. The Trevor-
Roper article might have been a starting point.

Anand C. Chitnis, LSU Southampton

Ian Adams and Meredyth Somerville, Cargoes of Despair and Hope: Scottish Emigration to North America,
1603-1803. Edinburgh: John Donald Publishers Ltd., 1993. Pp. xii + 258.

David Dobson, Scottish Emigration to Colonial America, 1607-1785. Athens, Ga., and London: The University
of Georgia Press, 1994. Pp. vii + 2535,

Overlooked in the past and sometimes described under the broad-based term Scoich-Irish, Scottish emigration
to colonial North America is finally being systematically studied by scholars. T. M. Devine’s The Tobacco Lords
(1974) and Ned Landsman’s Scotland and Its First American Colony (1985) have shed new light on the contex-
tually rich involvement of Scottish merchants in the fucrative trading opportunities opened up in the New World.
The two works under review here are part of this relatively recent trend of research.

David Dobson, iz his solidly-researched and well-wrillen Scottish Emigration to Colonial America, 1607-
1785, has made an important contribution to this field. Through the use of primary sources in the United States,
Canada, England, France, Jamaica, Sweden, and Scotland, he has produced a definitive and ground-breaking
study which is so interesting it can be read at one sitting. Dobson divides his work into three separate time
periods—1660 to 1707, 1707 to 1763, and 1763 to 1785 —and discusses in detail Scottish emigration to New
England, the Middle Colonies of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, the Chesapeake, the Carolinas, Georgia, Florida,
the West Indies, and Canada. He identifies many of the more prominent Scottish merchant families of British
North America, such as the McCalls, the Coutts, and the Trents, and he has systematically used colonial wills as a
way of identifying many of the transatlantic links. Dobson, however, does not limit his coverage to the wealthy
merchants: he also identifies many less well known Scots and has evidently scoured an enormous variety of
primary sources for indentured servants and banished Covenanters and Jacobites.

Particularly refreshing is Dobson’s emphasis on, and detailed analysis of, previously little known Scottish in-
volvement in trade to the Americas in the seventeenth century, which invariably led to settlement through the ex-
portation of Scottish indentured servants to work on the plantations, some of whom were acquired in kidnapping
rounds in the Highlands by the more unscrupulous Lowland merchants. Part of an emigrant tradition whose des-
tination from 1550 to 1650 was, interestingly enough, Poland, Scottish emigration jn the sevenleenth century
ranged from transportations by Cromwell of Scottish soldiers defeated at the Battle of Dunbar in 1650, many of
whom ended up in Boston, to the later exodus of other religious dissidents, such as Quakers, Covenanters, and
Episcopalians. The Scottish presence was apparently so strong in Boston in the seventeenth century that the Scots
Charitable Society was founded in 1657.

Dobson also intelligently discusses the Scottish influence in the West Indies and particularly Barbados, which
was granted to a Scot, James Hay, earl of Carlisle, hy Charles I in 1627 by a proprietary patent. Accounts of other
more obscure Scots, such as Robert Christie, a merchant from Culross who wrote from Florida in 1667 of his in-
tention to go to Mexico, blend nicely with Dobson’s work on more colorful and well-known men such as Captain
William Kidd, born in Dundee in 1654. Dobson also gives one of the best accounts of the ill-fated colony of
Darien on the Isthmus of Panama (the Company of Scotland Trading to Africa and the Indies created by an act of
the Scottish Parliament in 1695), which was abandoned by June 1699 because of attacks by the Spanish, and which
resulted in the death and dispersal of over 2,500 Scoltish immigrants.

Dobson’s coverage of eighteenth-century emigration is just as innovative as his work on the seventeenth cen-
tury. His narrative on Georgia, which was first settled by Scottish immigrants who sailed from Leith in 1734, is
particularly interesting. Dobson also gives new life to the weli-trodden Highland emigrations by placing them in
their American context, and his research on the Scots in the West Indies is unparalleled. As Dobson relates, Janet
Schaw, who visited Antigua and St. Kitts in 1774, wrote in her diary: “‘Here was a whole company of Scotch
people, our language, our manners, our circle of friends and connections, all the same’” (p. 180).

