ST. GEORGE TUCKER'S "OLD BACHELOR" LETTER
ON LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE IN AMERICA

A Critical Edition

& Thesis

Pregented To
The Faculty of the Department of IEnglish

2

The Colilege of Willlem and Mary in Virginia

fee)

In Partial Fulfiliment
O0f the Requirements for the Degree af

Master of Arts

vy
Arme Elizabeth WelCeorkle

1971



APPROVAL SHEET

This thesis is submitted in partial fulfillment of

the requirements for the degree of

Master of Arts

Wore CRColln

Author

Approved, May 1971

e, 2 £
e e AN

//”\
Carl R. Dolmetsch

N

o .
fotnd N S loliinf

1.

Rcbert Scholylck

@&éu&a 7 (ol

Charies Cullen




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
ABSTRACT s oesccacsccnsscosnsenssssccncsssaoscos 1V
I. THE "OLD BACHELOR”™ SERIES:ccscececsccoscocas 2
ITI. ST. GECRGE TUCKER®S LETTER NOe. XVIeeseees 17
IIT. LETTER NO. XVI: CRITICAL COMMENTARY . ... 30
APPENDIXceuosscsvocosvencesasssccsoscsascnscescs 573

BILLB.LK:GGRAP}EYzﬁﬁﬁOOG0..0‘66!'D..Ov@!’.’CIOQ.O0.0GQ SL}

iii



o~

ABSTRACT

This paper seeks to establish the relationship
between a group of essays in manuscript and an essay
series appearing in the Richmond Enguirer in 1811 and
1813, St. George Tucker, the author of the manuscripts,
wrote papers addressed to the Enguirer *“01d Bachelors™
however, the findings of this study —indicate that none
of Tucker's letters appeared in print.

The circumstances which prevented the publishing
of Tucker's papers do not reflect upon the literary
merit of the essays. In the hope that the entire group
will eventually receive critical evaluatlon, a critical
edition of Tucker®s letter number sixteen is offered.
‘Tucker's letter on language end literature in America
“gondemns public apathy in Virginia while defending
 America against attacks by the Edinburgh Reviewers. The
iletier documents one stage in the development of American

w

1iterary nationalism.
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I
‘THE "OLD BACHELOR" SERIES

The study of early American literature is often
iike exemining an iceberg--eight-ninths of it is sub-
merged beneath the surface. Accordingly, each year
brings to light literary efforts which have been buried
in diaries, 1etters, newspapers, and manuscript cel-
iections, wailting to be unearthed for critical apprai-

gal- The time has come for a group of unpublished manu=-
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~ipts written Ca. 1811 by St. George Tucker to receive
eritical evaluation.

These holograph manuscripits are among the holdings
of the Tucker-Coleman Collection in the Swem Library oef
the College of William and Mary. Inside what appears
to be the original folder are two leaves and twenty'

folios, with writing on both recto and verso. The pages

B

¢

are not numbered, but sixteen of the twenty-two essays
are numbered by essay from twelve to twenty-seven and
are semi-bound with etrings OFf the remaining pieces,
two are mumbered'five and nine, respectivelys; three have
o indication of number or sequence, and one carries a

7
deleted twenty-elght in the upper left-hand corner where

2



a number sheould appear. One of the unmarked essays
appears to be a draft of the essay once numbered twenty-
eighte The content of the essays varies a great deal,
but a majority take the form of letters addressed "Dear

Sir@<ana rnieaded For the 0ld Batchellore The seven re-

maining essays consist of four completed allegories and
oene draft, one essay on patriotism, and a letter
addressed to Solomon Squaretoes, Esq. (See Appendix
for a listing of the exact sequence and content of each
manuscript.) This paper will concern itself with only
one 'gelection in depthe

The author of the essays, St. George Tucker, was
born in Bermuda in 1752, traveled to Virginia in 1771
f@f%t@dy iaw under George Wythe at the College of
Witliiam and Mary, and made the area higs home for the
rem&ining'years of his lifes In September, 1778, Tucker
gecurad  position among the Virginia azristocracy by
marrying Frances (Bland) Randolph, the young widow of
John Randolvh of Matoax. During the next three yeafs,
hig life as a planter at Matoax was interrupted by mili-
tary servicetr a2s g volunteer defending Hampteon and
Williamsburg in 1779, as a major in the militia under
Robert Lawson, and in 1781, as a lieutenant-cclonel in
the Franco-~American campalgn at Yorktown. Following his
wites death in 1788, Tucker moved his family to

Williamsburg where he built what is.now known as the



Tucker-Coleman home. Tucker was professor of law at the
College of William and Mary from 1790 to 1804, served
as judge on the Virginia Court of Appeals from 1804 to
1811, and was Federal Judge of the Virginia District
from his appointment in 1813 until two years before his
death in 1827.

Tucker is best known for his annotated edition of

Blackstone's Commentaries and for his earlier Disserta-

tiorr on Slavery with a Proposal for the Gradual Abolition

of I%, in the State of Virginia (Philadelphia, 1796).

In addition he published several individual peems, such

az Liberty, a Poem: On the Independence of America

Richmond, 1788) and the three-part satiric Probationary

Ddeg of Jdonathan Pindar, Esq.s & Cousin of Peter's, and

e

2 Candidate feor the Poet Laureat to the C.U.S. (Philadelphia,

17¢6%. For the most part, Tucker's other works, including
three plays, miscellaneous poems, and the essays under
examination here, remain unpublished.

s a lawyer-writer, Tucker was not an unusual

g

phenomenon in his day, but one of a group which included
such men 2s Richard Henry Wilde, William Wirt, William
Crafts, Hugh Swin Legare, and Tucker's cousin, George
Tucker, Each of these men combined writing with a legal
career. Zach faced the problem of living in a society
antivathetic to professional writers.2 Writing was a
popuiar avocations however, publication, especiélly for

monetary reward, did not greatly enhance the position of
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the gentleman lawyer or planter.3 Society's refusal to
grant literary hopefuls their proper regard was united
with the writers® own hesitancy to openly take credit
for possible falilures. These circumstances produced a
market for anonymous light verse and occasignal essays;
reinforced by the‘English literary tradition of the
Lddisonian essaye

The first in a series of such anonymous essays ap-
peared in Nevember 1810 when Thomas Ritchie, owner and
publisher of the Richmend Enquirer, introduced his
r@m’@fs +o one DB¥: Robert Cecil, the pen name of William
Wirt (1772-1834), also called in the title of the column,
"Phe 014 ‘5:12-;:{:helm:‘»“lL From December 1810 to December 1811
twenty~elight “01ld Bachelor™ esgsays appeared in the news-
paver; and after a hiatus of eighteen months, anocther
five yarn in 1813. Some took the form of letters supposed-
ly addressed to Dre Cecile The thirty-three essays were
reprinted in boeck form by the Enquirer Press in 181# and

- i

again in Baltimore in 1818. Although not all the essays

-

were attrivuted te Wirt, he was recognized as the primary
awthor of the series. Before he assumed the character of
the 01ld Bachelor, Wirt had gained recognition as an

y F
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egzayis ome import for his contributiocn to the

Engulirer Rainbow series appearing in 1804 and 1805, and

for the earlier and more pepular group of ten essays he

had written fer the Richmond Virginia Argus in 1803. The




latter were republished in book form as The Letiers of

‘a  British Spy. Wirt developed the 01d Bachelor series

to replace a newly begun project, the Sylph oqpmru.5
The introductory number in the Richmond series is

an account of the O0ld Bachelor's life, from his birth in
Vlrglnla through his several attempts at careers in law,
medicine, and the ministry. “Enthusizsm is the prominent
feature of my character,” says Dr. Cecileé And in essay
nunber eleven, the 0ld Bacheler specifies his purpose--
that "nothing will find its way to the public under the
sarnction of the 014 Bachelor, but what is calculated,

