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ABSTRACT

THE CONTRIBUTION OF
THE MONTHLY ANTHOLOGY, AND BOSTON REVIEW
TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE GOLDEN AGE OF AMERICAN IETTERS

by Sue Neuenswander Greene

Historians of American literature have paid too little attention
to early nineteenth-century Boston, assuming that except for the devel-
opment of Unitarianism nothing significant happened, despite the unlike-
lihood of this assumption. This study shows that there was considerable

intellectual activity and that the Monthly Anthology, and Boston Review

(1803-1811), along with the papers of its contributors (including
Phineas Adams, Paul Allen, Joseph Buckminster, Edmund Dana, William
Emerson, Alexander Everett, John Gardiner, John Kirkland, Andrews
Norton, Josiah Quincy, James Savage, William Shaw, Samuel Thacher,
George Ticknor, Joseph Tuckerman, William Tudor, Arthur Walter,
Benjamin Welles, William Wells, and Sidney Willard), is an excellent
source for its study. It offers evidence that the emergence of the
Golden Age of American literature was to some extent due to the
intellectual ferment represented in the Anthology; that in several
respects the genius of that age had begun to emerge during the
Anthology era and that the Anthology itself was instrumental in

its emergence.

The Anthology contributed to the development of American
literature in several respects. It was a conscious attempt of a
group of literary-minded men to create a milieu out of which a
literature could arise and, in the process, to contribute to that
literature. Through presenting the public with a literary journal,

the Anthologists hoped to turn its attention away from politics,
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commerce, and religion; but, believing that literature could not grow
in a vacuum but would be the product of a general awakening of
intellectual activity, they fostered any area that might contribute
to such an awakening. They attempted to generate interest in belles-
lettres by reviewing past and contemporary works published in America;
guiding the public and potential writers toward a high standard of
literature; and serving as a repository for such an American literature.
To a great extent they were successful.

That the Anthologists were not more successful was due to the
very reasons an American literature had not already developed more
fully and the very factors they were trying to combat. Boston was not
yet willing to support a literary periodical, and there was no profession
of men of letters to provide a constant source of material or to support
such a venture. The Anthology lacked a permanent full-time editor,
and all of its contributors were engaged in other professions. Although
the Anthology provided a higher standard of literature than any
American periodical had before, it did not publish enough pieces that
could win it either immediate or future fame.

The main contribution of the Anthology towards the Golden
Age was in its presentation of ideas that matured into the two main
branches of that age--Romanticism and Transcendentalism. Through
both the literary and theological controversies in which it engaged,
the Anthology revealed an increasing negation of authoritarianism.

In literature one sees the growth away from neoclassical stress upon
rules, models, and imitation as a basis for creativity towards greater
respect for the innate powers of the individual and his response to
his immediate surroundings. In theology one sees with the rejection

of Calvinism a growing insistence upon the necessity of free inquiry
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and private judgment of Scriptural revelation, an insistence that
helped lead to a belief in the study of man's perfection through
nature. Thus, in both areas the Anthology anticipated what was
perhaps the most pervasive characteristic of the Golden Age of
American literature. Not only did the Transcendentalists stress
the importance of the individual's seeking truth, beauty, or goodness
through his immediate experiences, but the poetry of the Romanticists
shows a similar tendency, and the works of other writers not so easily

categorized are in themselves products of such a spirit.
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PREFACE

This dissertation had its beginnings in a seminar offered by
Professor Russel B. Nye on early nineteenth-century America. Professor
Claude M. Newlin had already suggested to me a study of the religious

views in the Christian Examiner as a possible dissertation topic, and

Professor Nye's seminar offered an opportunity for me to learn back-
ground material for such a study and, as a special project, to
examine a major periodical of early nineteenth-century Boston preceding

the Christian Examiner. By the end of the seminar it seemed to me that

not only was less known about this earlier period, but that it was more
interesting as a period of transition than the later one. Moreover,

the Monthly Anthology, and Boston Review held more interest for me,

inasmuch as it was primarily a literary rather than a religious
periodical. For these reasons I felt I might contribute more through

a study of the Monthly Anthology than through a study of the Christian

Examiner,

The paper I wrote during Professor Nye's seminar treated only
the theological views in the Anthology and its controversies with the
Panoplist, much of this paper now maeking up a significant part of
Chapter III of the dissertation. Besides Professor Nye, Professor
Newlin and Professor Norman Grabo read and criticized the paper, and
until his death Professor Newlin was my major adviser on the disserta-
tion. It is, however, to Professor Nye, who became my major adviser,
that I owe thanks for criticism of the whole dissertation, as well as

for guidance during the time I was completing my graduate work. I am

ii



also grateful to Professor Clyde Henson and Professor John Yunck,
the other members of my graduate committee, for reading and
criticizing the dissertation.

There are several libraries that assisted me in locating
both printed works and manuscripts and in giving me permission to
use and quote from the manuscripts: the Boston Athenaeum, the
Boston Public Library, the Massachusetts Historical Society, the
Congregational Library, and the American Unitarian Association
Historical Library, in Boston; Houghton Library, the Harvard University
Archives, and the Andover-Harvard Theological Library, in Cambridge;
the Essex Institute, in Salem; the American Antiquarian Society, in
Worcester; and Yale University Library, in New Haven. I am especially
grateful to Mr. Waldo Forbes for permission to use and quote from the
William Emerson Papers and to Mr. Walter Muir Whitehill for making
the journals of Arthur Maynard Walter available to me.