Dlobson’s work will undoubtedly pave the way for future research, and should be an invaluable source for his-
torians and genealogists alike. Compared 1o it, lan Adams and Meredyth Somerville’s Cargoes of Despair and
Hope: Scottish Emigration to North America, 1603-1803 has somewhat less to offer. Although professing to cover
emigration from 1603, the year of James VI's accession to the throne of England, the book concentrates for the
mosl part on the eighteenth century. Particularly useful and interesting are the discussions of the Scottish settle-
ments at Cape Fear, North Carolina, and at Cherry Valley, Otsego County, New York, and the active involvement
of Scotland’s prominent agricultural improver, Sir Archibald Grant of Monymusk, in settling Florida with Scot-
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while Johnson’s “‘english eyes’’ took in a people and landscape that challenged him in complex and interesting
ways.
yTlle only reservation 1 have in regard to the presentation of the texts is that the necessary deletions from Bos-
well’s text are not indicated by any kind of mark or note. The guiding principle behind the decision of what to
delete scems evident and sound. As perhaps they must be, those remarks of Boswell that are tangential to the
journey experience and his reflections that are unrelated to Scottish concerns are sacrificed to the focus of the
volume. While graduate students and scholars who dedicate themselves to elucidating these two texts might still
want to work with the acknowledged authoritative editions, undergraduates and others will find this edition to be
an ideal one. In fact, T recommend it most enthusiastically to those who teach seminars on Boswell and Johnson.
With its special presentation of the texts, the volume does for us what we sometimes fail to do for ourselves; that
is, see in these two works, separately and together, complex accounts of self and counltry.
Linda E. Merians, La Salle University

Howard D. Weinbrot, Britannia’s Issue: The Rise of British Literature from Dryden to Ossian. Cambridge:
Cambridge Unijversily Press, 1993. Pp. xvii + 625.

This is a book that is built to jast. Not only is it physicaliy imposing in its design and weight—over six
hundred beautifully designed pages of thick, creamy paper—but its overall tone is that of the definitive statement,
of a scholarly confidence rare in these postmodernist, posistructuralist days of the relative and the reader-bound
interpretation. Howard Weinbrot's critical model is not Derrida or Foucault, but Edmund Burke and, in par-
ticular, the principle that seeks truth from numerous examples and comparisons {““The greater number of these
comparisons we make, the more general and more certain our knowledge is like fo prove’”). And, true to the In-
troduction, Britannia’s Issue contains a wealth of judicious quotation from primary sources, substantiated by
detailed references and even directions to further examples in the footnotes. From the bibliographical point of
view alone, the hook is invaluable.

While Weinbrot’s concentration on primary rather than secondary sources is, in many ways, admirable, it is
still rather disconcerting to encounter such wholesale dismissal of recent critical work (*“The reader keen on race,
class, historicizing, the ‘Other’ and the like, will find them here aplenty, but more on the cighieenth century’s
terms than their own’’). Although such an approach renders the ensuing history wonderfully free of theoretical
jargon, it nevertheless has the effect of bulldozing aside issues too important 1o he dismissed as mere trendiness.
The “‘rise of British literature’” could, after all, appear very differently even io eighteenth-century readers,
depending on whether they hailed from North, South, East, or West. Ossiap’s harp may well have been ‘‘heard in
Caithness, Cormwall and Chelsea,’’ but it does not follow that Macpherson’s works were read for the same reasons
by every enthusiast. Nor would all readers of the early 1750s necessarily comply with Weinbrot’s view that Col-
lins’s *“Ode on the Popular Superstitions of the Highlands of Scotland™ recounts a “‘friendly series of events,”’
whereby ‘‘the dominant English share with the subordinate Scots.’’

One of the great strengths of Britannia’s Issue js its challenge to the perennial emphasis on neoclassicism in the
period, and its alternative highlighting of the Jewish/Hebraic and Celtic elements of the developing British tradi-
tion (whether the “‘British’* were as hostile to the Gothic/Germanic and Scandinavian strands of their culture as is
suggested here is highly debatable, but the central thesis is nevertheless important and persuasive). Given such a
promising framework, and such a comprehensive range of texts and genres for discussion, it is thus a little disap-
pointing to find this leamed author opting for overtly progressive readings, rather than complicating his narrative
by an awareness of the inherent ironies. His very choice of title, for example, drawn from Gray’s ‘“The Bard,”’ is
open to alternative interpretations. For while Weinbrot sees it, perceptively, as the statement of ‘‘an eighteenth-
century English poet, about a thirteenth-century fancied event, and British national pride and history resumed
under a sixteenth-century Welsh-British queen, predicted hy a Celtic Bard carrying on the wisdom of first century
Druids, in turn often thought the outgrowth of itinerant Hebrew-speaking perhaps Jewish Phoenicians long before
the birth of Christ, and expressed in a fifth-century B.C. rigidly regular, but thought irregular, Greek poelic
form,”’ it is questionahle whether this cultural amalgam is as ‘‘amiable’’ or indeed assured as he assumes. Gray's
line, ‘‘All hail, ye genuine Kings, Britainnia’s Issue, hail!>’ is complicated not only by being put into the mouth
of the last Welsh bard, driven to suicide hy the invading English army, bui also through the echo of Macheth
(“‘All hail, Macbeth! that shall be king hereafter’’), which hardly seems the most optimistic association for the fu-
ture line of British monarchs and the attendant literary tradition.