Jaecoerding to his opinien, te promote the course in which

wsirm

she hasz embarked: virtucusly to instruct or innccently %o

amize."’ The es ssays ave closely modeled on The Snectaton,

A TR ST

‘and in an &ddisor nian manner treat subjects ranging from
patrictism to gambling.
Among the contributers assisting Wirt with the series

were his close friends Dabney Carr, Richard E. Parker,

s

Dy. Frank Carr, Louis Hue Girsrdin, Senator R. B. Taylor,

-

rg Gilmer and Geerge Tuck er,.g Several

B

Dawvid Watson, France
of these men were asked to adopt specific roles in the Qld
Bachelor household and to submit letters appropriate to
their ass g ned characters. For example, Richard E. Parker
and Dre. Frank Carr assumed the pen names of Alfred and

Galen, the adopted children of the 0ld Bachelor.? To

supplement these contributions, Wirt encouraged resnonses



10. The success of these invitations is

from his readers.
measured by Dr. Cecil's lament on several occasions that
he has been flooded with communications he is unable to
uge. 1

Writers seeking to identify the pseudonohymous con=-
tributors to the Enguirer series have listed St. George
Tucker as a likely member of the group. In 1846 John P
Kennedy, Wirt's biographer, credited Tucker with a part
in the series. Succeeding scholars have accepted
Kennedy's statements.lz The assumption that Tucker was
creagpensible for at least a portion of the essays was a
ireasonable oney, but had not been thoroughly investigated
.until thiscattempt te establish the relationship between
the twenty-two Tucker essays in manuscript and the
‘Richmond Enguirer 0ld Bachelor series. Although no one
zhas‘suggestéd that all twenty-two essays appeared in
print, at least gsections of Tucker's papers were expected
to have been incorporated inte the newspaper series. The

first stage of the research was to compare the 1814 edi-

tionn of The 0ld Bachelor with the newspaper essays. The

1814 edition proved to be an exact reprint of the Enguirer

n

essays, in sequence and content. The essays in book form
were then read for evidence of St. George Tucker®s hand.
The search yielded nothing teo indicate that the Tucker
manuscripts appeared in print. Further inquiries into

correspondence between Wirt and Tucker during this period



and plecing together the necessary information revealed
the reasons why there is no correlation betwe?n the twe
groups of essayse. These findings allow us te recenstruct
a reasonable picture of the events as we can now presume
+them to have occurred.

In March 1811 St. George Tucker resigned from his
position as judge on the Virginia Court of Appeals and
entered private life. Two years of relative inactivity
were to followel) His biocgrapher reports that "for some
reason he had not been happy in his positien nor in ac-
cord.with some of his fellow judges, and he declared
: himgelf determined *never again to engage in any Business
‘eriofficee‘”ia Tucker tock advantage of his‘new freedom
by traveling to Elmwood for long visits with his daughter
~and by exploring the areas around Staunton and Lexington.
~He filled netebooks with deseriptions of the ceuntrysideals
He also wrote his friend Wirt concerning the Enguirer
series, a project Wirt had commenced four months earlier.
Wirt comments in a letter to Dabney Carr, February 27, 1811:
“Tucker writes that it (the 0ld Bachelor) is doing good to
the country., and honor to its authora"16

The first evidence that Tucker plarmed to contribute
o the series appears in August, 1811, five months after
he resigned from the Court of Appeals. Then, in a letter
" to Tucker dated August 7, Wirt speaks of having received

- ® 1
Tucker®s "elegant communications for the 01d Bachelor. " 7
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rt assures Tucker that the essays on memory and arti-

#

icial aid to hearing will be used, but not the letter
from "Mitis the federalist (sic)." He alse refers to a
"first communication"'in which Tucker addressed Dr. Cecil
as "0ld Squaretoes.” Unfortunately, Wirt comments,
another correspondent has already taken this name for

his own. Tucker is asked net to use itr.again. A letter
dated August 18, 1811, again comments on an essay Tucker
has sent Wirt, a2 selection on party Spirit.la Another
letter written the following day, August 19, states that

19 and

Wirt has received Tucker's allegory on contentment:
finally, on August 25, Wirt writes congratulating Tucker
onan allegory on ambition and patriotism and on the
Yether writings® he has received.20
'~ Nene of the seven specific essays Wirt mentions is
found among the extant Tucker manuscripts. The essay
degignated by Tucker as number five, however, is an alle-
gory on contentment. Tucker has noted on it, "written
over again and altered August 9." Similarly, essay
number nine is a letter dealing with ambition and patrio-
tism. I% too includes a comment in Tucker®s hand,
“thrown inte a somewhat differemt form.” These are the
only two pieces bearing any editorial remarks of this
kinds It seems reasonable to view them as drafts of two

of the essays Wirt acknowledgese An unnumbered letter

in the group is addressed to Solomon Squaretoes, Esqe. It
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is mest likely a copy or draft of the first essay Wirt
mentions. The findings indicate that Wirt received es-
.says one through four by August 7, 1811 (copy of one
extant: two, three, and four not extant), five and six
by August 19 (first draft of five extant, six not extant),
and essays seven through eleven by August 25 (seven and
eight not extant: first draft of nine extant, "other
writings"s ten and eleven not extant though ten is re-
ferred to in Tucker®s essay number twelve). Essays
twelve through twenty-seven are in the Tucker manuscript
cellection; bound tegether in thelr proper sequence. Ag
‘mentioned sarlier, number twenty-eight is accompanied by
‘what appears tc be a draft. One additional unnumbered:
esgay also lies unbound in the feldera

From the preceding evidence, we can surmise that
¢ Wirt had recelilved eleven of Tucker's essays by August 25,
1811, with the first contribution arriving shortly before
August 7. On August 6, 1811, the Richmond Enquirer
printed "The Cld Bachelor, No. XXIII." On the next'day
Wirt writes Tucker that twenty-five essays are already
with Ritchie, and anether “two or three” have been pre-
pared to send himegl - This means that by August 7, 1811,
the fellowing had occurred: a) "The 01d Bachelor"” num-
bers one through twenty-three had appeared in the
Enguirers b) numbers twenty-four and twenty-five had
peen sent to Ritchie; and ¢) numbers twenty-six, twenty-

geven, and possibly twenty-eight were ready to be sent
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to Ritchie. Even if we assume that Wirt had written
only an additional two numbers (twenty-six and twenty-
seven), we must logically conclude that Tucker's essays
would@ have had to appear in the Enguirer numbers twenty-
eight to thirty-three. Neither the extant manuscripts
nor the seven essays Wirt specifically mentions appear
in print in these numbers. MNoreover, the identities of
the authors of numbers twenty-eight to thirty-three have
heen satisfactorily established.??

This study acknowledges the possibility that Tucker
sent Wirt letters which have not been accounted for here.
Only an analysis of style, syntax, and vocabulary would
prove beyond any doubt that Tucker wrote none of the 0ld
“Bachelor essayse. On the basis of this investigation,
however, we may conclude that Tucker®s 01ld Bachelor
papers nevey appeared in the Richmond Enguirer series.
This should not be taken as a negative comment on the
intrinsic merit ef the essays. When Wirt enthusiastically
received them in August 1811, he did not know that ine
creased involvement in other activities would prevent
him from continuing the series on a regular basis. He
did not know that the book edition would be delayed three
vears. On August 7, 1811, Wirt writes Tucker:

Ritchie says that he will not bind up more
than thirty numbers in the first volume
which is to come out by winter. He has
already five and twenty in hand, and I have

two or three others prepared for him: so
that you see I am bespeaking material for
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the second velume, as it becemes a good
provider to doe. I shall be not a little
proud to be bound up with you in the same
volume and I cannot help flattering myself
that we LAY be of some service in the
countrye.

These comments indicate that Wirt was thinking about
Tucker in terms of a project beyond the present series.
Wirt sees the first segment of the 014 Bachelor papers
nearing an end,; culminating in a book edition. He has
already begun to plan for the second volume. Hig en-
couragement to Tucker in the follewing letter, written
on August 25, 1811, indicates that Tucker would have felt
warranted te continue writing letters te the 0ld Bachelor.