Miss Judith Reynolds of the Western Reserve Historical Society
and Mrs. Beverley Schell procured for me various books that were not
readily available, and Miss Meredyth Bacon typed the dissertation.
Finally, my husband, Jack, helped and encouraged me throughout my

graduate work.
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CHAPTER I
THE DANGERS AND DUTIES OF MEN OF LETTERS

In his memoir of Ralph Waldo Emerson, Oliver Wendell Holmes

observes:

The nest is made ready long beforehand for the bird which
is to be bred in it and to fly from it. The intellectual
atmosphere into which a scholar is born, and from which he
draws the breath of his early mental life, must be studied if
we would hope to understand him thoroughly.l

What Holmes says is applicable not only to Ralph Waldo Emerson, but
to the whole group of intellectuals who created what has come to be
regarded as the Golden Age of American literature. If we are to
understand either American Romanticism or American Transcendentalism
thoroughly, we must study the intellectual atmosphere out of which
it grew. The early nineteenth century, Holmes says, had been "thrown
into confusion” by the Revolutionary War, so that the literary life
of the country had suffered.
The active intellects of the country had found enough to keep
them busy in creating and organizing a new order of political
and social 1ife, Whatever purely literary talent existed was
as yet in the nebular condition, a diffused luminous spot here
and there, waiting to form centres of condensation.
One of these nebular spots "had been brightening in and about

"

Boston for a number of years," and within the first few years of

lOliver Wendell Holmes, The Writings of Oliver Wendell
Holmes, Vol. II: Ralph Waldo Emerson, John Lothrop Motley (Boston:
Houghton, Mifflin & Co., 1392), p. 19.
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the nineteenth century "a small cluster of names became visible
as representing a modest constellation of literary luminaries,"
whose "light reached the world, or a small part of it, as
reflected from the pages of 'The Monthly Anthology.'"2

The Monthly Anthology, and Boston Review3 was the attempt

of a few literary-minded men of early nineteenth-century Boston

to help create an American literature., Extremely conscious of

the paucity of literary productions America had hitherto presented
to the world and mindful of the difficulties that a new nation,
ravaged by war and beset by the problems of establishing social,
economic, and political order, faced in trying to remedy its
literary life, these men were eager both to create a milieu out

of which a literature could arise and, in the process, to contri-
bute to that body of literature they hoped to foster. To a remark-
able degree they succeeded in both. This success was due almost
entirely to the extent to which they assumed the duties of men

of letters.

Throughout the Anthology are descriptions and definitions
of the literary life, statements intended as guides to those young
Americans who had the inclination and ability to pursue such a life,
By far the most complete of these is "The Dangers and Duties of Men

of letters," an address by Joseph Stevens Buckminster to the Harvard

®Holmes, II, 19-20.

3For a complete collation of the Monthly Anthology,
including the changes in its complete title, see M. A. DeWolfe
Howe (ed.), Journal of the Proceedings of the Society Which
Conducts The Monthly Anthology & Boston Review, October 3, 1805,
to July 2, 1811 (Boston: The Boston Athenaeum, 1910), pp. 307-313.
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College Phi Beta Kappa Society, delivered in August 1809 and
published in the Anthology a month later. The Revolutionary War,
Buckminster observed, had had a severely detrimental effect upon
American scholarship, in particular American literature. It had
left "the minds of men in an unsettled state," but more than that
our forms of education were becoming more popular and super-
ficial; the knowledge of antiquity began to be despised; and
the hard labour of learning to be dispensed with. Soon the
ancient strictness of discipline disappeared; the curriculum
of studies was shortened in favour of the impatience or the
necessities of candidates for literary honours; the pains of
application were derided, and a pernicious notion of equality
was introduced, which has not only tainted our sentiments,
but impaired our vigour, and crippled our literary eminence.
The present generation had "many steps to recover." There was
much to be done before "the men of letters who are to direct our
taste, mould our genius, and inspire our emulation; the men, in
fact, whose writings are to be the depositories of our national
greatness" would make their appearance. Yet there were indications
that the time was not far off when such men would appear:
if we are not mistaken in the signs of the times, the genius
of our literature begins to show symptoms of vigour, and to
meditate a bolder flight; and the generation which is to
succeed us will be formed on better models, and leave a
brighter track.
Buckminster's listeners, youths not much younger than Buckminster
himself, were, then, "destined . . . to witness the dawn of our
Augustan age, and to contribute to its glory."
It was essential, if these youths were to contribute to the
rise of an American literature, that they know the duties and dangers
of men of letters. In America especially, where political matters

had come to be of such importance, it was a temptation for a young

man "to turn his literary credit to the quickest account by early
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making himself of consequence to the people, or rather to some of
their factions." Instead of giving his whole attention to learning
and writing, he yielded "himself up to their service," just at the
time when "his powers [were] yet in their bloom." Once having
turned his attention to "the profligate production of demagogues"
and "the minutiae of local politicks," his mind became "so much
dissipated, or his passions disturbed, that the quiet speculations
of the scholar can no longer detain him." Others went to the
opposite extreme. '"Disgusted at the grossness which belongs to
the common contests and occupations of active life," they gave
themselves up entirely to "the luxurious leisure of study." There
they soon discovered that it was "easier to read than to think,
and still easier to think that to act." 1In this passive isolation,
these potential men of letters became no less corrupted than those
who yielded to public service, But even the men who did devote
themselves to "active learning" encountered still another temptation,
that of losing themselves "in superficial and unconnected inquiries,"
of employing their time and talents "in loose and undirected studies."
There were several reasons for succumbing to this temptation: the
want of leisure time or '"the necessity of turning our knowledge to
immediate account"; our defective system of education due partly
to the inadequate provision made for instructors; the isolation of
individual scholars in so vast a country; the antipathy of our
government to scholarly endeavors; the absence of suitable rewards
for literary accomplishments. But these adverse conditions made
it even more essential that men of talent discipline themselves

if there was to be an American literature.
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Most of the difficulties that beset American men of

letters, however, were common to men of letters everywhere, and
most of them could be overcome. It was the duty of those who
wished to devote themselves to letters to overcome them; it was
incumbent upon them to "remember that, in the eye of reason and
of Christianity, simple unprofitableness is always a crime."
It was especially important that once a man had acquired the
learning necessary to a man of letters he made that learning
productive and not merely feed "his selfishness or his pride of
knowledge."

