


ENGLISHE MEN O LETTERS
FINTED LY JOHN MORLEY
prives Xiifen

FIELDING






LNGLISH NMEN OF LETTLRS

FIELDING

v

AUSTIN DOBMON












FREFATORY KOTE. w

: ake

ters Oddmith, The suthor .l!tamp‘!a«i o
{'?l,‘ﬁng o lterary exatee, which is impossible; and g:
stteznpt, bas fnvolred him in needless digressions. p
14l ot Alwsya carcfal 1o give chapter and verse for
Bis statements .

VIL Thoma Keightleys papers On the Life ond
Wriinge of Heary Fulding in Frasels Mogozine for
Janmary snd February 1858, These, prompted by M.
Tawtenet's book, are most valuable, if ovly for the
wathor's fruok distrust of his predecessors. ‘They are
the work of an enthusiast, and & very couscientions
examiner, I, 8 reported, Mr. Keightley himself medi-
tated 2 life of Fieldiog, it is moch to be regretted that
ha never carried out bis intention.

Upon the ten fast-mentioned works © bave chiefly
elied {n the preparation of this study. 1 have freely
wealled myeelf of the materisl that both suthors col-
Sreted, venfying it alwayy, and extending it wherever I
could  Of my other sources of information~~pamphlets,
reviews, meraoiry, snd newspapers of the day—the list
w0213 b boo Yong ; and ruflicient references ta them are
proendly given in the body of the text. I will only
13 thst T think there js searecly » quotation of import-
#uo¢ in these pages which fias not been compared with
the original; and, except where otberwise stated, all
exteacts foom Flelding bameel( are takion from the frat
wditieny,

At this distanes of Vime, Tew fatls yespeeting & man
of whoes so Tutle has bren tecorded require to be
amnounted with considerably esution, Some definite
stliimi to Fieding Jore 1 bave, however, heen
eatbisl to make, Thanks to the late Colone) J, L
Clester, who was engaged, only a few weekn befors his
deatk, fn frendly fnvestiations on wy behalf, T am
stla to gire, for the £rat time, the date and place of
Fillings second macrisze, and the baptismal dates of
A1 ke chiliren by that marrisge, except the eldest, 1
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FIELDING

. CHAPTER 1
\BARLY YEARS~FIRST PLATS

List b eratemporary Smellets, Heary Fielding eame
+{ 31 ancient family, snd might, in b Horatian mmda
Yave treed bis origin to Inachus.  The lineage of the
Lnen ¢f Denbizh, as ghven in Burke, fully justifies the
;ndid bt enfficiently quoted entogy of Gibbon,  From
tat Core Jeflrey of Hapaburgh, who eame to England,
s eury HL, and sssomed the name of Fieldeng, or
2, “frum bis father's pretensions to the dominions
tl Ly ."m!mr and Tunfiding,” the futare novebist conld
1-w. akmg I.re of illeynous sncestors. There was &
S \\"\11¢::\ Feilding killed st Tewkesbury, and a Sir
Erenaed wbncomi r.:.\nd»«! stStoke. Aother Sir Wilkiam,
arineh Toyahut, wavereated Earl of Denbigh, and died
ia {hting King Charles's tattles, O his two sons, the
2, Bard, whio xaccenled to the title, was s Pathament-
3513, a5] served ot Fdaehill under Basex, George, hos
724 1, wan mieed to the peerags of Ireland as Vis
allan, with saceetmon to the eatldom of Desmond ,
a2 Hem iy, the younger brazeh of the Dentigh tamily,
‘ 3!':? Firllinz deecdly dessended. The Bar) of Des.
i »
'
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mond’s fifth son, John, entered the Church, hecoming
Canon of Salisbury and Chaplain to William IIL By his
wife Bridget, daughter of Scipio Cockain, Esq., of Somer-
set, he had three sons and three daughters. Edmund; the
third son, was a soldier, who fought with distinction under
Marlborough. When about the age of thirty, he mar-
ried Sarah, daughter of Sir Henry Gould, Knt., of Sharp-
ham Park, near Glastonbury, in Somerset, and one of the
Judges of the King’s Bench. These last were the parents
of the novelist, who was born at Sharpham Park on the
22d of April 1707. One of Dr. John Fielding’s nieces,
it may here be added, married the first Duke of Kingston,
becoming the mother of Lady Mary Pierrepont, after-
wards Lady Mary Wortley Montagu, who was thus Henry
Fielding’s second cousin. She had, however, been born
in 1689, and was consequently some years his senior,
According to a pedigree given in Nichols (History and
Anfiguitics of the County of Leicester), Edmund Fielding
was only & lioutenant when he married ; and it is even
not improbable (as Mr. Keightley conjectures from the
nearly secret union of Lieufenant Booth and Amelia in
the later novel) that the match may have been a stolen
onc. At all events, the bride continued to reside at her
father's house; and the fact that Sir Henry Gould, by
his will made in March 1706, left his daughter £3000,
which was to be invested “in the purchase either of
a Church or Colledge lease, or of lands of Inheritance,”
for her sole use, her hushand having “nothing to doe
with it,” would seom (as Mr. Keightley suggests) to indi-
catc.a distrust of his military, and possibly impecunious, .
son-in-law,  This money, it. is also important to re-
merber, was to come to her children at her death, Sir
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lenty Goald Al potIord sarvine the making g hiv with
o died in March 13 101 The Ficklinet st AbeD hase
prnvel 10 o rmall host? ot Fart Gramr (p0% arawer)in
Dorsetabirs® hero Rﬂ\\ﬁd«\ing waslom in the follo®
'm;}'mrm\ﬂ Tusayte thatthir propt ywas puse saeed
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4 TFIELDING. fomar,