Bye the bye, since you seem resclved on

private 1ife how can you be more patricti-~

cally employed than in fashioning the

morals and directing the spirits of your

ceuntrymen? Merely to read would be gel-

fish, and life itself would almost stagnate

en your handse These efforts for the 0.B.

will act like tides upon your ocean and

purify beth the water and the air of your

inteilectual henisphere. 1 hope you will

continue them both for ygur own sake and

that of your countrymen.~

Determining why only segments: eof Tucker's essays

are extant is difficult. Apparently Tucker wrote Wirt
z2gking that his manuscripts be returned, for Wirt replies
en August 22, 1812 that he cannot comply with the request
since the essays are in Richmond and he in Warm Springs.26
Wirt assures Tucker that he intends te renew publication
of the series, with "interspursicns of the essays which

you were so¢ obliging te furnish.” Rather emphatically
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Wirt states that he would hesitate to part with the
egssays even if he had no plans to proceed with the pro-
jecte The tone suggests that by emphasizing the value
af the papers, Wirt may be indirectly apologizing for
not having used them. Certainly there is nothing to in-
dicate that he did fulfill his eriginal promise to his
friend by incorporating Tucker's letters into the series.
Tucker made a coepy of his reply to Wirt's August 22
letter.27 In it he briefly comments on the long time
which has elapsed since Wirt last wrote an 0ld Bachelor
paper. Tucker goes on to explain his assumption that
Wirt has completed the project. He notes that he hazs no
copy of the essays he sent Wirt, and gently but firmly
ingists that Wirt return them when the series has been
discontinved. It is possible that Wirt returned zll or
part of the papers, and that only the egssays under dis-
cussion have survived the intervening years. It is also
conceivable that Tucker began making copies of his essays
after the initial numbers had been sent to Wirte. This
would explain why the extant manuscripts include only the
final essays. A third alternative is that Tucker was
dissuvaded from mailing any further essays after his first
eftforts were not printed. The evidence points to one or
both of the latter suggestions since only letter number
thirteen hag been folded for mailing and addressed “For

Doctor Robert Cecile™

i}
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Despite the fact that the essays were not published
and that we cannot resolve the exact sequencemof events,
a2 majority of the letters Tucker intended for the 01ld
Bacheler have survived and are now available for critical
examination. It is te be heoped that in due time each
will be edited with appropriate comments. The purpose
of this paper is te censtruct a model for such editing,
with a critical edition ef letter number sixteen and a

ceritical appraisal to foellewe
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For the 0ld Batchellor.

Sir,

In @ne'of'your former numbers, which, unluckily I
lent to one of my neighbours, who forgot to return it
to me, I recollect you appear to have been not a little
offended, with some sarcastic remarks of the Edinburgh
‘Reviewers, on Mr. Barlow's Columbiad,; and, on American
litterature in general. Having no pretensions to the
character of a Critic, it is by no means my intention
to teke up the Gauntlet in their favor: permit me,
‘however %o say, that I think there is great force, in
their observations respecting the multitude of words
which are radically, and2 entirely new; such as

2 L ) ;
which are radically, and“al - and, coloniarch;5 neither

multiflgvianB- cosmogyvralund their way into any dictionary

that I am acguainted with, and might possibly, (the

second especially,) provoke any but a classical reader.

8 2
ijvagrggg,? to bestorm, and to transboard,” not only
gstand in the same predicament, but have not any thing to
recommend them to my Ear, or to my understanding; still

: . . 10
less have the new coin®d verbs to rainbow, to road.,

17
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to gggggg,lz and to forester,'J to invite attention, or
{0 furnish pleasure. In making these remarks.I would
not be supposed to deny to an American Epic poet, the
priviledge of introducing new words intoc our language;
but, that language is already so copious, that no new
words, or expressions,; ought to be introduced into it,
which have not, evidently, a tendency to enrich it.

The privilege of Coinage, as it relates to our Language,
may be aptly enough compared to that which is exercised,
in respect to the circulating Medium of. Commerce; there
ought to be none below a certain standard of purity: and
‘of this standard ﬁhe‘classical Scholar is probably the

fmost correct judge, in respect to languazge, as the

=2

essayist is, in respect to the precious metals. I am

1

not dispozed to deny to Mr. Barlow every qualification
that may entitle him to the privilege of Coining, but I
am inclin*d to think, that in some of the instances
guoted by the Reviewers, he has exercised his privilege
something in the same manner that crown'd heads have
exercised their prerogative in regard to the current coin;
by debacing it, in some Respects. Let it be remembered
that we live in a Republic, where every Man lays claim to
equal privileges and prerogatives, with his neighbours if
then, the example of Mr. Barlow should happen to fire the
Imagination, and rouse the Ambition of our Orators, and

Poets, consider what a Coinage we should have in a few

yearg. --1 am inclined to believe that the specimen of
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Oratory which you have given us in your XXV number,
would not be confined to your friend Mr. D 's
Colleague.14 In my Attendance on the debates, both in
Richmond, and in Washington, I have frequent occasion to
wigsh for a greater scope of comprehension than I possess,
as I very frequently hear Expressions, the meaning of
which I cannot understand. Our political Controvertists
(I had like to have called them controversialists.)15
both in their speeches, and their writings, seem tc aim
at this prerogative of coining; and I am very much
inclined to apprehend thaﬁ if the public taste, or
sentiment, do nct put some check to their Ambition, very
few of us will, in time, be capable of understanding each
other: and, like Rabelais' Englishman, we shall be
reduced to the necessity of conversing by signs.1

Another fault which the Reviewers find with Mr. Barlow,
is, his Innovations in prosody, as an Instance of which,
they condemn the following Line, because the middle”
gyllable in GCalaxies, is long

“"New Constellations, new Galaxies rise."l7

Haé¢ I not the Authority of that Colossus of Litterature,
as he is frequently stiled, Doctor Johnson, I should
hardly venture to say, that in this instance Messieurs
the Reviewers have been very unlucky. But having him
on my side, as his Dictionary proves, I will venture

t0o express an opinion that neither Pope nor
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18 I am inclined to

Dryden would have changed the Line.
apprehend, however, that many of our orators would take
-gides with the Reviewers, as I think I have cbserved it
to have become a rule with them, to throw the Accent

- always as far back as the first syllable, even in such

words as indjiegnant, magazine, symptomatic, and systematically,

which until within a few years; have always had the
accent upon the second, or third. This very frequently
preduces a2 kind of guttural, indistinct, articulation,

as if the speaker had taken his mouth half full of water,
as an Auxiliary t0 his pronunciation. I have been told
that the Dictionaries of Sheridan and Walker, are vouch‘d
as anthorities for this barbarous suffocation of certazin
words, which formerly never stuck in the speakers throat;
nor were drown'd in a teorrent issuing from the saiival
Glaﬁdg.ig ‘But I am inclin‘'d to believe that neither of
these Lexicographers carry thelilr prosodial reformations
quite as far as certain Orators in this Country. The
best guides to pronunciation are certainly those poets,
who have distinguish’d themselves by the Harmony, or as
the modern critics call it, the Rhythm, of their
versification; andzo numbers. Of'these Pope I think

is the most copious, the most uniform, and the most
correct, except Goldsmith, whose numbers are sometimes

even more musical to my Ear, than Pope's. If our Orators

and Politician were to peruse the Illiad, and the
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Odyssey, with the double view of enriching their Minds,
and instructing themselves in the true pronunciation of
their native language, I think their Hearers might some-
times be not only more edified, but more agreeably
entertain®d than frequently happense A vicious pronun-
ciation is calculated to destroy the effect of even a
good Compositione The Hearer's attention is diverted,
or rather distracted, as it would be by a Child's
‘rattling with a Stick, against the back of his pew,
whilst he is trying to listen to a Sermon. For these
Reasons I have often wish®d that our young Orators,
€apecially, would pay more attention than is usual to a
f%ﬁst, and harmoniocus pronunciation. But, there is
another Rock, on which modern Oratory seems in great
Wanger of eplittings I mean the prevailing dislike to
Wiords of one, or two syllables: the consequence of which
is, that it takes three times zs long te ask a Question,
or to give an Answer, as it used to de; and very often
the introduction of a word of five or six syllables; to
express what is commonly express®’d in one, provokes me
in such a Manner, that I am obliged to ask the speaker to
repeat what he has said, or decline making any answer to
what I do net well understand. One of my Nephews; who
has not long sincé returned from a certain Northern
College,; knowing that I was invited t¢ dine with a neigh-

bour on the other side of a Mill-pond, which divides our
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plantations, ask'd me the other day "if I cahtemplated
pérambulating the Mound of the Ré%ervoir of the
co;minuting grain-engine, or traversing it on Horseback"?21
I was so much puzzled that I requested him to write it
down first, and then explain it to me, which with

the assistance of his pronouncing dictionary he did in
three or four minutes; "Lord! Papa!“ said my little
Betsy, when he had done, "he only means to ask you
whether you will walk, or ride cover the Mill-dam." --I
was much obliged %o the Child for her assistance, for I
doubt very much whether I should ever have understood
my Nephew, without it.