But if not all readers share Weinbrot’s interpretations of the examples and comparisons he has assembled, there
will be few who do not find plenty to stimulate fresh thought and further research on national identity, canon-
making, literary history, and the invention of tradition. The parallel with Burke may extend further than the mere-
ly methodological, for there is much to debate in this urbane and elegant account. Given the implicit denial of the
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consider [Burns’s] writings from a critical viewpoint,”” the reader being referred for this purpose to Daiches,
Keith, Crawford and recent collections of essays. Equally, there is at work no specific notion of eighteenth-
century Scottish cultural or intellectual history—neither complacent accounts of enlightenment and improvement
nor alarmed ones of linguistic and material impoverishment, neither David Craig’s sense of the whole culture as
constrictingly anti-literary nor Bruce Lenman’s perception of “‘cultural shock and identity crisis” during Burns’s
formative years and ‘‘systematic persecution’’ during his maturity. For Mackay, one feels, Marx, Freud, and
MacDiarmid might as well not have written.

Within its stated aims, Mackay’s work is impressively thorough and balanced, and there is more common
sense and informative discussion of the writing than Mackay suggests—especially in the account of the Kilmarnock
edition at the end of chapter B and in the emphasis on the individual occasions of the satires and of many of the
best songs. Yet, in the absence of a higher-level crilerion of relevance, the hook, driven by the chronological
facts-and-problems approach, allocates space and attention according to local density of *‘half-truths, contradic-
tions and myths.”’ Reading it is like walking an inquisitive terrier which constantly darts off on iis own agenda of
smells and hy-paths and lamp-post-marking, while the reader/walker whistles and waits.

Nonetheless, the early chapters are well served by much of the compulsive detail in the well-known tale they
tell —of diet, soil, farming practices, etymologies of place names, descriptions of houses, identifications of friends
male and female, conflicting accounts of prohlematic episodes {the dancing-school, the flak-dressing project and
its terminal fire). Mackay establishes a very strong sense of the density of the sociely in these Ayrshire parishes,
mixed populations of small-town professionals and rural craftsmen, and brings out well how far *‘farming’’ for the
Burnses and their contemporaries meant something much more entreprencurial and pioneering than it did
later— breaking in land, enclosing fields, creating viable soil—not merely running the farm and maintaining an es-
tablished agricultural landscape.

The Edinburgh and Dumfries sections are less successful. After useful introductory overviews of controversial
matters, the writer loses himself in the involutions of his slippery material. The Edinburgh chapters lose thrust and
focus as large blocks of primary evidence well justified by its interest (including extensive quotation of Burns’s
letters) mingle with a chronological narrative which keeps stopping to over-annotate in the text the ancestors, des-
cendants and careers of almost everybody mentioned —material which a strong-minded copy-editor ought surely to
have removed to a biographical reference section or to motes. Laler, making the best of Burns’s last years in
Dumfries, Mackay quetes the early posthumous accounts in order to reject them as contaminated by political hos-
tility and small-town envy and malice, without apparently perceiving how much ground his tactic really concedes
to a deeply dismal interpretation of the late period. Here some of his judiciousness deserts him; rejecting Catherine
Carswell’s account of Jean Armour’s response to the Ellisland farming failure as mere speculation, he counter-
speculates in his turn, and an eyewitness of Burns’s anxious behavior on the street in Dumfries is crisply told by
Mackay that he ought to have known better. The unheated treatment of the Dumfries theater disturbance and of
Burns's denunciation to the Commissioners of Excise during the counter-terror of the early 1790s perhaps under-
estimates what even Scott called the ‘‘lack of political tolerance shown by the men above Bumms in the Excise.”

Mackay’s larger reinterpretations of Snyder (some, naturally, synthesizing other scholars’ work of the inter-
vening sixty years) include: greater emphasis on the ‘‘physical effects of chronic depression’’ on Bums’s health,
against Snyder’s stress on the origin in early hardships of the rheumatic heart condition which, both writers agree,
is the most probable cause of the poet’s premature death; a more positive account than Snyder’s of Burns's father’s
financial and legal position in late years {he won the law-suit that destroyed his health and virtually ruined him!);
some upward revision of Jean Armour’s social standing and level of literacy, and some speculative clarification of
the episode of the “‘unlucky paper’” (later mutilated and nmow lost) which acknowledged their relationship;
clarification of the Highland Mary episode by renaming Mary as Margaret, de-emphasizing the inscribed Bible
(though Mackay’s blue-green light which showed only Burns’s name on the end-papers ‘‘revealed’’ something al-
ready apparent to Lockhart in 1828), and closely arguing a ‘‘not proven’” verdicl on the supposed baby in her
grave while regarding as “‘exploded”’ the specific counter-claim that the coffin was really Agnes Hendry’s; sup-
port for the publisher William Creech’s claim that he parted with some £1100 to Burns, against Bums’s view, en-
dorsed by Snyder, that only some £450 effectively changed hands between them; acceptance of the actuality of
Bums’s second Galloway tour and of Bums’s role in the capture of the smuggling brig Rosamond, and of *‘strong
presumptive proof”’ of the truth of Lockhart’s tale of Burns’s dispatch of cannon to the French Assembly —all re-
jected by Snyder; support for ihe current rehabilitation of George Thomson, whose very obtuseness as a song
editor happily elicited from Burns fifty-seven letlers on ‘‘the mechanics of composition . . . and the mending and
re-working of old ballads’’; skeptical destruction of a fair number of ‘‘carousal”’ stories from the late period, in
service of a peneral thesis rejecting Burns’s alleged over-drinking (the main positive argument here, from literary
productiveness and efficient discharge of responsibilities as an exciseman, again being at least as old as Lockhart);
and denial that Burns was ostracized by his social superiors in his last years {(a denial that might seem hard to

26







for these ideas, as Warnick amply illustrates in subsequent chapters, is found in the writings of Lamy, Fenelon,
Reileau, and others.