tion during this time was conﬁded to o certain DM
Oliver, whom Lawrence designates the “ family chaplain.” ‘
Koightley supposes that he was the curate of East
Stour; but Hutehins, a better anthority than either, says _
that he was the clergyman of Motcombe, a neighbour-
ing village. Of this gentleman, according to Murphy,
Parson Trulhber in Joscph Andrews is a “very humorous
and striling portrait.” It is certainly more humorous
than complimentary.

From Mr. Oliver’s fostering care—and the result shows
that, whatever may have been the pig-dealing propen-
sities of Parson Trulliber, it was not entirely profitless—
Tielding was transferred to Eton. When this took place
is not known ; but at that time boys entered the school
much earlier than they do now, and it was probably not
long after his mother’s death. The Eton boys were then,
as at present, divided into collegers and oppidans. There
are no registers of oppidans before the end of the last
century ; but the Provost of Eton has been good enough
to search the college lists from 1715 to 1735, and there
is no record of any Henry Fielding, nor indeed of any
Ficlding at all. Tt may thercfore be concluded that he
was an oppidan.  No particulars of his stay at Eton have
come down to us; but it is to be presumed Murphy’s
statement that, “ when he left the place, he was said to
be uncommonly versed in the Greek authors, and an
carly master of the Latin classics,” is not made without
foundation.! We have also his own authority (in Tom
sca:ceil';clgoix;g's;;“i words in the verses to Walpole some years later

* Tuscan and French ave in my Head ;
Tatin Y write, and Greek I——read. g
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J.e03) for srppeving that he ccasionally, if not frequently,
sarrifend ¥ with trus Sparfon devotion™ at the birchen
Altar,” of which a representation is to be found in Mr
Maxwell Lyte's history of the College.  And it may
taitly be dnfereed that ko toak part in the different aports
an pantimry of the day, such as Confuering Lobs, Steal
bareage, Chuck, Rtareeaps, and o forth,  Nor does it
beed any ntrong ¢furt of imagination to conclude that
o Lathed in «Randy hole™ or “Cuckow wam,” attended
he vock fights in Betfont's Vard and the bull-baiting n
Lerkelor's Acte, drank nubl punch at the * Christopher,”
snd, no doubt, was crasionally brought back by Jack
Cutler, * Pursuivant of Runawaps,” 1o make his explana-
tinns to Dr. Bland the fiead Master, or Francis Goode
the Usher,  Among hix schoal fellows wers some who
silnequently attained to high dignities in the State, and
still remained his fiende. Foremost of theso was Gearge
Lyttelten, fater the stateamsn and amator, who had sb
vea Iy enmmenced poet ax an Fton boy with his “Solitoquy
of & Pranty in the Country.”  Another was the {uture
K Charles Hanbury Willisry, the it and squibwnter,
then Lnown as Charles Hanbury enly. A thed way
Theraas Winnington, for whotn, in sfier years, Fielding
frezte Lant with brain and pen when Tory seribblers
sraallel Lis memory.  Of thoee who must Le reganded
a1 contemprraziey merely, were Wilkam Paet, the * Grest
Commener,” and yet greater Farl of Chatham, Henry
Pox, Lent Helland, and Chsrles Pratt, Eard Camden.
Glbert Wert, the translator of Pisdar, may o havs
b.e::-. st Eten tn Tielling's tune, a3 ha was oaly w year
':hr, and was intimate with Lyttelten. Thomss Avgue
tire Lene, azin, fatmnus in daystoeome aa T Arne, was