That learning, whatever it may be, which lives and dies with

the possessor, is more worthless than his wealth, which

descends to his posterity . . . the mere man of curious

erudition may stand, indeed, as an obJject of popular admira-

tion, but he stands like the occasional palaces of ice in

the regions of the north, the work of vanity, lighted up

with artificial lustre, yet cold, useless, and uninhabited,

and soon to fall away without leaving a trace of their

existence,
Buckminster's listeners, then, were obligated to "inquire what
you may do for mankind. ILearning is not a superfluity; and

utility must, after all, be the object of your studies." More-
over, they had to remember that "literature, whether it be her
pride, or her misfortune, will disdain to divide the empire of
your heart." Although "genius . . . sometimes bursts through"
all the "impediments" that attended a literary life, it was
unlikely that men who did not possess genius could hope to
produce anything noteworthy unless their devotion to a literary

N

life was complete.

uFor Buckminster's oration, see The Monthly Anthology, and
Boston Review (cited hereafter as M.A.), VII (September, 1309),
145-58. T
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Buckminster's address is a fair summary of the views held
by other Anthologists. All agreed that "we are yet in our literary
infancy, just 'lisping in numbers,' just pressing, with faint and
faultering voice, our new and doubtful claim to literature." But
although "America has not yet produced (and it would be injustice
to expect it from her) poets, who can in any measure stand in
competition with those of England,"5 there were "symptoms of the

6

dawn of taste and love of learning in our country."- There was

little doubt that America was '"capable of knowing and exercising

all the arts, that can possibly meliorate and adorn our condition."l
There were, however, numerous disadvantages to overcome.

Not the least of these was the present interest of the American

people in things other than literature, especially in money.

"Wealth is power," seemed to be America's motto; whatever power

she possessed owed much to the growth of commerce, almost none to
her accomplishments in the arts. Politics and theology, likewise,
had absorbed much of America's attention, so much that what written
works America had contributed to the world had been mainly in these
areas. Whatever talent America possessed, moreover, was not devel-

oped. Not only was there a lack of galleries and libraries, not

to mention foundations and patrons, but the schools themselves were

5_1\_4.5., II (April, 1805), 167-70.

6William Tudor, "A Discourse, Intended to Have Been Delivered
Before the Society of PBK on their Anniversary, the Day after Commences
ment at Cambridge, August 30, 1810," M.A., IX (September, 1810), 1U5- .
61. Tudor left for Europe shortly before he was to deliver the address.

TDavid Phineas Adams, "The Loiterer. -- No. I," M.A., I
(November, 1803), 3-6.
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inadequate in the very "rudiments of education."® If a talented
writer overcame these difficulties, still he was faced with the
neglect and ingratitude of an unappreciative public. Of all the
difficulties that a potential man of letters faced, "the gloom
of neglect"9 was the least forgivable; 'national vanity may be a
folly; but national ingratitude is a crime ., "0
But along with these disadvantages there were some aspects
of America that might be conducive to literary production. David
Phineas Adams seems to have felt these more strongly than most
other Anthologists. Commerce may have absorbed our attention, he
argued, but it had provided us with a comfortable life which could
now be devoted to the arts. That our commerce was '"universal,"
moreover, "opens to our attainment the literature and improvements
of the whole globe." Likewise, we did have schools and colleges

"interspersed throughout the country," and these were "accessible

to studious youth of the humblest fortune." Now that "experience

' we could go on to

has . . . shown us the utility of learning,'
discover '"the rising importance of its increasing cultivation."

Our independence and with it our national strength and "the blessings
of peace'" also contributed to conditions favorable to the advance-
ment of literature. Above all, '"the diversified scenery of nature"

in America which "excites wonder, curiosity and contemplation" was

surely conducive to the development of poetry. "That refined

8
See especially Tudor, M.A., IX (September, 1810), 145-61.
9Adams, M.A., I (November, 1803), 3-6.

10M.a., 11, (April, 1805), 167-70.
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sensibility of soul . . . seems here to be earnestly invited by
the sweet melody of nature to awaken and admire her sublime and
beautiful features."

Yet Adams, no less than the other Anthologists, saw that,
even "with all these incitements to the principal glory of a
nation, polite literature and the fine arts have hitherto made a

' The "principal cause," he felt, "is the

very dilatory progress.'
want of zealous perseverance in the candidates for literary distinc-
tion."ll Too many, as other Anthologists pointed out along with
Buckminster, had turned their attention to such other areas as
politics and "frittered away" their talents "in guiding temporary

perverseness, in conciliating fleeting animosity, in opposing the

errours of the passing day."12 Too few had given "the chief of

llAdams, M.A., I (November, 1803), 3-6.

lgTudor, M.A., IX (September, 1810), 1L45-61. Tudor attacks,
in particular, Fisher Ames for spending his talents on politics
rather than literature. See also the review by Samuel Cooper
Thacher of John Quincy Adams's Lectures on Rhetorick and Oratory,
M.A., VIII (April, 1810), 249-68, and the account of this review
in Howe, pp. 225-26, and in Worthington C. Ford (ed.), Writings
of John Quincy Adams (7 vols.; New York: Macmillan Co., 191
III, 513-15. Thacher lamented that Adams had abandoned the
literary "laurels which he might have gained without a rival, to
gather a barren and withering chaplet of political renown," and
described him, using Goldsmith's lines, as one
whose genius is such

We scarcely can praise it or blame it too much;

Who, born for the universe, narrows his mind,

And to party gives up what was meant for mankind.
Thacher did not "disguise our sentiments on the political career
of Mr. Adams," and Adams suggested in letters to his mother and his
brother, Thomas Boylston, that the reviewer had degraded "himself
by . . . servile sacrifices to popular prejudices." Although there
were dissenting voices among the Anthologists (William Shaw and
Benjamin Welles, for instance), they were on the whole of the
Federalist stamp and did not sympathize with Adams's growth away
from the party.
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{their] powers to [the ] single object" of literature,l3 so that

"what has been done, was generally performed in the intervals of

professional labours."lu

nl5

Too "few have yet applied seriously to
literature and assumed the "Duties of Genius and Learning to
be Active and Useful."16

The Monthly Anthology was an attempt to help America grow

out of her "literary infancy" and to realize what she was capable

of in the realm of literature. It was an attempt to help assure,
and if possible to accelerate, the "dawn of our Augustan age."
Through presenting the public with a literary Jjournal, the Anthol-
ogists hoped to turn its attention away from the areas of politics,
commerce, and religion, in which it had for so long been immersed
and to foster interest in areas that were more conducive to literary
productivity. Realizing the necessity of good educational facil-
ities and the importance of the advancement of other arts, the
Anthologists paid attention to institut.ons and events that promoted
these things, their most notable contribution along this line being
the establishment of the Anthology Reading Room, which was to become
the Boston Athenaeum. Above all, the Anthology tried to set a
standard of literary taste for both the public and aspiring authors
and to encourage authors to persevere toward this standard. 1In so

doing, it attempted to live up to this standard itself and thereby

13prancis Parkman, M.A., VI (March, 1809), 177-80.