Chapter 1 begins with a brief review of Gibert’s Regles de I'eloquence, which served, in France, as a paralle}
to the classically oriented rhetorics of Ward and Lawson. As was true of their British counterparts, Gibertl’s
orientation disappeared in late seventeenth-century French treatments of rhetoric. Bernard Lamy’s L Art de parler
provides the counterpoint, and serves as the primary influence for later French treatments of the elements compris-
ing the sixth canon. Though this work was not directly influentiat in later Scottish rhetorics, Warnick appropriate-
ly begins with it. However distilled and altered, its orientation is under the surface of Blair’s and Campbell’s sub-
sequent borrowings from their French predecessors. Lamy’s treatment of four major concepts— portraiture, pro-
priety, vraisemblance, and clarity—serves as the grounding for a narrower examination of the key concepts of pro-
pricty, sublimity, and taste. In treating these, the question that animates Lamy, and is followed by later theorists,
is ““how is the mind affected?’”’ The answer shifts the focus from techniques of invention to an analysis of the
audience and how and why they will receive ideas.

Chapters 2-4 treat propriety, sublimity, and taste respectively. Chapter 2 begins with Fenelon, followed by the
development of propriety in the rhetorics of Smith, Campbell, and Blair. In each case, what is significant is the
manner in which propriety meets the needs of the respective cultural milien in which it is to be utilized. For ex-
ample, while for Fenelon the concept functioned in an archilectonic manner, Campbeil sees it as a dimension of
purity of language. Blair returns the concept to its more global dimension. Chapter 3 provides an extensive
analysis of Boileau’s recasting of sublimity to better meet the needs of French society. Warnick presents a cogent
argument for its subsequent treatment by Priestiey, Campbell, and Blair, with each giving the term a place within
their respective theories that is dependent on Boileau while not being constrained by his assumptions. Chapter 4
focuses on taste as a central component of both French and Scottish life: one simply could not function in polite
society without a refined sense of taste. Because of ils stronger grounding in Scottish philosophy, Hume’s and Re-
id’s oppositional theories of taste are given close scrutiny. Warnick provides an imporiant corrective in noting that
Blair, fully conversant with both theorists and their respective positions, horrows from both in creating a rather
philosophically contradictory account. As part of this reconstruction, Warnick reviews the contributions of Dubos,
whose sensationist theories were influential for Hume’s account, and hence for Blair’s as weil. Campbell’s deriva-
tion of taste is attributed in part to Francis Huicheson’s earlier analysis.

In her concluding chapter, Wamnick offers a provocative paralle! between the classical conception of logos,
pathos, and ethos: each is replaced in turn hy an emphasis on propriety, sublimity, and taste. The explanation of-
fered for each parallel is defensible, and offers a solid summary of the sixth canon. Readers also will appreciate
the fact that Wamnick includes the original French in footnotes and clearly identifies her own translations.

The relevance of this work should be clear to those studying seventeenth- and eighteenth-century French and
Scottish theory. The book is a significant resource for understanding the rhetorics of Smith, Campbell, and Biair,
and is an analysis that will he influential in subsequent work on modern rhetorical theory.

Raymie E. McKerrow, University of Maine

Winifred Bryan Horner, Nineteenth-Century Scottish Rhetoric: The American Connection. Carbondale, [1.:
Southern Illinois University Press, 1993. Pp. ix + 211.

Although Winifred Horner’s book focuses on the nineteenth century, it has much that may interest scholars of
eighteenth-century Scotland, particularly those who focus on the turn of the century or who are interested in the
influences of Scottish thought into the nineteenth century or in the United States. The Scottish Enlightenment,
after all, did not come to a halt in 1800, and the Scottish rhetorical tradition that flourished in the eighteenth
century and that exercised such a profound influence on higher education in the United States continued into the
nineteenth century in Scotland, influencing thinking about writing and reading.