6 FIELDING. "7 fomar

doubtless also at this date practising sedulously upon that
“miserable cracked common flute,” with which tradition
avers he was wont to torment his schoolfellows. Gray
and Horace Walpole belong to a later period. .
Duwring his stay at Eton, Ficlding had been rapidly
developing from a boy into & young man. When he left
school it is impossible to say; but he was probably seven-
teen or eighteen years of age, and it is ab this stage of
his carcer that must be fixed an occurrence which one
of his biographers places much farther on. This is his
carliest recorded love-affair. At Lyme Regis there re-
sided a young lady, who, in addition to great personal
charms, had the advantage of being the only daughter
and heiress of one Solomon Andrew, deceased, a mer-
chant of considerable local reputation. Lawrence says
that she was Fielding’s cousin. This may be so; but
tho statement is unsupported by any authority. It is
* certain, however, that her father was dead, and that she
was living “in maiden meditation” at Lyme with one of
her guardians, Mr. Andrew Tucker. In his chance visits
to that place, young Fielding appears to have become
desperately enamoured of her, and to have sadly fiut-
tered the Dorset dovecotes by his pertinacious and nn-
desirable attentions. At one time he seems to have
actually meditated the abduction of his *flame,” for an
entry in the town archives, discovered by Mr. Georgé
Roberts, sometime Mayor of Lyme, who tells the story,
d.eclures that Andrew Tucker, Esq., went in fear of his
lifo “owing to the behaviour of Henry Fielding and his
attendant, or man.”  Such = state of things (especially
when guardians have sons of their own) is clearly not
to bo endured ; and Miss Andrew was prudently trans-
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ferred to tha care of another guardian, Mr, Rhodes of
Modbury, in South Devon, to whose son, a young gen-
tloman of Oxford, she was promptly married. Burke
(Landed Genlry, 1858) dates the marriage in 1726, adate
whichJs practically confirmed by the baptism of & child
at Modbury in April of the following year. Burke
further describes the husband as Mr. Ambrose Rhodes
of Bucldand House, Buckland-Tout-Samts. His son, Mr.
Rhodes of Bellair, near Exeter, was gentleman of the
Privy Chamber to George IIL , and one of his descend-
ants possessed a picture which passed for the portrait of
Sophia Western. The tradition of the Tucker family
pointed to Miss Andrew as the original of Fielding's
heroine ; but thougb such & aupposltmn is mtelligible, it
is ble, since he says disti (Book XIIT chap. i
of Tom Jones) that his model was his first wife, whoso
Iikeness he moreover draws very specifically in another
place, by declaring that sho resembled Margaret Cecil,
Lady Ranelagh, and, more nearly, “the famous Dutchess
of Mazarine
With this early escapade is perhaps to be connected
what seems to have been one of Frelding's earliest hterary
efforts. Thisis a modernisation in burlesque octosyllabic
verso of part of Juvenal's sixth satire. In the * Preface™
to the later published Jiscellanies, it is said to have been
“originally sketched out beforo he was Twenty,” and to
have constituted *all the Revenge taken by an injured
Lover.” But 1t must have been largely revised subsequent
to that date, for it contains references to Mrs. Chive, Mrs.
Woffington, Cibber the younger, and even to Richardson’s
« Pamela. It has no special merit, although some ¢ *ha”
1 See Appendix No. I : Frelding and 8ari™ = "~
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couplets have the true Swiftian turn.  If Murphy’s state-
ment be correct, that the author “swent from Eton to
Leyden,” it must havebeen planned at the latter place,
where, he tells us in the preface to Don Quirste in Eng-
fand, he also began that comedy. Notwithstanding these
literary distractions, he is nevertheless reported to have
studied the civilians * with a remarkable application for
about two years.” At the expiration of this time, remit-
tances from home failing, he was obliged to forego the
lectures of the “learned Vitriarius” (then Professor of
Civil Law at Leyden University), and return to London,
which he did at the beginning of 1728 or the end of
1727,

The fact was that his father, never a rich man,
ad married again. His seccond wife was a widow
*gmed Eleanor Rasa ; and by this time he was fast ac-
© " a sccond family. Under the pressure of his

«r cares, he found himself, however willing, as

-ble to maintain his eldest son in London as he had
previously been to discharge his cxpenses at Leyden.
Nominally, he made him an allowance of two hundred
a year; but this, as Fielding himself explained, “any
hody might pay that would.” The consequence was, that
not long after the arrival of the latter in the Metropolis
he had given up all idea of pursuing the law, to which
his mother’s legal connections had perhaps first attracted
him, and had determined to adopt the more seductive .
occupation of living by his wits. At this date he was
in tho prime of youth. From the portrait by Hogarth
representing him at a time when he was broken in health
and had lost his teeth, it is diffieult to roconstruct h1
likeness ab twenty, Bntwe may f'v "y - athe “hxg)»;
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couplets havo the true Swiftian turn. I Murphy’s state-
ment be correct, that the author “went from Eton to
Leyden,” it must have been planned at the latter place,
where, ho tells us in the preface to Don Quizote in Eng-
land, he also began that comedy. Notwithstanding these
literary distractions, ho is nevertheless reported to have
studied the civilians ¢ with & remarkablo application for
about two yoars.” At the expiration of this time, remit-
tances from home failing, he was obliged to forego the
lectures of the “learned Vitriarius” (then Professor of
Civil Law at Leyden University), and roturn to London,
which he did at the beginning of 1728 or the end of
1727,

Tho fact was that his father, never a rich man,
had married again. His second wife was a widow
,'ed Eleanor Rasa; and by this time ho was fast ac- .
2 “1g a second family, Under the pressurc of his