-7 *Phat America has not yet attained a very exalted
character in the walks of literature may be accounted
for: from several causes, without adopting the opinion
of Monst Buffcn,zz or the English Reviewers, as to any
natural inferiority of Genius in this Climate, or

superiority, in that of Europe. The study of Belles-lettres,

hag not yet become a profession in Americas or if it has,
it is only to a very few, not more distinguish’d in
respect to Genius, than the great Majority of those who

for Centuries have filled the Fellowships at Oxford,

23 . . . :
and Cambridge, without producing one Specimen of
Genius, or Learning. Authorship is a trade in England,
in France, in Germany, and more, or less, in every part

of Europe. Their works are daily brought into the
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Market, and serve for the Entertainment of the day:; the
next day, there is a fresh supply, and what i§ left of
the day before, is wheeled off to the Trunkmaker. One
in an hundred is read, and talk®d of, for a year or two,
and one in a thousand may survive the Author. These last
are all that are remembered by the Critic, when he means
to compare the state of Literature in his own Country,
with what it is in any other. Considering how very few
literary productions in this Country have appear®d in
print, I think it no vain boast to say that Britain has
ng right toc reprocach us with degeneracy; in respect to
diterature. Whatever faults a factidious, or even a
candid, Critic may find in NMr. Barlow's poem, in

‘e Dwignt®s Conguest of Canaan, or in Trumbul's McFingal,

they must all be considered, and especially the last, as

3

ording grounds for a happy pregage of what future

83

P
V1l

fim@s may produce in America, when Genius shall have more

opportunities for Exertion, and Taste, to improve itselfazg
The Reviewers are pleased to observe, that the

American Pecple, is in all respects as gld as the people

cf Eﬁgland; and therefore that our want of Literature is

to be ascribed not to our immaturity, but to ocur Occupa=-

tions, in which they condescend fa compare us with the

modern traders of Manchester, Liverpool, or Glasgowe.

Without disavowing the Justice of the Comparison, let me

ask, if either of those Cities, or even their Metropolis
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London, has produced among that class of peréons, such
men as, within the last thirty years; have appear'd as
authors in America? But without pressing this Question
further, were not the Egyptians as a People in all
respects as old two Centuries after the destruction of
the Alexandrian Library, as their fathers when it was
destroy?d?> Were not the Athenians, after their City
had been sack®'d by Sylla and 26 brought under Subjection
not only te¢ the Romans but their successors in Empire;
the Turks, as a Peorle in all respects as o0ld as in the
Days' of Scerates, Plate, Aristotle, and 27 Demasthenes?28

Was not the Roman people as old, after their City had

‘been destroyed by Alaric, and all their Libraries con-
- gigned to Destruction, as it was before these Even'ts‘?z9
¥hy were they not afterwards as celebrated for their
Learning? Because they had no longer before them those
Models, and those Teachers, which had in better days
furnish®d them with the Means of Instruction. Suchvwas
the Situation of our Forefathers migrating to this

Country.« They left their Books, and their Teachers,

behind thems They had not the shelves of the Oxonian

Livrary to resort to for Improvement, nor even such a
Ceollection of Books as any ordinary Bookseller in London,
who keepg what is called a circulating Library, could
furnishe =-At this day, I speak it with shame, there is

not even the Skeleton of a Library form®d at the public
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Expense in Virginia. A few well disposed clergymen, as

I have heard, presented the College of William and Mary
with their respective Collections, consisting chiefly of
some of the Ancient Fathers, and other works on the sub-
ject of Divinity. The funds of that seminary have never
been sufficient to enable them to purchase books, and
never, that I have‘heard, has there been any donation
from the Legislature. Under such circumstances, is it at
all surprising that literary Talents should seldom emerge
from the darkness, with which, as far as depends upon the
public, they are surrounded in this Country? I speak not
©of the other States, of whose progress in patronising
fﬁﬁterature I am not inform’d: But, in this State, public
parsimony appears more anxious te.-exclude, than to impart
ZTights and should the same narrow policy continue to in-
fluence our Legislators, it will not be surprising if
Virginia should be regarded as the Boeotia of the American
States.zo ~=This apology for the state of Literature in
Virginia will be acknowledged by all, who know how .
necessary Books are to Learning, and how unegual the re-
sources of those who would wish to pursue a studious, and
scientific Course of Life; generally are, especially in

this Country., to the Attainment of so great an Object.

I am Sir, yours de

]
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Candidus
B



Notes for I1I

lyoel Barlow®s 1807 poem, The Columbiad, was re-
viewad by Francis Jeffrey in The Edinburgh Review,
October 1809; article II. Volumes I-VII and IX-XLV of
the 1810 reprints of The Edinburch Review (for Ezra
Sargeant by D.&G. Bruce, New York) are among the hold-
ings of the Tucker-Coleman Library, William and WNary.
Although a positive identification is impossible, it is
likely +that the reprints belonged to Ste. George Tucker.

2and] designated by the symbol "¢&"

Smultifluvian is listed by neither the CED nor
theé DAue It is obviously Barlow's personal variation
of the freguently used "fluvial."

; Qcosmoayral The first and only use of the word
wag by Barlow, 1807, Columbiad, IX, 58, "She.s..whirls
forth her globe in cosmogyral course." QOED definition:
whirling round the universe.

5coloniarch The first and only use of the word
wag by Barliow, 1807, Columbiad, IV, 517, "That great
noloniarch \43131gn)/must yleld the palme* CED def*nltnon.
a ruler or founder of a colony. Same information
available in the DAE.

61n 1568 William Fulwood made the same point in
The Enimie of Idlenesse. With reference to neologisns;
he saild, "most part of our English termes, are very farre
dlfierent from our vulgare and maternall speach, in such
sorty that who seo fully vnderstand not the Latin tongue;
yea and also the Greek, can scarse vnderstand them." A
complete discussion of neology in the English language is
available in Richard Foster Jones's The Triumph of the
English Langsuage (Stanford: Stanford University Press,
1953). Jones quotes Fulwood on page 94,

?vaprdte The firgt and only use of the word was
by Barlow, 1807, Columbiad, IX, 314, "In this unbounded
range, Where error vagrates and illusions change.” CED
definition: to range or wander.
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8bestorm The word was not unique in Barlow since
lt appeavs as early as 1651 in Davenant's Gondibert, I1II,
vi. OED definition: to storm on all sides, to assail with
storms or storminge.

9¢ransboard The OED designates this word “rare',
the DAE “obselete.” Both agree it originated in America,
though the DAE cites its first use in Scribner's Magazine,
July 1999. “In Barlow it appears in the Columbiad, Vi, 39,
"Barkg after barks the captured seamen bear, Transboard
and lodge thy silent victims there.” OED definition: to
transfer from one ship or vessel toe ancther; to tranship.

10tu rainbow The first use of the word as a verb
was in Barlow, 1607, Columbiad, IV, 264, "His sword, high
wavinge..srainbow®d for the spray."” : :

1146 recad Both the OED and the DAE agree that this
ferm orxhlnatbd in America, but each quates its first use
in March 1884 by the Boston Heralds "The horse.s.e.can trot
veiter than three minutes and can road easy 40 miles per
houre"

1 : s 4s . s sl
*2§Q,§g£g§§ Repetitive form of intransitive verb
“to rcoad.” See note 1ll.

Li&g forester As a transitive verb meaning "to
place in a forest" thiz ferm first appears in Keats,
Endvmion, II, 305, 1818. Barlow's earlier use of the

word is not listed by the OED or the DAE.