W ougor, M.A., TX (September, 1810), 145-61.

15Winthrop Sargent, M.A., II (February, 1805), 85-88.

100 thur Walter, M.A., IV (December, 1807), 643-L7.



10
serve as an example of what might be accomplished in the American
republic of letters.

The Anthology regularly set forth its aims, as well as the
extent to which it considered itself successful and the difficulties
against which it was struggling, usually in the "Address of the
Editors" that began each new volume. The Anthology was conducted
by men "desirous of raising the reputation of American literature";l7
their aim was "to diffuse useful knowledge, and inspire a taste for

n18

literature among their fellows. Their object being "exclusively

literary,"l9 they had "no other cause to serve than that of truth and

"20 and "to add something to the general stock of

good learning
innocent gaiety; something to the improvement of the literature of
our country, and something to the revival and diffusion of undefiled
taste."21 Through this endeavor they hoped that the Anthology might
"be the repository of the sound literature of New England." In
Joseph Buckminster'!s eyes, the Anthologists were
gentle knights, who wish to guard the seats of taste and morals
at home, from the incursion of the 'paynim host;' happy, if they
should now and then rescue a fair captive from the giants of
romance, or dissolve the spell, in which many a youthful genius
is held, by the enchantments of corrupt literature.
They were "satisfied, if they in any way contribute to the mild
influence of our common christianity, and to the elegant tranquillity

of literary life "e@

samuel C. Thacher, M.A., V (March, 1808), 121-22.

Biom S. J. Gardiner, M.A., V (January, 1808), 1-2.

l9Samuel Thacher, M.A., II (December, 1805), 677-78.

2Osemuel Thacher, M.A., X (June, 1811), 361-65.

2lsamuel Thacher, M.A., II (December, 1805),677-78.

22Joseph Buckminster, M.A., VI (January, 1809), 3-6.
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The degree to which the Anthology succeeded in its endeavors

is attested to by the respect with which it has been regarded by
various men of letters over the years. In its own day the Anthology
recelved considerable praise. John Sylvester John Gardiner wrote
that "the Anthology has never been a favourite with the publick at
large . . . but from the ablest pens in the United States they have
received praise,more than enough to satisfy reasonable vanity."23
From time to time the Anthology published letters of approval of its
policies and accomplishments, its admirers not always being residents
of the United States. "A gentleman in Cambridge University (England)"
wrote,

I am glad, that you are actively employed in promoting a spirit

and taste for polite literature. In encourageing and effecting

this object, I am certain that in your country in particular,

men of letters will conduce more to the real happiness and

comforts of society, than in acrimonious disquisitions on

theology or politicks. . . .
This correspondent attempted to aid the Anthology by recommending
some recent works by Scott and Goethe.gj+ When William Scollay was
in London in 1810, he wrote Anthologist William Smith Shaw,

I received by the Sally Anne numbers of the Anthology down to

April & I have been much gratified in perusing them. Some of

my literary acquaintance here to whom I have lent them have

passed very high encomiums on the merits of the work which

they think Verg far surpasses any periodical publication of

this country.2

Two of the Anthologists who developed into distinguished men of letters

later became especially aware of the importance of the Anthology

237. s. J. Gardiner, M.A., V (January, 1808), 1-2,

Eug.g., III (April, 1806), 221.

25Letter from William Scollay to William Smith Shaw, London,
July 18, 1810, in W. S. Shaw Papers (Essex Institute, Salem, Mass.).
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to the growth of American thought and literature. William Tudor,
writing in 1821, said that "the work undoubtedly rendered service
to our literature, and aided the diffusion of good taste in the
community" and suggested then that the documents associated with

it, if examined "in the next century,"

would supply considerable
material on "the early state of American literature which may then
be interesting."26 George Ticknor, the youthful protégé of probably
several Anthologists, among them Joseph Buckminster, J. S. J. Gardiner,
and William Shaw, and secretary for the Anthology Society in its later
days, wrote in 1849:

We should be glad to think that Jjustice will ever be done to

the 'Monthly Anthology and Boston Review,' as the pioneer to

that better scholarship and more generous spirit of inquiry

which, we hope, may be said now to have obtained a firm foot-

hold in New England.
Two years later, in 1851, Josiah Quincy, never a member of the

Society but closely associated with it and a contributor to the

Anthology, published his History of the Boston Athenaeum in which

he judged the Anthology as

constituting one of the most lasting and honorable monuments of
the taste and literature of the period. Its labors may be
considered as a true revival of polite learning in this country,
after that decay and neglect, which resulted from the distrac-
tions of the Revolutionary War, and as forméng an epoch in the
intellectual history of the United Sta.tes.2

This Jjudgment was echoed not only by Oliver Wendell Holmes, but by

Henry Adams as well. In his History of the United States he said

26

pp. 1=k,

27George Ticknor, "Review of Memoirs of the Rev. Joseph Buck-
minster and the Rev. Joseph Stevens Buckminster," Christian Examiner,
XIVII (September, 1849), 169-95. Cited hereafter as Ticknor, "Review,"

28Josiah Quincy, The History of the Boston Athenacum
(Cambridge, Mass.: Metcalf & Co., 1851), p. 3.