4 ing cares, he found himself, however willing, as

able to maintain his cldest son in London as he had
proviously been to discharge his cxpenses &b Leydon.
Nominally, he made him an allowance of two hundred
a year; but this, as Fielding himself explained, “any
body might pay that would.” The consequence was, thab
not long after the arrival of the latter in the Metropolis
1\(.3 had given up all iden of pursuing tho law, to which
his mother’s legal connections had perhaps first attracted
him, and had determined to adopt tho more seductive
occupation of living by his wits. At this date he was
in tho prime of youth. From the portrait by Hogarth
representing him at o time when he was broken in health
n_nd had lost his tecth, it is difficult to reconstruct his
likeness at twenty. But we may fairly assumo the * high-
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the fact that it had heen opened eight years before by
“the French Comedians,” was also sometimes styled
the French House. Nexzt comes the no-longer-existent
theatre in Lincoln’s Inn Fields, which Christopher Rich
had rebuilt in 1714, and which his son John had made
notorious for pantomimes. Here the Beggar's Operq,
precrsor of a Iong line of similar productions, had just
been successfully produced. Finally, most ancient of
them all, there was the Theatre-Royal in Drury Lane,
otherwise the King’s Play House, or Old House. The
virtual patentees at this time were the actors Colley
Cibber, Robert Wilks, and Barton Booth, The two for-
mer were just playing the Provol’d Husband, in which the
famous Mrs. Oldfield (Pope’s *Narcissa”) had created
a furore by her assumption of Lady Townley. These, in
Eobruary 1748, were the four principal London theatres.

" dman’s Fields, where Garrick made his début, was not

“med until the following year, and Covent Garden
belongs to o still later date.

Tielding’s first dramatic essay—or, to spmk more
precisely, the first of his dramatic’ essays that was pro-
duced upon the stage—was a five-act comedy entitled
Love in Several Masques. It was played at Drury Lane
in Febraary 1728, succeeding the Provol’d Husband. In-
his “Preface ™ the young author refers to the disadvan-
tage under which he laboured in following close upon
that comedy, and also in being “cotemporary with an
Entortainment which engrosses the whole Talk' and
Admiration of the Town,"—i.c. the Beggar’s Opera. He
also acknowledges the kindness of Wilks and Cibber
“ provious to its Representation,” and the fact that he
had thus acquired their suffrages makes it doubtful
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the fact that it had been opened eight years before by
“the Fronch Comedians,” was also sometimes styled
the French House, Next comes the no-longer-existent
theatre in Lincoln’s Inn Fields, which Christopher Rich
had rebuilt in 1714, and which his son John had made
notorious for pantomimes. Here the Beggar's Opera,
precursor of o long line of similar productions, had just
been successfully produced. Finally, most ancient of
them all, there was the Theatre-Royal in Drury Lane,
otherwise the King’s Play House, or Old House. The
virtual patentees at this time were the actors Colley
Cibber, Robert Wilks, and Barton Booth. The o for-
mer were just playing the Provok’d Husband, in which the
famous Mrs. Oldfield (Pope’s “Narcigsa”) had created
a furore by her assumption of Lady Townley. These, in
February 1728, were-the four principal London theatres.
CGoodman’s Fields, where Garrick made his débuf, was not
opened until the following year, and Covent Garden
belongs to o still later date. .
Ticelding’s first dramatic essay~—or, to speak more
precisely, she first of his dramatic essays that was pro-
duced upon the stage—was a five-act comedy entitled
Love in Several Masques. Tt was played at Drury Lane
in February 1728, succecding the Provol’d Husband. In-
his “Preface ” the young author refers to the disadvan-
tage under which he laboured in following close upon
that comedy, and also in being “cotemporary with an
Entertainment which ecngrosses the whole Talk and
Admiration of the Town,”—i.c. the Beggar’s Opera. He
also acknowledges the kindness of Wilks and Cibber
“previous to its Representation,” and the fact that he
had thus acquired their suffrages makes it doubtful
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«The Tragedy rather, I think, Mr. Fustian.” But what-
ever may have been its preliminary difficulties, Fielding's'
first play was not exposed to so untoward a fate. It was
well received. As might be expected in a beginner, and
as indeed the references in the Preface to Wycherley
and Congreve would lead us to expect, it was an obvious
attempt in the manner of those then all-popular writers.
The dialogue is ready and witty. But the characters have
that obvious defect which Lord Beaconsfield recognised
when he spoke in later life of his own earliest efforts.
“ Books written by boys,” he says, *which pretend to
give a picture of manners and to deal in knowledge of
human nature must necessarily be founded on affectation.”
To this rule the personages of Love in Several Masques are
no exception. They are drawn rather from the stage
than from life, and there is little constructive skill in
the plot. A certain hooby squire, Sir Positive Trap,
seoms like a first indieation of some of the later successes
in the novels; but the rest of the dramafis personee ave
puppets. The success of the piece was probably owing
to the acting of Mrs. Oldfield, who took the part of °
Lady Matchless, a character closely related to the Lady
Townleys and Lady Betty Modishes, in which she won
her triumphs. She scems, indeed, to have been un-
usually interested in this comedy, for she consented to
play in it notwithstanding a *slight Indisposition ” con-
tracted “by her violent Fatigue in the Part of Lady
‘Townly,” and she assisted the author with her correc-
tions and advice — perhaps with her influence as on
actress. Fielding’s distinguished kinswoman Lady Mary
Wortley Montagu also read the MS. Looking to certain
scenes in it, the protestation in the Prologue—
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“ Novght #all ¢“rnd G Fair Qnes Ears tadny,
TREA ey vigh? R t3 b, or Kz & qay"m
Ees an o8t of fnsineerity, altbongh, contrasted with some
of the writer's Ister productions, Lore i4 Servraf Magpues
i1 companutively pure Buxt be might Ronesily think
thst the work which bad received the imprincfuref &
stagequeen snd a bady of quality should fairdy be re-
paedad a5 monally blameless, and it is not vecessary to
bring any balk of evidence to prove that the monality of
1733 differed from the morality of to-day.