*1¢Tucker refers to The 014 Bachelor, Neo. 25,
pp. 160-1 in the 1814 edition. The piece is a letter to
Dr. Cecil from John Truename, who tells the story of
Mi. « UMr. D was “"distressed at hearing =z
member from his Country make a speech in the Assembly
when it used to sit at Williamsburg" because the member's
unieducated remarks demonstrated "the great want of
learning among cur people generally, and the necessity of
something being done by the Assembly to encourage ite."

15Tucker wrote “controversialist," deleted the last
two syllables, and added "tist.” The OED gives the two
words as synonyms. Samuel Johnson's dictionary and the
BAE have ne listings for the words at all. However,
controversialist" comes from the verb root verso,are,
which 1s the frequentative form of verto,ere, the verb
root of “controvertist.” Hence, "controversiallst”
connotes a person who habitually engages in disputes and
would. therefere, convey a derogative meaning to one
acquainted with Latin.
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16 , : .
Francois Rabelais (14947-1553?) French satirist
and humorist, author of Gargantua and Pantagruele.

l?See the 1810 New York reprint of The Edinburgh
Review, XV, p. 27, for a discussion of the line in the
context of the review.

18Tucker cwned a copy of Samuel Johnson's chtxonazx
of the English Language, 4th edition, 1773, which is now
in the Special Collections of Swem lerary, William and
Mary. In the 1773 edition, "galaxy" is listed as
follows: Gala’xy

’19Thomas Sheridan, A General Dictionary of the
English Language (1780). John Walker, Critical
Prommvnclng Dictionary and Expositor of the Engiish
Language (3/9’) These dictionaries will be discussed .
at iength in the critical comments.

20

and] designated by the symbol o'

comminute Samuel Johnson's definition: to grind;
. to pulverise, to break into small parts.
'22George Louise Leckerc de Buffon (1707-1788)
Fremch naturalists author of Histoire Naturelle, 36
vols. (1749-1788).

23

andl] designated by the symbol "L

i
Cad Tlmothy Dwight (1752-1817), Ihe Conguest of
Canaant A Poem in Eleven Books (Hartford, 1785).
Jom Trumbull (1750-1831), M'Fingals A Modern
Epic Poem in Four Cantos (Hartford, 1782,.

Asihe Alexandrian Library Forty thousand of the
library's four hundred thousand volumes were accidentally
burned during Julius Caesar’s occupation in 47 B.C.. The
story that the library was finally burned in A.D. 642
by Amrou, general of the Caliph Omar, is now descredited.

26,na7] designated by the symbol "&*
27and] designated by the symbol "d&"
28Lu01us Cornelius Sulla (138-78 B.C.) sacked Athens

and destroyed part of the city during the Mithridatic
War (88-86 BaCejo
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29The Goth Alaric sacked Rome in 410 B.C.

BOBoeqtig A country adjoining Attica on the north-
west, proverbial for the stupidity of its inhabitants
and for being artistically backward.

BIEach of Tucker®s letters to the 01d Bachelor are
signed with Latinized names such as "Candidus", or with
more common pen names such as "Moses Dolittle.” Their
origins are obvious. The initials appearing in the bot-
tom left-~hand corner of each letter are less easy to
explaine. Further investigations may show them to be
related tc similar initials used by contributors to the
Meonitor Essays appearing in the Virginia Gazette,
Williamsbureg, in 1736 and 1737. These essays were
anonymous pieces probably written by students and faculty
at the College of William and NMarye.




III

LETTER NO. XVIs CRITICAL COMMENTARY

St. George Tucker's sixteenth letter to the 01d
Bachelor recommends itself primarily to the literary
historian interested in documenting the growth of
American literary naticnalism. It is the most topical
of ‘Tucker’s essays, presenting as it does; answers to
priority questions asked by Americans following the
creation of the United States. Tucker®s concept of
American language and literature requires explication
safthat his position can be assessed and his essay
properly evaluated.

In Tucker®s opening paragraph, he sides with the
Edinburgh Reviewers against Joel Barlow's linguistic:

extravagances in his 1807 poem. The Columbiad emerged

from extensive revisions of Barlow's earlier work, The

Vision of Columbuss A Poem in Nine Books, first pub-

lished in 1787. A new and corrected edition followed
in 1795 Two years later Barlow attempted to update

The Vision once more, making it reflect his mature

opinionse Neow christened The Columbiad, the poem had

undergone hundreds of changes in vocabulary; new

30 -
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material had been added, and several sections rewritten.
The logic behind these alterations stemmed from Barlow's
abserption with Darwin's distinction between the language
of poetry and that of prose: "the Poet writes principally
to the eye. The Prose-writer uses more abstract terms. "t
Keeping this commandment in mind, Barlow turned to
his earlier work determined to emphasize the visual quali-
tye Deliberately coining words such as "coloniarch” and
"ecosmogyral," he sought to reduce the abstract ideas by
utilizing what he considered a modern conception of poetrye.
At the same time, Barlow wanted his work to be "American.”
Neah Webster was one of the few who supported Barlow's

attempt to make the language of the Cclumbiad concrete and

&

stic. Webster wrote on April 9, 1808: "I like

[

naticnal

=
ﬁ;}

mesi: ¢f your neology--your new spithets and terms are
moeztly well Tormed--~expressive--and valuable additions to
"o
our language.
Others, however, accused Barlow of "petty offenses
against the purity of the FEnglish language."3 In London

tion in American writers
L

[l

reviewers objected to the "dispos
for innovating so fast in our common national language."
Barlow's attempt to introduce new words failed for the
mest part, as a glance at the OED shows. He was, however,
a more cautious reformer than might be indicated by

Tucker's selectionse In sections of the Columbiad he em-

pleyed already characteristically American usages which
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socn became standard diction.e And despite the almost
singularly unfavorable reviews it received, tpé poem was
fairly popular in America, "especially in those parts of
the country where republicanism remained an active wvirtue
aznd literary taste remained independent of criticism and
instruction. "

Tuckerfs objections to Barlow®s linguistic innova-
tiens have been corroborated by every critic of the poem
since 1809« His tempered praise of Barlow later in the
essay places him among Americans who lcoked to the
Cennecticut Wits for evidence that the country was or

waeuld be soon capable of producing an American epic peet

|

a*sﬁinguished encugh te join the fanks of the English
masterss The "Americanism” of the Connecticut Wits,
hewever, was not an Americanism of style, for each chose
nig medels from the best the traditions e¢f English litera-
ture afforded. Dwight's Conguest of Canaan teok fer iis

literary models Pope's Homer and Milton's Paradise Loste

Barlow®s Columbiad was heavily indebted to Pope, Milﬁon,
Virgil, and Homer. And Trumbull’s M'Fingal was imitative
of Butlert's ﬁudibnggaé Like Tucker's own writing, the
works of his contemperaries were uniquely American in
thought, scene and action only. National themes dressed
in the best English style satisfieddthe claims of
Americanizatione.

Tucker's fear that coining words will become an
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American fetish is a reaction to the young country's de-
mand for originality. Aécording to Baughs

At the time of the American Revolution

and especially in the years immediately

following it there is evidence that

Americans were beginning to be conscious

of their language and to believe that it

might be destined to have a future as

glorious as that which they conf%dently

expected for the country itself.
In 1784 "Americanism” was introduced into the vocabulary
by the Reve John Witherspoon, président of what is now
Princeton University. Acknowledging that he was indeed
ceiﬁing the word, Witherspoon utilized "Americanism" to
idesignate the discussion of "an use of phrases or terms,
@r a censtruction of sentences, even among persons cf
rank and education, different from the use of the same
#terms or phrases, or the construction of similar senfences,
4n Great Britain.”s Witherspeon was not entirely against
‘the creation of so-called "Americanisms;" but otherseb-
jected strenuously. Timothy Dwight, for example, was un-
willing to "see the language of this country vary from
that of Great Britain."9 And this American literary con-
servative was jqined by hostile critics in England, con-
temptuous of American English.

The more liberally minded Americans approved of the
innovations in vocabulary..- Thomas Jefferson joined
Webster in welcoming the search for a new and American
idiom.

Here (in America) where all is new, no
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innovation is feared which offers good...