William Tudor, Miscellanies (Boston: Wells and Lily, 1821)
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that the Anthology "marked the birth of the new literary school,"
"giving to Boston for the first time the lead of American literary
effort." The Anthology, Adams contended, "far surpassed any
literary standards then existing in the United States, and was not
inferior to any in England."29 Still later Julius H. Ward called
the Anthology "the first distinctive note in our periodical liter-

ature," sustaining "from 1803 to 1811 the hopes of the first group

of men in America who attempted to lay a broad foundation in the
public mind for American letters."30

Yet the references to the Anthology are scattered and scanty,
at best superficial and at worst simply incorrect, and except for
M. A. Dewolfe Howe's edition of the Anthology Society's Journal and
the works of Lewis P. Simpson there has been little attempt to do
Justice, as Ticknor put it, to the Anthology. Simpson has within
the last few years not only acknowledged the significance of the
Anthology but tried in several articles to place it in its proper
literary perspective and, more recently, made many of its pages

31

available to the public. In one of his articles Simpson attempts

to explain the reason for the long neglect of the Anthology and

29Henry Adams, History of the United States of America, Vol.
IX: The Second Administration of Thomas Jefferson (9 vols.; New
York: C. Scribner's Sons, 1889-91), 201 and 207.

30su1ius H. Ward, "The North American Review," North American
Review, 201 (January, 1915), 123-3k,

3lSimpson's work includes a dissertation on Joseph Buckminster
and several articles on various aspects of the Anthology and the
Anthology period. His largest and most recent undertaking is The
Federalist Literary Mind (Baton Rouge, la.: Louisiana State Univ.
Press, 1962). See this publication for a bibliography of Simpson's
work, pp. 238-39.




1k

early nineteenth-century Boston in general. It has been due, he
suggests, to the perpetration of "the myth of New England's
intellectual lapse," a myth largely initiated by Ralph Waldo
Emerson's concept of his father's generation and perpetuated by
such later scholars as Vernon L. Parrington.32 But perhaps Jjust

as important is the fact that the Anthology was, in comparison to
some later literary periodicals, short-lived. For its time, its
existence was a '"wonder and mystery."33 That it should have lived
as long as it did, faced from the beginning with almost insurmount-
able obstacles, is remarkable. But it did not live long enough to
become a part of that literary enterprise that it had struggled to
bring about and that remains as an indisputable area of study.
Finally, it did not live longer and it has not been looked upon as
a more significant contribution to American literary history because
it did not heed its own advice. Although it numbered among its
contributors some of the finest literary figures of not only Boston
but the country, none of these men was devoted enough to either the
Anthology or the literary life per se to perpetuate the Anthology
or to give to it consistently such literary productions as live on
with ease through the years. They did not give, in short, "the
chief of [their] powers" either to the Anthology or to literature
itself; they had disdained to divide the empire of their hearts and

had not assumed completely the duties of men of letters.

32lewis P. Simpson, "Emerson and the Myth of New England's
Intellectual Lapse," Emerson Society Quarterly, No. 10 (I Quarter,
1958), 28-31.

33William Tudor, M.A., VIII (January, 1810), 3-6.
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The Monthly Anthology began as the literary venture of a

young man named Phineas Adams. Information regarding Adams is
confined almost entirely to the brief sketch of him in Josiah

Quincy's History of the Boston Athenaeum. He was the son of an

apparently unprosperous if not a poor farmer in Lexington, Massa-
chusetts. His father being unable to provide him with more than
a common education, he was early apprenticed to a paper-maker.
There he attracted the attention of a Mrs. Foster of Brighton and
under her patronage he left his job, prepared himself for college,
and entered Harvard at the age of twenty. He graduated from
Harvard in 1801. Two years later he began to edit The Monthly

Anthology; or Magazine of Polite Literature under the name of

Sylvanus Per-se.

Although these facts concerning Adams's life up to 1803
are few, Quincy does provide us with some further information that
shows that up until then Adams had hopes of adopting "literature
as a profession."” He "manifested in early boyhood a passion for

' and it was this "fondness for letters" that won

elegant learning,'
the attention of Mrs. Brighton, herself "a lady of literary celeb-
rity at that time."3u At Harvard, Sidney Willard adds to this

information, Adams "was reputed . . . by his contemporaries to be
much more conversant with English literature than was usually the

case among his fellow-students."35 It is apparent from such comments

that Adams'!s creation of the Anthologx in 1803 was an attempt to

3uQuincy, 1-2.

35Sidney Willard, Memories of Youth and Manhood (2 vols.;
Cambridge, Mass.: John Bartlett, 1855), II, 158.
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adopt literature as a profession; through being the editor of a
literary magazine he hoped to establish himself as one of America's
first full-time men of letters.
Possibly Adams was patterning his career after that of
Joseph Dennie, who had been successfully editing the Port Folio
in Philadelphia since 1800. But in trying out his literary venture
in the city of Boston, Adams was attempting to succeed where Dennie
himself had earlier failed. In May 1795 Dennie had begun editing
the Tablet, a weekly paper devoted mainly to literature, in Boston.
This enterprise had been short-lived, lasting only through August
11, 1795, and Dennie had left Boston for the more literary-minded
city of Philadelphia.36 Adams's project met a similar fate., In
April 1804, just six months after he had issued the first number
of the Anthology, Adams was forced to abandon his first attempt to
be a professional man of letters. Apparently this attempt was also
his last.
The causes of Adams's failure point to some of the reasons
for the later success, as well as the final discontinuation, of the
Anthology. Writing almost half a century later, Sidney Willard, who
was himself to become an Anthologist a few years after Adams's
failure, commented on literary periodicals in general:
There are but two things by means of which such a book can grow
and live long, and these are money and sympathy, and, in the
case of individuals, both.

The Anthology, while it was edited by Adams, had neither. Willard

observed that

36Frank L. Mott, A History of American Magazines 1T741-1850
(New York: D. Appleton & Co., 1930), p. 225.
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if the projector who furnishes the literary materials has not
money enough to pay the printer and publisher, and these are
not able to take the risk of gaining friends, by the merits
of the work, numerous enough to pay the price, it must surely
die, and that very soon. This was the precarious condition
of the Monthly Anthology from its birth until it had lived,
through its poverty and struggles, the first half-year. . . .
The Anthology during Adams's editorship "was sustained by the
sympathy of a few individuals, separately. The bond was not strong
enough"”" to overcome the financial difficulties that beset it.37

The Anthology, even during its successful years after Adams's
failure, was never free from financial difficulties and these, more
than any other one factor, ultimately caused its demise. As Willard
said, "this working for the public for nothing, and paying one's
own expenses, is a poor business." But with the formation of the
Anthology Society in 1805 the "sympathy" for the Anthology was
"united in social compact"38 and the Anthology prospered, despite
its financial worries, for six years, It seems to have been, then,
the lack of a group of dedicated contributors that most severely
hurt the Anthology under Adams.