To the last-mentioned year iz s aseribed s poem entitled
the “ Momuerafe. Inseribed to C—t B-d—g—r. By
Lerzuel Gulliver, Poet Lacreate to the King of Lilliput.”
Tn s Fielding reade his sativfeal contribution to the
attaeks on these impure gatherings arpanised by the
rotorions Heideggey, which Begarth bad rot lony before
rigmatised pictorially in the plate known to collectors as
the“larpe Mazquerade Ticket™ As verse this performance
i3 worthless, and it is not very forcibly on the side of good
Tanmers; but the ironie dedication has a certain touch
of Fielding's later fashion. Two other poeticsl pieces,
alterwards incladed in the Wiscellanizs of 1743, also bear
the date of 1728, Oze iz 4 Dexripion of U—n G—
(dlias New Hor's Nerfon) s Com Hangs, which Mr
Km"!‘.tlev has identified with Up‘on Grey, near Qdiham,
in Hampehi Tt is a burlesq: iption of a tumble-
down country-house in which the writer was staying,
azd is 2ddressed to Rosalinds The otber is entitled
To Euticlia, from which it must be concloded that, in

728, Sarah Andrew h:ui found more than one euccessor,
Bw. in spite of some b phers, and of the spparent
entoaragement given to his fret comedy, Fielding does i
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«The Tragedy rather, I think, Mr. Fustian.” But what-
over may have been its preliminary difficulties, Fielding's
first play was not exposed to so untoward a fate. It was
well received. As might be expected in a beginner, and
as indeed the references in the Preface to Wycherley
and Congreve would lead us to expect, it was an obvious
attempt in the manner of those then all-popular writers.
The dialogue is ready and witty. But the characters have
that obvious defeet which Lord Beaconsfield recognised
when he spoke in later life of his own earliest efforts.
“Books written by boys,” he says, “ which pretend to
give a picture of manners and to deal in knowledge of
human nature must necessarily be founded on affectation.”
To this rale the personages of Lore in Several Masgues are
no exception. They are drawn rather from the stage
than from life, and there is little constructive skill in
the plot. A certain booby squire, Sir Positive Trap,
seoms like a first indication of some of the later successes
in the novels; but the rest of the dramatis persone are
puppets.  The success of the picce was probably owing
to the acting of Mrs. Oldfield, who took the part of
Lady Matchless, a character closely related to the Lady
Townleys and Lady Betty Modishes, in which she won
her triumphs. She seems, indeed, to have been un-
usually interested in this comedy, for she consented to
play in it notwithstanding a “slight Indisposition ” con-
tracted “by her violent Fatigne in the Part of Lady
Townly,” and she assisted the nuthor with her correc-
tions and advico — perhaps with her influence as an
actress. Fielding's distinguished kinswoman Lady Mary
Wortley Montagu also read the MS. Looking to certain
seenes in it, the protestation in the Prologne—
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# Nowght thall offend the Fair Ones Eare to-dny,
Which they might blush to hear, or Ylush to say™—

hss sn air of Insincerity, although, contrasted with some
af the writer's later productions, Love in Several Mazques
is coraparatively pure. But he might honestly think
that the work which had received the imprmatur of 5
stagequeen and & lady of quality shonld fairly be re-
gorded as morally blameless, and it is not necessary to
bring any bulk of evidence to prove that the worality of
1728 differed from the morality of to-day.