And should the language of England con-

tinue stationary, we shall probably en-

large our employment of it, until its new

character may separate it in name, as well

as in power, from the mother tongue.
It shovld be clear by now that Tucker was wary of such
enthusiastic literary independence. Although in poli-
tics he advocated such liberal notions as the abolition
of slavery, in matters of literature his reason pointed
to the dangers of incautious innovation and stressed the
rneed for contrel.

Tucker®*s digcussion of pronunciation iz indicative

of his literary conservativism. Here he censures the
dictionaries eof Thomas Sheridan and John Walker, and
turns instead to "that Colossus of Literature,” Dr. Johnson.
For a century after its publication in 1755, Dr. Johnson's
two velume dictlonary did in fact dominate the field of
Englizh lexicography and was drawn upon freely by most of

. 1 T s
Johnison’s succassors.l Nevertheless, few Americans ap-

preciated the harsh criticism directed at their country by

the author of Taxation No Tyranny. Many resented Johnson's
picture of America as "the home of uncivilized bvarbarians,

a region interesting only for its *natural curiosities." ?
The pompous Johnseonian style, moreover, was not greatly
regpected in this country. Tucker*®s friends, William Wirt
and Frances Gllmer, despised Samuel Johnsone. Tucker's ad-~

miration for him shows that he is tied to an older tradi-

ticne He also neglects to respond te the one area in which
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2ighteenth century improvements were made upon Dr.
Johnson's monumental Qork--that of ortheopy,‘9r pronun-
ciation.

The first, and ultimately unsuccessful, attempt to
describe a system of English pronunciation was made by

Thomas Sheridane. His General Dictionary of the English

Language appeared in 1780. Sheridan®s goal was to des-
cribve the English language as its usuage had been estab-
lished by social custom,; in a form he readily condoned.

In general he succeeded; but critics, Webster among them,
accused him of recommending the corruptions of the English
stage an& courtol3 These attacks quickly cast doubt upon
Sheridan as an authority on pronunciation, and caused the
general public te disirust his guidelines. As Tucker in-~-
dicates in the humorous story of his nephew, pronouncing
dictionaries were a social necessity for the peocple of the
pericd for they felt the need to cite authorities befeore
gpeaking. Tucker maylobject to the current reliance eon
prenunciation guides; however, his own preference f&r 3,

ific suthoritative statement shows that he is resist-

0

®

P

the change in pronunciation more than the appeal to

| =1}
o5

.
authoritiegs

Tucker's referenée to Sheridan is unusual. His
dicﬁianary was seldom used in Americaj; and, as in England,
his woerk was soon replaced by John Walker's Critical

Pronouncing Dictionary and Expositor of the English
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Language. This dicfionary appeared in England in 1791
and in an American edition in 1803.14 St. George Tucker
was not alone in his criticism of Sheridan, but his
disagreement with Walker's “prosodical reformations" is
indicative of a fairly conservative position. According
to one linguist, "the success of Walker's bock was
immediate and wide and 1asting."’15 And by 1816; John
Pickering "noted with satisfaction a ‘'general and increasing
disposition® on the part of the American people to regulate
their pronunciation by that of Walker@"l6

"> In passing it may be noted that Tucker neglects to

mention the man who would soon become a leader in the

field of American orthography, particularly for his 1828

American Dictionary of the English Language. There is

gsome evidence {o suggest that Tucker objected to Noah

Webster's writings. William J. Prince records a poem

written by Tucker in which he parodies Webster's pronun-
17

cilation guidelines.

Tucker's references to dictionaries are a useful
index to his critical principles and his concept of the
function of language. More important, however, is his
appeal to Fope, Goldsmith, and Homer for guidance in
prenunciation. Like Dr. Johnson Tucker uses well-chosen
quotations from standard authors to illustrate proper
usage, and he turns to the classics for the best examples
of harmecny in language-

Tucker's remarks on modern oratory are closely
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related to his admiration for Pope and classical models.
In the latter part of the eighteenth century. America
had a2 vigerous and time-honored tradition of oratory
reminiscent of the sophist period eof antiquity when ora-
ticong were a literary genre. The spoken and the written
word were closely related. Speeches were subjected te
the same critical analysis as essays, with attentien paid
to sityle, diction, and éven punctuati@n.la As a lawyer,
Tucker's concern with cratery was even stronger than
that of the erdinary citizen. Speaking effectively con-
gstituted a majer reguirement for the legal profession.
Joel Barlow, for example, gave up the practice of law
becsmuse his "oratorical powers were by no means of a
high order. tY

/ The cultural need for leaders adept at oral per-
gsuasion was reflected in the heavy emphasis placed on

oratory in the educational system. Althcocugh the ancients,

4

especially Horace, Cicero, and Quintilian, still served as
the foundation for instruction, the Scottish rhetoricians
Kames and Elair were moere influential. Blair's Lectures

on Rhetoric and Belles-Lettres, published in Edinburgh in

7

1783, was by far the mest important textbook of this

od. . According to Hubbell, *“the study of Blair's

j=io

er

K

Lecturess and other texts of the same kind probably had

VA S T WA

more to do with the literary conservatism of the South

0020

than the study of the ancient classicss Blair
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emphasized the classics, precision and simplicity in
style, and a number of qualities reduoible'tquhat
Hubbell calls "delicacy and correctness.“zl Blair con-
demned the "sublime style"--the "magnificant words, ac-
cunulated epithets, and a certain swelling kind of ex-
pressiono“zz Tucker's cobjectiens te the multi-syllable
words used by Virginia orators are consistent with the
standards set by Blair. Once more Tucker shows himself
to be strengly indebted to the influence which shaped
his critical awarenesse.

lexander Pope®s influence on Tucker’s aesthetic

.
g

“jdealis is closely related to the American tradition ef
‘oratory. Bigelew asserts that "Americans in the late
elghteenth century did not fail to nete the affinities

23

“ef Pope's peetry to rhetoeric.® Agneg Sibley argues
“that one of the main reasons why Pope was so highly es-
temmed in America was the belief that poetry and oratory,
rhetorical in form, were the most effective means of

2l Pope‘*s reputation in thig country

meral instruction.
did not begin to decline until the second decade of the
nineteenth century. Before this time, adequate prepara-
tien for public speaking, or private social accomplish-
ment, demanded a thorough knoewledge of his workse.
Tucker's well-defined position on the question of

language is easily identified. He is above all a neo-

classicist. He shares with the "Age of Pope”™ an interest
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in achieving perfect form and an admiration for classical
ease, symmetry, balance, and commoh sense. He owes his
aezsthetic ideals to Addison, Steele, Swift, Pope, and
before them, to the tenets fostered by the age of Dryden.
From Blair he received confirmation that “delicacy and
correctness” are to be valued, and through the American
Yradition of oratory he learned to apply his neo-classical
principles to the spcken word. None of this is surprising
in a Southern lawyer educated in the eighteenth century.

A directive for American literature is implicit in
?uaker“s critical principles. American literature should
F¥ollow a cautious path of growth, severely conscicus of
past mchievements and relying heavily upon previcus
@xémpie. American literature must answer to a definite
set of standards, representing the best in literature
- of all ages. This concept of variety within an ordered
system does not encourage radical experimentation. Rather,

it refutes a rejection of the past; it denlies cultural

.

solation. Tucker wants the bvest of both worlds, an

[}
5

¢l

i
Foe

cenons literature which adheres to the dictates of

-

Yein

Reasone.
Determining why America has not met her potential
for greatness in literature is of greater concern to

Tucker than specifying the course American literature
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should take. He sees that a milieu conducive tc liter-
ary preducticns is the neceséary basis for the develop-
ment of a national literature. By defending America
against the attacks of the Edinburgh Reviewers, Tucker
iselates the country's weaknesses.

Tucker turng to a defense of America's cultural
packwardness with the argument that “the study of Belles-

letitres has net yet become a profession in America; or

if it has it is only te a few."” This was certainly true
during and immediately following the Revolution. In the

South the only professicnal writers appearing during the

.