Many of the men who contributed to the Anthology while Adams
was editing it were later to be members of the society that was
formed to take over the editorship. Yet Adams's Anthology seems to
have been a lonely enterprise. Perhaps this was out of choice.
Adams did, after all, want to make his mark as an editor, and to do
so he had to carry the bulk of the responsibility for the magazine,

But very likely, despite his being a Harvard graduate of high

literary repute, he was somewhat estranged from Boston society and

3Twillard, II, 22k-25.

Pyillard, I, 225.
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with it the literary circles of the city. Other than his being
a poor farmer's son with no family connections in the city and
nothing in his background, other than his tie to Harvard, to
recommend him, he appears to have had a rather unusual character
which did not probably help matters. According to Quincy, his
"invincible diffidence and an excitable temperament were the
occasion of great eccentricity of manners.">? Whatever the cause,
this estrangement seems certain because the only two of his contem-
poraries whose writings describe him in any detail, both of whom
were to become closely associated with the Anthology, actually knew
very little about him and because, strange as it may seem, once
Adams gave up his enterprise he never again had anything to do with
the Anthology. Sidney Willard remarked that "I learned more partic-
ularly than I had before known or remembered the history of Adams
. « « from a note in the Hon. Josiah Quincy's History of the Boston

Athenaeum,"ho

and the description by Quincy, also Adams's contemporary,
as we have already seen, is scanty.

After his failure with the Anthology Adams "taught school
in different places, till, in 1811, he entered the Navy as chaplain
and teacher of Mathematics." Quincy suggests that Adams now enter-
tained hopes of distinguishing himself in the field of science,
combining his knowledge of mathematics and "nautical affairs.”
During the War of 1812 he sailed with Commodore David Porter on the
frigate Essex over the Pacific and later rejoined Porter in his

expedition to the West Indies. There he died in 1823. Although

Quincy attests to Adams's "love of intellectual pursuits" accompanying

39Quincy, 2.

4Oyi11ard, TI, 157.
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him "in every clime," the only evidence that Adams retained any hope
at all of becoming a man of letters after his failure with the
Anthology is a journal which he published of the Pacific cruise with
Commodore Porter.ul

Despite the fact that Adams completely severed his connection
with the Anthology, the periodical was always in a sense his. The
essential characteristics of the Anthology under Adams remained with
the magazine to the end. The first pages of the first issue were
devoted to an essay on the appropriateness of America to polite
literature and the fine arts. This essay was to have been the first
of several in a series called "The Loiterer," Adams's design being
"to present to my readers lucubrations on manners and literature,
on the improvement of taste and the encouragement of genius" which

he hoped would afford as much pleasure as the Spectator, Rambler,

Adventurer, and "American Lounger" essays had.he One sees in this
piece alone the scope that the Anthology was to assume under Adams
and from which it was never to turn,

The Anthology was always what Adams called a "Magazine of
Polite Literature," seeking both to disseminate and to create liter-
ature, and in the process, more broadly, culture itself, The first
six issues exhibited the liberal combination of literature with
pieces on the arts, history, biography, science, religion, and so on
that the remaining issues showed. Even within the realm of belles-

lettres, there was breadth, original essays, poems, and letters

thuincy, 1-2. According to Quincy, Adams prefixed David
to his name "out of regard to Commodore David Porter."

LLQM_.A., I (November, 1803), 3-6.
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being interspersed with translations, reviews, and, here and there,
pieces gleaned from already published works. How the Anthology
changed was mainly in its fulfillment of the aims it had begun with,
a change that only the experience of an able group of writers could
bring about. The short-lived "Literary Wand=rer," "Guest," "Evening
Entertainments," "ILoiterer," "Collectanea," "Amusement," "Sans Souci'--
all attempts to establish series that would run through all the
issues of the Anthology--gradually settled down into the stable
"Remarker," "Botanist," "Silva," "Retrospective Notices," "Levity,"

' and so on

"Remarks on the English Translations of the Roman Poets,'
that the reader learned to anticipate in each new issue. Even the
essential theological views of the Anthology, which for many readers
came to be its distinguishing mark, found expression in the first
issues. That the Anthology retained the character with which it
began, however, is not surprising, since many of the contributors

to Adams's Anthology were the same men who contributed to its pages
up to the end.

Immediately after Adams and his publisher, E, Lincoln, aban-
doned the Anthology, another firm, Munroe and Francis, took it over,
and without skipping an issue the Anthology reappeared under a new
editor.h3 Munroe and Francis knew that if they were to succeed
where Lincoln had failed, it was essential that they secure an able
editor. Such a man they found in William Emerson. Emerson had
several advantages that made him a good choice: he was personally
suited to the job of editing, he was devoted to the development of

American literature, and he numbered among his friends and acquaint-

ances all of the most able literary-minded Bostonians of the day.

43gove, b, 305-309.
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Very much aware that he was "to originate nothing

and "that his name is never to be splendid," William Emerson had

developed those qualities that nonetheless assure a certain amount
of success in life and win for one the esteem of the public,

"The honest and noiseless man is the man, whose honours I most

)

highly prize," he once wrote his sister, Mary, 7 whose ambition

for her family he knew he could never fulfill, and it is such
stable and inoffensive qualities as these that seem best to

characterize him. Quincy described him as having been "diligent

and zealous, assiduous and exact" in his pastoral duties, and

these characteristics he carried over into his activities in
literary and charitable institutions.