To the last-mentioned year is ascribed a poem entitled
the ¢ Masqrerade, Inscribed to C—t H—~d—g—r. By
Tewuel Gulliver, Poct Laureate to the King of Lallipm”
In this Fielding made bis satirical eontribution te the
attacks on those impure gatherings organised by the
notorions Heidegger, which Hogarth had not long before
stigmatised pictorially in the plate known to collectors as
the“large Masquerade Treket.” As verse this performance
isworthless, and it is not very foreibly on the side of good
manners; but the ironic dedication has 8 certain touch
of Fielding's later fashion. Two other poetical pieces,
sfterwards included in the Miscetlanies of 1743, also bear
the dute of 1728. One is A Deseription of Ue—n G-
(sliss New Hog's Norteny in Com, Hanfs, which Mr
Keightley has identified with Upton Grey, near Odiham,
is Hampshire, 1t ia a hurlesque description of a tumble-
down country-house in which the writer was staying,
and is addressed 1o Rosslindx. The other is entitled
To Euthalia, from which it must be concluded that, in
1728, Sarsh Andrew had foand mare than one suceessar.
Bat in epite of some hographers, and of the
oncsumgement given to his firat comedy, Fieldmg does
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not seem to have follawed up dramatic: authorship with
equal vigour, or at all events with equal success. His.real
connection with the stage does nob begin until January
1730, when the Temple Bean twas produced by Giffard
the actor at the theatre in Goodman’s Fields, which had
then just been opened by Thomas Odell ; and it may be
presumed. that his incentive was rather want of funds
than desiro of fame. The Temple Bean certainly shows
an advance upon its predecessor ; but it is an advance in
the same direction, imitation of Congreve ; and although
Geneste ranks it among the best of Fielding’s plays, it
is doubtful whether modern criticism wounld sustain his
verdict, It ran for a short time, and was then with-
drawn. The Prologue was the work of James Ralph,
afterwards Fielding’s colleague in the Champion, and it
thus refers to the prevailing taste. The Beggar's Opera
had killed Italian song, but now a new danger had
arisen,— -
 Humour and 11t in each politer dge,
Trivmphant, rear’d the Trophies of the Stage :

But only Farce, and Shew, will now go down,
And Harlequin's the Darling of the Town.”

Asif to confirm his friend’s opinion, Fielding’s next
picce combined the popular ingredients above referred
to. In March following he produced at the Haymarket,
under the pseudonym of Scriblerus Secundus, The
Author's Farce, with a *Puppet Show?” called The
Pleasures of the Town. In the Puppet Show, Henley,
the Clare-Market Orator, and Samuel Johnson, the
quack author of the popular Hurlothrumbo, were smartly
satirised, as also was the fashionable crazo for Opera and
Pantomime. But the most enduring part of this odd
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medley is the farce which occupies the two first acts,
and under thin disguises no doubt depicts much which
was within the writer's experience. At all events,
Luckless, the aathor in the play, bas moro than one of
the characteristics which distinguish the traditional por-
trait of Fielding himself in his early years. He wears a
laced coat, is in love, writes plays, and cannot pay his
landiady, who declares, with some show of justice, that
she “would no more depend on 2 Benefit-Night of an
un-acted Play, than she wou'd on a Benefit-Ticket in an
un-drawn Lottery.” “Her Floor (she laments) s all spofl'd
with Ink—her Windows with Verses, and her Doar has
Deen slmost beat down with Duns” But the most
humorous scenes in the play—scenes really admirable in
theit ironie delincation of the revmy side of suthorship
in 1730—are those in which Mr, Bookweight, the pab-
lisher—~the Curll or Osborne of the period~—is shown
sarrounded by the obedient hacks, who feed at his table
or “good Mitk-porridge, very often twice a Day,” and
manufacture the murders, ghost-stories, politieal pam-
phlets, and translations irom Virgll (out of Dryden)
with which he supplies his customers, Here is one of
them as good as any , —~

¢ Bookuight, So, Mr. Index, what Newa with you}

Indez. 1 have brought my Bill, Sr,

I:'o?k. What's here?—{or fitting the Motto of Rusum fenentis
Amici to a dozen Pampllets at Sixpence per each, Six
anllmgs—!-'or Omnin vincit Amor, & nos cedamus Amori,
Sixpence—For Difiicile est Satyram mon seribere, Sixpence—
H.um! homi hemi Som total, for Thrty-mx Latin 3otio's,
Eighteen Shilbings; ditto English, One Shilung and Nine-
peace; ditto Greel, Four, Four Shillings, These Grek
Motto’s are excessively dear.
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Ind. If yoU have them cheaper ot cither of the Univer-
sties, T will ive you mine for nothing: ‘
Book. You chall have your Money immedintel ;, and pray
yemember that 1 musb have two atin Seditious Motto’s
and ome Greck Moral dotto for Pamphlets by 0-IOTI0W
Aforning. - *

Ind, Sin 1 shall provide them. DBe pleas'd to look on
that, Sir and print M TFive hundred Proposals, and as WoNY
Receipts.

Book. Proposals for printing by gubseription & new Trans-
1ation of Cicexo, Of the Natwre of the Qods and his Tusculan
Questions, by Jerenl nder, Esg. 3 am sorry you have un- -
dertaken this, for it prevents & Design of mine.

Ind. Tndeed, Sity it does 1Ot for you see all of the Book
that 1 ever intend to publich. 1t js only & }andsome Way
of asking one's Friends for o Guines

Book. Then Yo have nob translated o Word of ity perhaps.