After a brief introduction, Horner provides some historical background on the history of Scottish education,
the Scottish Enlightenment, and Common Sense philosophy. She then focuses on the teaching of rhetoric, writing,
logic, and language at the Scottish schools from the eighteenth century through the nineteenth century. These
chapters are largely derivative and add little to that which historians generally know. And they add little to what
Horner has written about Scottish rhetoric on other occasions. In addition, Horner often relies too heavily on
secondary source material rather than returning to primary historical documents. For instance, most of her
material on Hugh Blair comes from Henry Meikle’s hrief article on the history of the Regius Chair, an article that
is itself quite derivative. She refers very little to Robert M. Schmitz’s important book on Blair and mentions John
Hill’s biography of Blair not at all. Horner does give a helpful review of the important sccondary sources even
though her conclusions ahout the connections between the Scottish tradition and writing instruction in the United
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lan Gow, The Scoftish Interior: Georgian and Victorian Decor. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 1992;
distributed in North America by Columbia University Press. Pp. 174, with 79 figures.

This architecture book is unusual in two respects. First, though it seems such an obvious thing to do, it looks
at buildings not as objects to be seen from outside, but as objects to be lived in and used —that is from the point of
view of their inferior space; or rather, because space itself is an abstract phenomenon, from the point of view of
the enclosing surfaces which create this space. These surfaces have a physiognomy articulated by color, texture,
moldings and classical features, pictures, carpets, tapestries, and hangings. The spaces are also articulated by the
objects of use they contain: furniture, ornaments, light fittings, and musical instruments. These small, detailed
items give direct clues about lifestyle, economic status, and social custom. In other words, by focusing on fur-
nished interiors it is impossible to pretend, as much of architectural discourse today does, that buildings are large
pieces of public sculpture whose function is of little or no significance.

The second respect in which the book is unusual is that the illustrative material -drawings, prints, sketches,
paintings, and early photographs—is contemporary with the creation of the interiors, and therefore the artists’ em-
phases, suppressions, and distortions make analysis easier and give it richer possibilitics. There are some outstand-
ing paintings, such as James Giles's of the 1816 drawing room at Haddo House which the author regards as ‘‘the
most considerable work of art illustrated in this book.’’ But a picture such as this is not only notable for its artistic
qualities but is rich in social narrative. The house itself was designed by William Adam in the 1730s. Its moder-
nizaticn by Lord Aberdeen reflects his taste for Hellenic art. The room is occupied by two ladies, one at work on
embroidery, the other relaxing with her complexion shielded from the fire by a fire screen. The french doors are
open onto a park scene in which the earl had spent a fortune planting trees—reputedly fourteen million of them!
On the walls the family’s history is validated by the family portraits and the heraldic emblems. In the foreground
there is a harpsichord and a writing table, conventional symbols for cultivated leisure and business achievement.
Above all, hoth the interior, with its sparse and delicate furniture, and the exterior, emphasize spaciousness, a
veritable superfluity of space which is one way of signifying the economic surplus invested in both house and
land. We see this, much later, in Mackintosh’s Helensburgh Hill House. Another way, in striking contrast, is to
stuff the space full of valuable antiques, precious fabrics, and modern furniture, as, for instance, in Lady Henrietta
Gilmour’s drawing roocm at Montirave.

The material is mainly drawn from the architectural collection of the Nationai Monuments Record of Scotland,
of which the author is curator, and covers seventy-nine examples of interiors, ranging from royal apartments in
Holyrood Palace, Sir Walter Scott’s Abbotsford, and great mansions, to a Hebridean weaver’s cottage, an arlist’s
workshop, and Fdinburgh slum houses. In between there are interiors of bourgeois and minor landed gentry’s
town and country houses, including their kitchens and servants’ quarters, the matron’s room in a hospital for limb-
less servicemen photographed during the First World War, and the showroom of a firm of decorators. Especially
fascinating are the interiors which architects such as Rowand Anderson and Lorimer design for themselves.

The text accompanying each case is scholarly and traces through in detail the historical context of the room,
building, and estate, as well as that of the illustration and of the more notable picces of furniture or works of art
represented. The opportunity is missed, however, to analyze the meaning of these in terms of changing social rela-
tions. For example, there is an illustration of the communal breakfast room at Ardcheanochrochan Inn in the Tros-
sachs in 1854. Hotels for Highland tourists were a novelty. Eating together and yet maintaining privacy is
achieved here by placing an enormous table (seemingly some four meters by eight) in the middle of the room, al-
lowing guests to sit around its periphery with the maximum possible space between the pairs or small groups. The
era of a multiplicity of separate tables had not yet arrived. The picture of such a table and its breakfasting cries out
for comment.

The failure to grasp this opportunily is all the more evident in a book which, unavoidably, touches on every
aspect of personal, family, and public life. Nevertheless, the systematically thorough treatment, the wealth of il-
lustrations, mostly of hitherto unpublished or little known material, the elegance of the production, and the modest
price of £25 makes this a very desirable volume.

Thomas A. Markus, University of Strathclyde (Emeritus)

Thomas Mautner, Francis Hutcheson On Human Nature. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993. Pp.
194.