In most of these, Mr. Emerson was intrusted with some
important office. His methodical strictness in the distri-
bution of his time, his exemplary punctuality in all his en-
gagements, and the fidelity with which he executed every
trust, made his talents and services the subject of frequent
requisition, which his love of labor and usefulness seldom
permitted him to decline,

As editor of the Anthology, Quincy observed, he devoted "himself
with zeal and laborious fidelity to the advancement of its character

w6 Charles lLowell simply called Emerson "a man of

and interests.
good sense," Like Quincy, Lowell emphasized the degree to which
Emerson was able to discipline his life: "He had the organ of

order very fully developed--he was one of those who have ‘'a place

huLetter from William Emerson to Phebe Ripley, Boston,
October 16, 1803, Emerson Papers (Houghton Library, Cambridge,
Mass.) Hereafter cited as Emerson Papers.

usletter from William Emerson to Mary Moody Emerson,
Boston, November 11, 1807, Emerson Papers.

u6Quincy, 11-12.
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for every thing, and every thing in its place.'" Moreover,
Lowell attributed to Emerson one of the qualities Emerson himself
so valued: '"He was an honest man, and expressed himself decidedly
and emphatically, but never bluntly or Vulgarly."MY That Emerson
was diligent, exact, methodical, generous, sensible, and honest
made him likely to be a successful editor. These qualities had
already won for him the esteem of his fellowmen, and undoubtedly
the financial asset of an editor of a literary magazine's having
universal respect did not escape the business sense of Munroe
and Francis,

That the Anthology was primarily a literary magazine made
the choice of Emerson even more appropriate. Emerson was by no
means a professional man of letters--no one in Boston at the time
was--but he was deeply interested in literature, especially
American literature. As early as 1784 Emerson had revealed his
concern over the weak state of American letters when he delivered
an essay entitled "On Taste" to the Phi Beta Kappa Society upon
his graduation from Harvard. 1In the Anthology he must have seen
an opportunity to help remedy "the effects of a bad taste" which,
he had said, were the cause of "the prejudices which are frequently
formed against literature." Moreover, because taste, to Emerson,
was not confined to the realm purely of literature or even the arts

in general, but "like air, pervades the regions of universal know-

L8

ledge," = he must have found the broad scope of the Anthology

u7letter from Lowell to William Sprague, November 8, 1859,
quoted in William B. Sprague, Annals of the American Pulpit, Vol.
VIII: Annals of the American Unitarian Pulpit (New York: Robert
Carter & Bros., 1865), 2Lk,

William Emerson, "On Taste," Emerson Papers.
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especially inviting. That he hoped the Anthology would continue
to treat the several areas it already had, and even others, is
evident in the "Preface" he wrote for the first volume of the
Anthology after it was bound..)1L9

It is possible that one reason Emerson was more successful
than Adams had been was that Emerson seems not to have considered
the Anthology a means to make himself a professional man of letters
and so leave his mark on the history of American literature, as
Adams seems to have done. Emerson was always foremost a clergyman,
being pastor of First Church in Boston. But, whatever his literary
ambitions, the Anthology could never have borne his mark alone and
survived, It was fortunate, therefore, that Emerson could count
on the willing help of a group of able men, many of whom had contri-
buted already to the Anthology but who under Emerson's editorship
became devoted to its success.

One reason for this apparent intensification of interest
among contributors may have been the simultaneous intensification
of the religious controversy between the liberal and orthodox
Congregationalists., Although this controversy had been going on
for several decades, it reached a peak with the oncoming election
of a new Hollis Professor of Divinity at Harvard. ZEmerson himself
was a strong liberal Christian. His orthodoxy had been questioned
several times already, even upon his call to First Church in 1799.50

His son, Ralph Waldo, was to describe his father's beliefs as

h9William Emerson, "Preface" to M.A., I (written January 1,
1805), i-iv.

5OLetter from William Emerson to Ruth Emerson, October 15
and 16, 1799, Emerson Papers.
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inclining "to what is ethical and universal in Christianity,"51
a view that Charles Iowell was to put more bluntly as "to say
the least, far from having any sympathy with Calvinism."?2 About
the same time that he took over the Anthology, Emerson founded
the Christian Monitor Society,53 which issued works slanted
towards the liberal Christian view, and he was not averse to
presenting such a view through the Anthology as well. Several
of the contributors were of his stamp and may have been drawn
toward supporting the Anthology partly because they saw it as
a vehicle for the expression of their views. This possibility,
however, should not be over emphasized, for religion continued
to be only one aspect of the general scope of the Anthology and
there were several among this group of devoted contributors who
had no interest in this controversy.

It is indicative of the literary ferment going on in
Boston during the early nineteenth century that the year after
Emerson took over the Anthology another literary magazine, the

Literary Miscellany, appeared. Moreover, that it was a rather

small circle of ambitious young men who brought about this ferment
is evident in the fact that many of the men who contributed to
both Adams's and Emerson's Anthology were among those who also

contributed to the Literary Miscellany and who later created

the Anthology Society to take over the Jjob of editing the

>lletter from R. W. Emerson to Sprague, October 5, 1849,
in Sprague, VIII, 25,

52Iowell to Sprague, in Sprague, VIII, 246,

?3etter from John Pierce to Sprague, May 8, 1849, in
Sprague, VIII, 242,



25
Anthology. The Miscellany was first issued in July 1805, but
its inception dates back to the annual meetings of the Harvard
Phi Beta Kappa Society in 1802, 1803, and 1804 .5% At the first
meeting it was proposed that the Society publish a periodical
that would promote the cause of literature in America. Appointed
to assume the responsibility for the new publication at the last
meeting was a committee composed of Sidney Willard; the Reverend
Thaddeus M. Harris of Dorchester; William Jenks, a teacher of
classics and reader in the Episcopal Church, Cambridge; Levi
Hedge, a tutor of metaphysics at Harvard; and Parker Cleaveland,
another tutor at Harvard. But the Society's plans were temporarily
thwarted by an opposition led by the same man who was later to
command the forces against the theological views of the Anthology,
Jedidiah Morse. What Morse and his associates feared in the
projected periodical was essentially the same as what they later
feared in the Anthology: a threat to orthodox religion.