Ind, Not & gingle Syllable.

Book. Wel}, you ¢hall have your Proposals forthwith
put 1 desire you wou'd be & Jittle more yeasonable in your
Pills for the Tuture, o 1 chall deal with you MO longer ; for
1 have ¢ certain Fellow of a College, who offers o furnish me
Wit%\ Second-hand Motto's out of the Spectator for Tso-pence
cach.

Ind. Sin, 1 only desire to ive by my Goods, and 1 hope
you will be pleasd to allow some difference between &
neat fresh Piect piping ot out of the Classicks, and 0l

thread-bare worn-out Stuff that has past thro’ ev'ry Pedant
Mouth, . ¢+

The latter partof thisamusing dialogue, referting toM
Tndex's teanslation from Cicero, wWas addedin an amende
version of the Author's Farce, which appenrqd some yea
. later, and in which Fielding depicts the portrait of ©
other all-poweriul personage sn the literary life,—
actor-manager. This, however, will e more convenien
treated under its proper date, and it is only necess
to say here that the slight gketches of Marplay
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Sparkish given in the first edition, were presumably in-
tended for Cibber and Wilks, with whom, notwitbstand-
ing the “civil and kind Bebaviour” for which be had
thanked them inthe “Preface ” to Lave in Several Masques,
the young dramatist 23 now, it seems, at war. In the
intreduction to the Aliscellanics, he refers to “a slight
Pique” with Wilks; and it is not impossible that the
key to the difference may be found in the following
Passage -~

# Sparkish, What dost think of the Play 1

Marplay. 1t may be a very good one, for onght I know ;
but I know the Author has no Interest,

Spark. Give me Interest, and rat the Play.

Mar, Ratherrat the Flay which has no Interest. Interest
ewage a3 much in the Theatre oz at Court—And you know
it is not alwaya the Companion of Merit 1n cither.”

The handsome student from Leyden-—the potential
Congreve who wrote Lote in Several Masques, and had
Lady Mary Wortley Montagu for patroness, might faurly
be supposed to have expectations which warranted the
civilities of Messrs Wilks and Cibber; but the * Luck-
Iess” of two years later had probably convinced them
that his dramatic performances did not involve their sine
qua non of guccess, Under these circumstances nothing
erhaps conld be more natural than that they should play
their parta in his little sative.

Wo have dwelt at some length upon the Author's
Faree, because it is the first of Fielding's plays in which,
leaving the “wittraps” of Wycherley and Congreve, he
deala with the direct censure of contemporary folly, and
becanse, apart from translation and adaptation, it is in
this Geld that his most brilliant theatrieal successes were



18 FIELDING. {cuAr,

won. For the next few years he continued to produce
comedies and farces with great rapidity, both under his
own name, and under the pseudonym of Scriblerus Se-
cundus, Most of these show manifest signs of haste, and
some are recklessly immodest. We shall confine our-
selves to one or two of the best, and do little more than
cnumerate the others. Of these latter, the Coffec-House
Politician ; or, The Justice caught in his own Trap, 1730,
suceeeded the duthor’s Farce. The leading ides, that of
a tradesman who neglects his shop for * foreign affairs,”
appears to be derived from Addison’s excellent character-
sketchin the Tuiler of the * Political Upholsterer.” . This
iz the move likely, in that Aime the musician, whose
father is generally supposed to have been Addison’s
original, was Fielding’s contemporary at Eton. Justice
Squeezam, another character contained in this play,’is
a kind of first draft of the later Justice Thrasher in
Amelia. The representation of the trading justice on
the stage, however, was by no means new, since Justice
Quorum in Coffey’s Beggar's Wedding (with whom, as will
appear presently, Fielding’s name has been erroneonsly
associated) exhibits similar characteristics, Omitting for
the moment the burlesque of Zom Thumb, the Coffec-House
Politiclan was followed by the Letter Writers; or, A new
IPayto Keep a Iife at Home, 1731, 2 brisk little farce, with
one vigorously drawn character, that of Jack Commons, a
young university xake ; the Grub-Street Opera, 1731 ; the
farce of the Lottery, 1731, inwhich the famous Mrs. Clive,
then Miss Raftor, appeared ; the Modern Husband, 1732 ;
t%xe Corent Garden Tragedy, 1732, a broad and rather
riotous burlesque of Ambrose Philips’ Distrest Mother;
and the Debauchees ; or, The Jesuit Caught, 1732—which
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was based upon the then debated story of Father Girard
and Catherine Caditre.