The purpose of this smallish book is to make easily available two texts by Francis Hutcheson which were never
lost, but which have been difficult to obtain and much overlooked. Since together these texts total only thirty-five
pages, Mautner has filled the book with a long introductory essay on the context of Hutcheson’s philosophy (87
pages), overviews of the texts (22 pages), many appendices (21 pages), and an annotated bibliography (21 pages).
The result is in total fairly interesting; despite the appearance of a collection of miscellanea, the book contains lit-
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stitutionalist.’” It is quite another to say exactly what that label means and to defend in detail its applicability to
Smith’s work.

Muller’s central aim is clearly to see Smith whole. He wastes no time flogging the dead horse of ‘“Das Adam
Smith Problem,”’ proceeding on the ‘‘working assumption . . . that Smith’s thought is relatively coherent’” (p. 9).
In fact, Muller’s Smith was committed throughout his intellectual life to a single ‘‘civilization project’’; ‘‘his
overarching goal was to improve human character’” (p. 8). It was to this end that Smith developed a “‘mode of
thought”’ more important, jn Muller's view, than any of his specific policy recommendations (p. 6). T. D.
Campbell and I. S. Ross once referred to this mode of thought as ‘*contemplative utilitarianism”’ (Journal of the
History of Ideas, 42:73-92). Muller’s name for it is ‘‘psychological institutionalism.”’ He summarizes it in his In-
troduction as an approach to ‘‘almost every aspect of social life’” which is concerned above all with “‘the institu-
tional direction of the passions™ (p. 6). Smith’s ‘‘purpose,”” Muller asserts, was ‘‘to make people more decent by
designing social institutions which draw the passions toward socially and morally beneficial behavior’” (p. 6).
Muller describes his book as “‘an essay in historical recovery’’ (p. 7), and what is to be recovered is an under-
standing of Smith’s *‘civilizing project’’ as the ‘‘designing [of] the decent society.”

Muller’s candid explanation of his methods and goals, taken together with the useful scholarly apparatus to
which I have referred above, and further complemented by a prose style that is a delight— lucid, economical, and
disciplined but never dry or sententious—make this a book I shall recommend highly to advanced students looking
for an introduction to Smith’s thought. The first of its three parts, ‘‘Adam Smith in His Time,"”” contextualizes
Smith beautifully. It would be the perfect point d’entrée into Smith’s intellectual world for an interested student.
Part 2, *“‘Designing the Decent Society,” offers tem short chapters anatomizing Smith’s theory of commercial
society. Its centerpiece is chapter 7: **Commercial Humanism: Smith’s Civilizing Project.”” Tt is in this section of
the book that Muller develops his argument that Smith was in faclt a ‘‘piecemeal social engineer.”” In part 3,
“From Smith’s Time to Curs,”” Muller assesses some of Smith’s critics and disciples, and tries to rescue him from
extreme and/or simplistic interpretations.

Muller is well aware of Smith’s distasie for “‘the propensity to account for all appearances from as few prin-
ciples as possible’” (p. 196). Nonetheless, Muller’s re-thinking of Smith seems to me to fall into the error of re-
ducing a mode of thought nicely balancing principles and pragmatism, and a cast of mind strongly influenced by
the skeptical ‘‘philosophical politics” of David Hume, to a formulaic commitment to a single, architectonic
“‘civilizing project.”” Mulier refers frequently to the ‘‘design’’ of “‘institutions’ without ever giving a very
rigorous account of what he means, or what Smith would have meant, by either word. Such an account is greatly
needed, for without one we cannot be sure where fo situate Smith in relation to two contrasting models of ‘‘in-
stitutional design’’: the ‘‘spontaneous order of actions’’ postulated by Hayek (p. 203) and the comprehensively
and programmatically “‘engineered’” society of Jeremy Bentham (pp. 177-79). Did Adam Smith, the father of the
doctrine of unintended consequences, in fact advocate a comprehensive program of ‘‘institutional design’’ for
commercial society? Did he really believe that ““the greatest misery comes from knowing we have violated moral
law”’ (p. 203; emphasis added)? Muller believes that the answer is yes. I still need some convincing.

Muller himself quotes Smith on the “‘delicacy and reserve’” required 1o execute the office of legislator in com-
mercial society with *‘propriety and judgment™ (p. 202). To my ear, the characterization of Smith as **designer of
the decent society’’ suggests too much of the sort of programmatic enthusiasm which we know Smith distrusted
and too little of ““delicacy and reserve’ —tloo much of architectonic ambition and too little of semsitivily to the
conditionality of the shifiing criteria of *‘propriety and [sound] judgment’ to quite succeed in capturing the (ad-
mittedly elusive) essence of Smith’s ‘‘mode of thought.”

This is a “*decent’” book of “‘civilizing”’ intent. As such, it captures an imporiant part of the spirit of Smith’s
work. It also succeeds admirably in combining serious scholarship with accessibility. These are no trivial ac-
complishments. Rightly or wrongly, however, I remain convinced that there is more of open-ended inquiry and
less of “‘social control™ (p. 204) in Smith’s ‘*project’’ than Muller’s portrait suggests.