By
i

rot several decades of the nineteenth century were =2

25

“few journalists such as Themas Ritchie. Speaking of

fhe. Revolutionary pericd, Hubbell writes

There was as vet no wlace in America for
the professional man of letters, as Freneau
discovered to his sorrows The nearest ap~
preoach to a Southern man of letters was
Robert Munford or St. George Tucker, but
Williamsburg was teoo small to serve ag a
literary capital and Munford lived on a
remote planuatlon.4° '

Meving into the post-Revoluticnary period, Benjamin T«
Spancer chygerves:

There is one salient fact in post-=
Fevolutionary America: the man of
letters waz neither honored nor re-
spectpd by the majority of his cone
patriots. Hence belletristic writing
faltered because it lacked the mgti-
vating power of social approvals.

And, Tucker's contemporary, John Pickering (1777-1846},

American lawyer and philogist wrote in 1816:
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In this country we can hardly be said

te have any authors by professione The

works we have produced have, for the

most part, been written by men who were

cbliged to depend upon other employment

for their support, and who could deveote

to literary pursults those few moments

only which their thirst for learning

stimulated them to snatch from their

daily avocations.<8

American authers recognized the antagonistic forces

at work. They cried out against the absence of copyright
protections They blamed the “spirit of capitalism" for
public apathys They struggled te create literary centers
where the arts might have an opportunity te flourishe.
#Bnd they recognized that the public's interest in peli-
ties and party faction were major causes of the neglect
et the artss Tucker®s personal experience corroborated
Tils awareness that Americans valued politics over litera-
ture. In 2 letter teo William Wirt, April 4, 1813, Tucker
wrote:

The truth i1s, that Socrates himself would

prass unnoticed and forgotten in Virginia,

if he were not a public character, and some

ef his speeches preserved in a newspapers
Recognizing these retarding elements, Tucker could only
look forwsard hopefully to a time in America when profeg-
sional writers would have “mere oppertunities for
Exertion, and Taste, to impreove itself."30

The next section of Tucker's essay is a superb re-

tert toe the fellowing critique by Francis Jeffrey in the

Edinburzh Review (October, 1809).
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As epic poetry has aoften been the
earliest, as well as the most precious
production of national genius, we ought
net, perhaps, to be surprised at this
goodly firstliing of the infant muse of
America. The truth however is, that
though the American government be new,
the people is in all respects as old as
the people of Englands; and their want of
literature 1s to be ascribed not toc their
immaturity of their progress in civiliza-
tion, but,; toc the nature of the occupa-
tions in which they are generally engaged.
These federal republicans in short, bear
ne sert of resemblance to the Greeks of
the days of Homer, or the Italiang of the
age of Dante; but are very much such
people, we supposes as the modern traders
of Manchester, Liverpool, er Glasgow.

They have all a little Latin whipped into
them in theilr youth; and read Shakespeare,
Pope, Milteon, as well as bad English
novelsg, in their dayvs of courtship and
leisures They are just as likely to write
epic poems, therefore, as the inhabitants
.of our trading towns at home: are entitled
"te no more admiration when they succeed;
and to no more indulgence when they fail,
than would be due, on a similar occcasion,
2 to any of those industrious persons.J*

To sthe Edinburgh Reviewers America was an extension of
the Roman Empire of Great Britain, kindred peeple, “des-
tined %o carry our language, our arts, and our interests
too, over reglions more vast than ever acknowledged the
sway of the Caesars of Romee"32 Yet, America had pro-
duced no literature. The Reviewers accounted for this
by pointing te the economic situation and clags structure
in %the countrves The absence of a leisure clasg, an
aristocracy willing and able to appreciate poetry, was

given as the main reason for the low estate of literature
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in this country. The Reviewers objected to generals who
"distil brandy," colonels who "keep taverns," and states-

. "W Lo 3 3 " 33
men whe "“feed plgse

Tucker agrees that there is no class of Americans
whe can be completely eccupled with the liberal arts.
Nevertheless, he finds the deficiencies of the “new Rome”
rooted in a noneconomic probleme The lack of teachers,
tooks,; and literary models is to him analegous te the
situation of the Egyptians after the destruction of the
Alexandrian Library er to the plight of the Athenians and
Romans after their cities had been sacked. He argues
that Americans are the people of Greece in the days of
Homer, America 1s the new Rome, but it is a Rome built
upon the ashes of a society deprived of its major cul-
tural resources. Specifically, it is Virginia without a
public library and the College of William and Mary with-
cut a substential collection of books.

In retrospect Tucker®s estimate of the library at
William and Mary seems a little low. John Jennings
reports:

«cedespite the destruction of its original
holdings in the fire of 1705, the library

in 1781 contained some three thousand vol-
umes. It was, in consegquence, the second

largest academic bock repository in the new
republic. The Harvard collection at that

time numbered approximately twelve thousand
velumes, Yale had around twenty=-seven hun-
dred, and Princeton fifteen hundred. When
the college celebrated its centennial anni-

versary in 1793, the library collection,
thanks mainly teotthe gift of Louis XVI,
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would have increaged to approximately four
thousand volumes.

This is impressive. The loss of English financial
agsistance during the Revolution, however, made it im-
poessible for James Madison, president of the College, to
fulfill his plans for the library. The "good foundation
to improve upen," Madison described in 1793 was apparent-
1y net much improved by the time Tucker wrote. 3o

With regard to public libraries in Virginia,
Tucker®s complaint is definitely Jjustified. Altheough
individual wealthy Virginians had fine private collections
ag-early as 1674 (Cole Te We Willoughby),. in 1679 Virginia
wag the only American colony without a single parish
liﬁrar“@ Maryland had sixteen, and Boston, meanwhile,

36 Dhe first

had opened the first public library in 1640.
naﬁmprivate-library in Virginia was a subscription library
opened in 1795 in Alexandria. Shortly before 1800 the
Amicable Society of Richmond eorganized a Library Society
which c¢irculated books for twenty yearss the Richmond
Enquirer for October 15, 1815 speaks of its library as
“select but too small." It was not until 1852 that the
city of Richmond passed a prévision “"for public libraries
and lectures."” A room and one hundred and fifty dollars

& year were furnished te the Library Society so that the

37

publiic could be admitted. John P Little considered the
livrary to be so insignificant that it may be classed

among the curiosities of the clilty, as it scarcely deserves
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mention as any thing 61860"38 ‘In 1811 with only the
meager holdings of the Library Socciety subscription
library, Virginia did indeed seem more determined to
"exclude, rather than impart light."”

It is quite clear from Tucker's essay that he feels
the discrepancy between his Augustan ideals and the
American realiﬁy«—between the light of knowledge and the
darkness of an indifferent public. Americans had not
always been sgo indifferent. Immediately follewing the
Treaty eof Parigg the surge of optimistic enthusiasm af-
Fected national literature as well as naticnal politics.
Just as Americans began te define the political structure
»f the countrys so they attacked the questien of native
language and literature. Seome cof the specific require-
wments preposed by men such as Webster, Barlow, and
Thomag Jefferson, have already been mentioned. In the
1780°s, the previocusly unknowrn phrase “American litera-
tura' was heard more and more, Jjust as the English
language was given a native twiste

By 1800, however, political quibbling and fears
about the future of the country distracted Americans
from ether concerns. Political pessimism set in as shaky
exhilaration dissipated. Concurrently, the impatient
advecates of literary emancipation discovered that
American artg were not going to blossom miraculously.

The United States had had thirteen years to produce a
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literary great, and she had failed. A decade of disil-
lusionment followed this realization. During this time
Americansg deveted themselves to politics. Spencer notes:
Yauthors discovered that the public eof the early 1800‘*s
had little interest in works not filled with political
invective."3?