The reason Morse, Professor Eliphalet Pearson, and others
thought the periodical would be subversive in its religious, as
well as its political, views was that it would be the product of
a secret society.55 Secret societies had become suspect mainly
because of the activities of the Illuminati in Germany and the
Jacobins in France, which had become known to New Englanders

through the circulation of John Robinson's Proofs of a Conspiracy

5uAside from my own reading of the Miscellany, the following
information concerning its history including that on the secret
societies is gathered from Willard, II, 133-57, 322.

55There is no proof that the Anthology was ever suspect
for the same reason, but possibly it was, for it too was later
conducted by an organization to which members were elected and by
which no business was conducted in the presence of guests,
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against all the Religions and Governments of Europe carried on

in the Secret Meetings of the Free-Masons, Illuminati, and Reading

Societies, collected from good Authorities . . . and Abbe Barruelfs

Memoirs Illustrating the History of Jacobinism . . ., both published

in the United States in 1799. These works tried to show that these
societies fostered the ideals of a universal equality that sought
to subvert the existing religious and political institutions, and
they propagated the fear among some New Englanders that their
agents were at work in the United States, particularly through the
higher degrees of Masonry. 1In the excitement, all secret societies,
to some degree, became suspect. The Phi Beta Kappa Society was
believed not only to be an offshoot of Masonry, but also a relative
of the Jacobins because of its first letter, the initial of the
Greek word philosophia. Professor Pearson was especially fearful
that the proposed publication would endanger the religious stability
of Harvard, but despite his and Morse's strong objections the
Miscellany finally materialized, with the support of the president
and other less fearful friends of the college.

Although the members of the Phi Beta Kappa Society who

founded the Literary Miscellany felt these fears were unfounded,

they did ultimately contribute to their realization. During its
short life the Miscellany was primarily a literary magazine,
indulging in neither political nor religious radicalism. But
before long the Miscellany was absorbed by the Anthology and many
of its writers were the same men who led the movement of liberal
Christianity through the pages of the Anthology, a movement that
did eventually undermine the established religious order that

Morse and Pearson were trying to protect. The observation of
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Leonard Woods that the liberal Christians would disseminate their
religious views by first establishing themselves as men of letters
may not have been based upon the intention of the contributors to
the Miscellany, but such was eventually to be the case.56
In the "Prospectus" of its first issue the Literary

Miscellany was careful to define its purpose. Its intention was
to stimulate learning, rather than to proselytize for either
political or religious radicalism. It was

projected by a few friends, who agreed to contribute such

reflections and remarks, as were the result of their studies,

with a wish to rouse a mutual emulation in literary pursuits,

and to excite in others a taste for scientific investigations.
Its idea of the realm of literature was, like the Anthology's,
broad. Among the topics it hoped to treat were ancient and modern
history; the mythology, customs, manners, and antiquities of other
nations; Hebrew and oriental literature; Greek and Roman classics;
and the lives of eminent men. There were to be essays on morality,
ethics, jurisprudence, mathematics, astronomy, chemistry, natural
history, natural philosophy, and both natural and revealed religion,
as well as sections devoted to poetry and reviews of ancient and
modern works. All in all, the Miscellany was to be "a repository
for the lucubrations of the scholar, the speculations of the

1

Philosopher, and the lectures of the Divine." But more particularly

it hoped to aid the cause of American literature: 1its biographies
were to be mainly on '"those who were born, or flourished in our

own Country," and its attention to the classics was intended "to

56Ietter from Leonard Woods to Jedidiah Morse, Newbury,
January 17, 1809, Morse Family Papers (Yale University Library,
New Haven, Conn.) Hereafter cited as Morse Family Papers.
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assist studious youth in acquiring a correct taste, and laying
the foundation of solid learning." Through its publication of
pieces on the sciences it hoped to "be useful to the Mechanic,"
but its main intent appeared to be "improving . . . the Artist "7
In short, the purpose of the Miscellany was about the same as

that of the Anthology.

According to Sidney Willard, there was never any intended
rivalry between the Miscellany and the Anthology; since at least
two-thirds of the contributors to the Miscellany were likewise
contributors to the Anthology any other situation would seem to
have been impossible.58 Yet the two periodicals did engage in
a controversy which arose with the Anthology's "observations" on
the new journal and ended with the absorption of the Miscellany
into the Anthology. Andrews Norton, a contributor to both

' First he discussed

periodicals wrote these "observations.'
briefly the effect of periodicals in contributing, more than
other types of publications, "toward forming the manners of a

people." This was due to their being 'kasily diffused" and
"easily read." ©Norton commended the Port Folio, which until the
last year had been "the only periodical publication of much

literary merit, circulating in New England," and then proceeded

57Literary Miscellany (cited hereafter as L.M.), I (n.d.),

1-5.

584illard, II, 157. Willard, pp. 140-5k, lists the major
contributors to the Miscellany as Thaddeus M. Harris, J. Q. Adams,
Abiel Abbot, levi Hedge, John Pierce, William Wells, Francis D.
Channing, William Jenks, John Abbot, Arthur M, Walter, Sidney
Willard, Parker Cleaveland, Loammi Baldwin, Joseph S. Buckminster,
Andrews Norton, John Abbot, James Winthrop, Charles Coffin, Peter
0. Thacher, Samuel C. Thacher, Daniel A. White, William Allen, and
John T. Kirkland. Almost all were graduates of Harvard and members
of Phi Beta Kappa.
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to the Miscellany, "being native among us." His judgment of this
new periodical was that, although it was conducted with some
ability, "it is deficient in exciting interest or affording
amusement ." Thus it could hardly fulfill the purpose of contri-
buting to the civility of the American people. Norton especially
condemned the style of the Miscellany, "which has some resemblance
to that, which the ancients called the Asiatic, but which has so
long been the disgrace of our country, that it may now with
unfortunate propriety be denominated the American, "9

Insofar as the writers for both periodicals were the same
men, the style of the Miscellany could hardly have differed much
from that of the Anthology, and this criticism, as well as those
that succeeded it, cannot be taken too seriously. It would appear
that Norton, more than anything else, was simply having a good
time. But when he ended his essay with the comment that all of
his remarks on the new pu