Douglas Long, University of Western Ontario

Hiroshi Miznta and Chuhei Sugivama, eds. Adam Smith: International Perspectives. London: St. Martin’s
Press, 1993. Pp. xii + 328,

This is yet another book trying to come to terms with Adam Smith as a thinker of *‘a system of social
philosophy of commercial or civilized society, as he put it”* (preface). It is an anthology of contributions presented
at a symposium of the Adam Smith Society of Japan, commemorating the bicentenary of Smith’s death in 1990.
The collection has been edited (although without particularly high standards of accuracy) by Hiroshi Mizuta,
whose contribution concludes the volume, and Chuhei Sugiyama.
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Rao), in China (by Zhu Shaowen), and last but not least, in Japan (Chuhei Sugiyama, Ikuo Omori, and Hiroshi
Takemoto). Recurrent patterns are the predominant interest in the Wealth of Nations and the conflict with the
German ‘‘Historical School,’” mainly involving the nationalist Friedrich List.

Daniel Briillmeier, University of St. Gallen, Switzerland

The General Correspondence of James Boswell 1766-1769. Ed. Richard C. Cole et al., vol. 1: 1766-1767.
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, and New Haven: Yale University Press, 1993. Pp. xlvi + 282.

Boswell; Laird of Auchinleck 1778-1782. Ed. Joseph W. Reed and Frederick Pottle. Edinburgh: Edinburgh Un-
iversity Press, 1993. Pp. xxxvi + 570.

Comparing this reprint of Reed and Pottle’s 1977 edition of Boswell’s journal for the years 1778-1782 with the
first published volume of Boswell’s ‘‘general correspondence,’’ covering the years 1766-1767, one is struck by
overwhelming contrasts. In terms of the subject’s place in the world, the contrast is between the youthful Bos-
well —just back in Edinburgh after several years on the Continent and very much in the process of forming himself
personally, professionally, and intcllectually—and the mature Boswell who finally inherits the family estate and
becomes laird of Auchinleck in 1782. In the carlier period Boswell is thinking about taking a wife, preparing to
make his mark in the world of letters with a book on Corsica, and trying to establish himself as an advocate in a
legal profession dominated by an elite that includes his father, Lord Auchinleck of the Court of Session. In the lat-
ter period he is an established, if somewhat jaded, man of law, husband, and father who must endure the
deteriorating health of both his wife and his hated/beloved father. Filled with self-doubt as a man of letters (*‘I am
making no considerable fipure in any way,”” he writes), burdened by his recurring bouts of alcoholism and
venereal disease, trapped in Scotland by increasing responsibilities that keep him from his cherished London, the
fortyish Boswell is both deeply troubled and unwilling to give up his struggle for independence and greatness.

In terms of texts and genres, the contrast is between the compelling readability of the mature journal and the
miscellaneous character of the general correspondence. Because the 233 letters in the Cole volume are spread
among more than 125 correspondents, it is sometimes difficult to discover in them coherent discourse or sustained
relationships. No fewer than 185 additional letters that would have gone into this volume are known of but not ex-
tant, so that gaps are almost the rule rather than the exception. In fairness, there are a few inleresting letters here,
and the valve (and, one hopes, coherence) of the general correspondence will surely become clearer as more
volumes of it are published. And the editing standards arc generally high, in the tradition of the Yale Editions of
the Private Papers of James Bosweli.

It is in the area of book presentation, however, that the contrast between these volumes is most apparent.
Though the principal publisher of both books is the same, Lgird embodies the publishing conventions of the
McGraw-Hill/Heinemann era of Boswell studies, when the print was large, the leading generous, the paper thick,
and the illustrations pientiful, whereas the General Correspondence goes about as far as one can in the opposite
direction. The reduced-size footnotes of the one book are roughly as readable as the main text of the other, whose
footnotes are now reduced accordingly to microscopic size. Moreover, the decision to save money on the General
Correspondence by gathering all the notes for a particular letter at the end of that letter, rather than (as in previous
editions of the correspondence) placing each note at the foot of the page on which it is cited, makes for much un-
necessary page-turning and a most distracting appearance. Perhaps the ultimate irony is that all this textual comner-
cutting is combined with the prefatory trappings of a bygone era (i.e., two pages devoted to a list of previously
published volumes in the series, two 1o a pointless second title page, two to an acknowledgment of support from
the NEH, and two to lists of the full membership of the project’s Editorial and Advisory Committees—replete
with the members’ academic degrees and fetlowships in royal societies), none of which have been reproduced in
the reprint of Laird, which puts the care where it counts.

Richard B. Sher, NJIT — Rutgers University-Newark

Brian Hillyard, David Steuart Esquire, an Edinburgh Collector: The 1801 Sale Catalogue of Part of His Lib-
rary . . . with an Introductory Essay. Edinburgh: Edinburgh Bibliographical Society (in association with the
National Library of Scotland), 1993. Pp. 88.