By the end of 1811, pelitical interests had taken
& definite forme. Renewed hostilities towards Britain
moved the pelitical target outside the countrye Interest
in literary developments continued to dreps or rather, to

- i

e onsumed by larger issues. In 13814 DeWitt Clinton

,Mm%nted that politics "has spread a morvid gloom over
iterature, has infected the national taste."uo It
was not until 1815 that political fervor was again

matiched by literary patriotisme Graphed, the rise of

3

1iterary nationalism follows closely behind the moments
of greatest pelitical intensitye. Hence, the War of 1812

had to do fer the nineteenth century what the Revolutien
41 '

1

nad done for the eighteenth.
This historical outline indicates Tucker's place in
the quest for nationality. He writes at a time when +the
¢all for a national literature was muffled and subdued by
political uncertainties. His arguments are consistent
with the general atmosphere of the time,_a defensive ap-
proach to national literature resulting from a sense e¢f

discouragement and an awareness of public indifference.
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In choesing the literary essay to present his argu-
ments; Tucker draws upon a well-established tfadition«
As early as 1721 series of Addisonian essays appeared in
American newspapers.42 In New England Timothy Dwight and
Jehn Trumbull alone produced nearly a hundred series of

light periodical essays between 1785 and 1800. And the

success of Joseph Dennie®s The Lay Preacher (begun in

17953) wmade him the most populiar ¢f the early essayists.
Blizabeth C. Cook has discusged the ease with which the
Addisonian essay can be imitated and the extent te which
such essays appeared in colonial newspapers,; semetimes,

she maintains, with a “"great advance in the handling of

cenversation and a changed tene of philosephical dis-

i

()

(l‘

cussio Seme gtudents have not been as pleased with
the American copless Gecrge Whicher comments:

in general, the imifatien of Engiish

madels resulied in feeble literary

yeplicas, o in htrange patchworks of

Yankee hom gpun with Addisenian finery.uu
Regardless, these essays continued to be written and to
be greeted with varying degrees of satisfaction by
readeys in colonial America and the early republice.

The Addisonian essay had cezsed to be a satisfac-
tory means for reaching British readers. This medium,
mereover, was incompativle with the Romantic temper of
the early nineteenth centurye.e The cultural lag accounts
in part for the continued popularity of the esgay in

*

America, as 1t does fer the delayed response to
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Romanticism in this country. Tucker®s sixteenth letter
gives no indication that he was aware of the gpproaching
reaction to classical formalism. Elsewhere he demon-
strates a non-~Augustan appreciation for the imaginatioen,
but in the present essay his statement is clearly at

ance with the Romantic persuasien. Pope and Addisen

}.,v.

Var:

are necessary models for Tucker, as for ether neo-classic

ssayists of the period.“s’,Tucker accepts these meodelss;

]

.

n fact, he insists upon them, and attributes the lew

5,

state of literature in America to their absence.

Ags a member of ite genre, Tucker®s letiter can be
commended fer its well-developed reasoning, lightened
with humerous teouches. In each of the five paragraphs
Tucker responds toe a specific point in the Edinburgh
eritigue, describes its implications for America and
Yirginia, and then details the consequences ef movements
in an unwige direction. The classical or neo-clsgsical
examples to be emulated are citede There is no doubt
that this essay wasg writﬁan by an educated man, by a

perceptive man of letters cenfronting the major issues

times Tucker‘®s statement of his position en

‘{::4‘
e

f i
American language and literature and his awarenecs of the
country®s cultural deficiencies serve to document further
ene gtage in the development of the American literary

COnSCLOUSNESSe



b9

Notes for III

1from‘"The Love of Plants," quoted by Leen Howard,
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Press, 1943), p. 310,

2

guoted by Howard, pe. 322.
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Dennie, Nichelas Biddle et al. Phils Joseph Dennie et al.

“Lendon Monthly Masazine, quoted by Heward, pe 323
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60@9rﬁe Philip Krapp. The English Langzuace in
,ﬁmﬁIALa (New Yorks The Century Company for kLA, 1925),
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“Albers C. Baugh, A History of the English Language
{New Yorks D App¢e%cn-09ntury bompany, 1935), pe 431,
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9Timothy Dwight, Works, IV, 278.
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(London: Oxford University Press, 1933), pe 30

12Krapp, De 281
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17yitiianm S. Prince, "3St. George Tucker as a Peet of
the Early Republic.” Unpublished disss Yale University,
195&’; pe 191
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18zorden E. Bigelow, Rhetoric and American Poetry of
the Early National Period (Gainsville, Florida: University
of Florida Press,; 1960), p. 28.

1950@1 Barlow, The Rhapsodist and Other Uncellected
Writings ed. Harry R. Warfel (New York: SF&R, 1934) p. 108.

20Jay B. Hubbell, The South in American Literature,
1607-1900 {(Durhams: Duke University Press, 1954), p. 178.

2lyubbell, p. 178.

zzBlair, Lectures on Rhetoric and Belleg-Lettres, IV.
guoted by Bigelow, ps. 67
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Z?B@njamin Ts Spencer, The Quest for Nation
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{Syracuse, New Yorks Syracuse University Press, 1957
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v
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28quoted by He L. Mencken, The American Language
{New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1945), suppl. I, 42,
Pickering's 1816 remarks are not entirely accurate. _
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first professional writer. His Wieland, Ormonds Edgar
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The question of who deserves the title of America‘s first
professional is’largely a matter of definition. William
Charvat has noted that if "intention' is the determining
factor, Jeel Barlow (in 1783) was the first writer to
wish to live by literature alone. Paine (in 1794),
VMrse. Rowsen {probably in 1794), Joseph Dennie (in 1795)
and Brown (in 1798) follow Barlow. See The Frofession
of Authorship in America 1800-1870¢ The Pavers of
William Charvat, ed. Matthew Je« Bruccoll (Columbus, Ohies
QOhio State University Press, 1968).

29Tucker te Wirt, April 4, 1813, quoted by Jehn Pe.
Kennedy, Femolrs of William Wirt (Baltimores Lea and
Blanchard, 1851), I, 317.
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Bryant®s Thanatopsis (1817), Irving's Sketch-Book (181%)
and Bracebridsze Hall (1822), Cooper’s Precaution (1820)
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and The Spy {1821), and Poe's Tamerlane and Other Peoems
(1827).

Blrhe Edinburcsh Review (New York: repre for Ezra
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University Press of Virginia, 1968), p. 79.
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*ZThe first American paper to imitate the Spectator
was James Franklin®s The New-Ingland Courant, which
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ugGegrge Frisbie Whicher, "Early Essayists," The
Cambridge History of American Literature, ed. William P.
frent et al. (New Yorks The Macmillan Company, 1936),
Pe 233.

L5Guy A. Cardwell argues that the nee-classic essay-
ist was much safer in his choice of Pepe and Addison asg
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“"The Influence of Addison on Charleston Periodicals
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APPENDIX
TUCKER®'S LETTERS TO THE OLD BACHELOR¥*

Number Form Content

1 Letter Toe 01ld Squaretoes from a female
(2 ssay On Memory
(3 Letter From Mitis the federalist
(4 Essay On artificial aid to hearing
) Allegory Histeory of Contentment
(6 Essay On party spirit
(7 ? "other writings"
(8 ? “other writings™
9 Allegory On ambition and patriotism
{10 Letter From Diocgenes
(11 ? "other writings™
i2 Letter Dream trip te Li lllnuT
13 . Letter Personification of avarice
il Letter In praise of Virginia women
15 Allegory Generosity and Economy
16 Letter Language and literature in
: ‘ America
19 Letter Family history ef Meses Dolittle
18- Letter Seguel to Dolittle family history
19 Letter Theory of the universe
20 Letter Sequel to 19. Dialogue between
Skeptic and Believer
21 Letter The Vision of Seliom
22 Letter Story of Honorius and Aminter
23 Letter On eloquence
24 Allegory Youth, Health, and Temperance
25 Letter Sequel to 22. Written by
Aminter's widow
26 Letter On benevolence and sliavery
27 Letter Request for assistance with
romarice problems
2 Allegory On Ignorance
- Allegory On Ignerance
or e Essay On Patriotism

e

eg indicate letters which are not

¥ Parenthes
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Benevoliuz
-Lycidas

Amanda

Philanthropus

Sugannah Trifl.
Lycidas

ne signature
ne signature

extant hut are

known about through correspendence between Wirt and Tucker.

Numbers 1,5, and 9 are copis
Wirt.
hand corner of each letter. Numbers 2;3,
arbitrarily:; their seguence is not knowns
sheuld have been a letter freom Diogenes,
1C the "secocnd ene.’

and 4 are
Either 7

g or drafts of pieces sent to
The numbering is Tucker®s own, noted in the uvpper - -left-
listed

er 8

since Tucker calls
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