This is a thirty-page essay on Steuart followed by the reprinted sale catalogue and four short appendices which
add something to our knowledge of Steuart’s collections or the book trade in Scotland. David Steuart was a mer-
chant, banker, speculator, and bankrupt whose political carcer peaked 1780-82, when he served as lord provost of
Edinburgh. That this Highland lad was far more than a mere businessman is made ciear by his interests in innova-
tive commercial and industrial schemes and prison reform, and by his collections of books and objets d’art.
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Collected Works of Henry Home (Lord Kames). 13 volumes in a boxed set, With new introductions by John
Valdimir Price. London: Routledge Thoemmes Press, 1993. Pp. 5776.

The first thing to be said about this collection is that it costs £695, and individual volumes cannot be purchased
separately. The second thing to be said is that many librarians and scholars will find it money well spent.

Besides the high standard of production quality that we have come 1o expect from Thoemmes, these books will
please for their utility. All of Kames’s most important works are here, and the inclusion of Alexander Fraser Tyt-
ler’s valuable contemporary biography of Kames adds considerably to the usefulness of the collection. Prefixed to
Tyiler’s first volume is a 40-page biographical introduction by I. V. Price, including a chronology of Kames’s life
and a bibliography of writings by and amount him. Though this introduction and the other brief ones that precede
each of the eight titles in the set do not probe the subject as deeply as a Kames specialist might have done, they
provide a suitable context for understanding Kames’s life and work.

My only substantial criticism is that mo justification is ever given for choosing the particular books and edi-
tions that comprise this set. Why include, for example, Loose Hints upon Education (1782), which the editor
derides in the biographical introduction, at the expense of, say, Historical Law-Tracts (1758), which was influen-
tial for the development of Scottish conceptions of ‘‘conjectural’” history? Similarly, why reprint the first edition
of Tytler’s Memoirs rather than the second edition, which contained new material on Kames’s early life drawn
from Boswell’s manuscripts? And why use the 1788 edition of Elements of Criticism rather than one of the various
editions of that book which appeared during Kames's lifetime? There may be perfectly good reasons for these
decisions, but readers deserve to be 1old wbat they are.

This point aside, it is certain that this set contributes significantly toward the work of reprinting the Scottish
Enlightenment that Thoemmes, and now Routledge Thoemmes, have taken it upon themselves to do.

Richard B. Sher, NJIT — Rutgers University-Newark

Letters to the Editor

Dear Editor,

I do not normally comment on reviews of my own books, but David Armitage’s remarks about my Andrew
Fletcher and the Treaty of Union [no. 7 (1993): 24-25] are so eccentric and intemperate, and so much at variance
both with the facts and with the opinions of other reviewers, that I think they cali for some response.

Other reviewers have taken the opposite view from Armitage on virtually every point he makes. Some ex-
amples: Michael Lynch in The Scotsman: “*An impeccably researched and convincing portrait, which will remain
the definitive study for many years to come . . . This book’s very considerable achievement is to show how much
Fletcher fay in the mainstream of Scottish politics and guided its direction.”” David Daiches in Books in Scotland:
*‘What emerges clearly in this lucid account of his life and thought is Fletcher’s comprehensiveness of vision . . .
His faults are not played down.’” Andrew Marr in The Economist: *‘It ought also to be bought by anyone inter-
ested in British constitutional history, and the history of political ideas.”’ Mario Relich in Chapman: ‘*Highly per-
ceptive in his analysis of Fletcher’s lucid political pamphlets . . . Impartial in its sifting of evidence.”’

What then has upset David Armitage? I think that a clue might lie in his phrase: ‘‘craven bribery and palronage
seem to him [i.e., P.H.S.] to be the only motives for Union.” (He evidently means, although his use of language
is imprecise, motives for the eventual majorily for the Treaty in the Scottish Parliament, although the same Parlia-
ment had been determined in their assertion of Scottish independence for some years before.) This is the view
taken by both Fleicher and Lockhart at the time. Later in the century both Robert Burns and Walter Scott thought
the same. As I show in my book, an examination of the contemporary evidence leads irresistibly to the conclusion
that they were right. David Armitage may not like the message, but he bas fallen into the trap of blaming the mes-
senger.

Yours sincerely,
Paul H. Scott, Edinburgh

P.S. According to David Armitage, there is a copy of Fletcher’s Political Works in the National Library of
Scotland which ‘‘contains important manuscript revisions, apparenily made on Fleicher’s instructions.”” I have had
another look at all the copies of the book in the National Library. None contain any manuscript comments of any
kind. This is hardly surprising because the first edition appeared in 1732, sixteen years afier Fletcher’s death.

The verbatim records of Fletcher’s speecbes in the Portland Manuscripts are in the reports from the secret agent,
William Greg. There are many references to them in my book.

Dear Editor,
I stand by my scholarly criticisms of Scott’s book. Readers of my review will see that Scott has not addressed
any of those criticisms; readers of his book will be able to decide whether they were fairly grounded.
David Armitage
Department of History, Columbia University
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Goodin and P. Pettit (London, 1993), 568-74,
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