Neither of the two last-named pieces is worthy of
the author, and their strongest condemnation in our day
is that they were condemned in their own for their un-
bridled Yicense, the Grub Street Journal going so far 2s to
say that they had *met with the universal detestation
of the Town” The Modern Husband, which turns on
that most loathsome of all commercial pursuits, the traffic
of & hushand in his wife's dishonour, appears, oddly
enough, to have been regarded by its auther with espe-
cial complaceney, Its prologue lays stress upon tho
moral purpose ; it was dedicated to Sir Robert Walpole;
and from a couple of letters printed in Lady Mary Wort-
ley Montagu's Correspondence, it is clear that it had been
submitted to her pernsak Tt had, however, no great
success upon the stage, and the chief thing worth re-
membering about it is that it afforded his last character
to Wilks, who played the part of Bellamant That
“glight Pique,” of which mention has been made, was
10 doubt by this time o thing of the past,

Bat if most of, the works 1n the foregoing list can
hardly be regarded as creditable to Fielding’s artistic or
mors] sense, one of them at least deserves to bo excepted,
and that is the burlesque of Tom Thumb. This was first
brought, out in 1730 at the Little theatre in the Hay-
market, where it met with & favourable reception. In
the following year it was enlarged to three acts (in the
first version there had been but twa), and reproduced at
the same theatre us the Tragedy of Tragedies; or, The
Life and Death of Tom Thumb the Great, “ with the Anno-
tations of H. Seriblerus Secundus.” It is certainly one
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of the best burlesques ever written. As Baker observes
in his Biographia Dramatica, it may fairly be ranked as
a sequel to Buckinghaw's Rehearsal, since it includes the
absurdities of nearly all the writers of tragedies from -
the perfod when that piece stops to 1730. Among the
authors satirised are Nat. Lee, Thomson (whose famous

« () Sophonisba, Sophonisbs, O 17
is parodied by

“() Huncamunea, Huncamunes, 017),

Banks's Earl of Essex, o favourite play at Bartholomew
Fair, the Busiris of Young, and the Aurengzebe of Dry-
den, ete. The annotations, which abound in transparent
references to Dr. Blentlely, Mr. Tlheobal}d, Mr. Dlenni]s,
are excellent imitations of contemporary pedantry. One
example, elicited in Act 1 by a reference to “giants,”
must stand for many :—

“That learned Historian Mr. S n in the third Num-
ber of his Criticism on our Author, takes great Pains to
explode this Passage. It is, says he, diffienlt to guess what
Giants are here meant, unless the Giant Despair in the Pil-
grim’s Progress, or the giant Greatness in the Royal Pillain ;
for I have heard of no other sort of Giants in the Reign
of King Arthur. Petrus Burmanus makes three Tom Thumbs,
one whercof he supposes to have been the same Person whom
the Grecks called Hercules, and that by these Giants are to be
understood the Centaurs slain by that Heroe, Another Tom
Thumb he contends to have been no other than the Hermes
Trismegistus of the Antients. The third Tom Thumb he places
under the Reign of King Arthur; to which third Tom Thimb,
saya he, the Actions of the other two were attributed. Nov,
tho' T know that this Opinion is supported by an Assertion
of Justus Lipsive, Thomam {llvm Thumbum nen elium quam
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Hevenlem fulese satis constat; yet shall 1 venture to oppose
one Line of Mr. Mdwinter, agninet them all,

In Arthur? Court Tom Thumb 4id lue.

“Dut then, says Dr, B——y, if we place Tom Thumb
in the Court of Kimng Arfhur, it will be proper to place that
Court out of Britain, where no Gants were ever heard of
Spencer, in his Fairy Queen, is of anothcr Opinion, where
deserilang Albion, he says,

Far withn, 5 salvage Nation dwelt
Of hilleous Giants.

And in the eame canto?
Then Elfar, tith tro Brethren Gianls had
The one of which had two Heads,~

The other three,
Tisum teneatis, Amcr,”

Of the play itself it 13 difficult to give an idea by
extract, as nearly every lino travesties some tragic pass-
age once familiar to play-goers, and now utterly for-
gotten. But the following lines from one of the speeches
of Lord Grizzle—a part admirably acted hy Liston in
Iater yearsl—are a fair specimen of 1ts ludicrous use (or
rather abuse) of simile —

* Yet think not long, I will my Bual bear,

Or unreveng'd the slighted Willow wear,

The gloomy, brooding Tempest now confin'd,

Wittun the hollew Caverns of my Mind,

In dreadful Wintl, shall ronl along the Coasts,

Shall thin the Land of all the Men 1t boasts,

And eram up ev'ry Clank of Hell with Ghosts.

8o have I seen, in some dark Winter's Day,

A rudden Storm rosh down the Sky’s High-Way,
Sweep thro’ the Btreets wath ternble ding-dong,
Gush thed' the Spouts, and wash whete Crowds tlong

t Compare Hazhitt, On the Come 'nlers of the Last Century,
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The crowded Shops, the thronging Vermin skreen,
Together cram the Dirty and the Clean,
And not one Shoe-Boy in the Street is seen.”

In the modern version of Kane O'Hara, to which
songs were added, the Tragedy of Tragedies still keeps, or
kept the stage. But its crowning glory is its traditional
connection with Swift, who told Mus, Pilkington that he
“had not laugh'd above twice” in his life, once at the
tricks of a merry-andrew, and again when (in Fielding’s
burlesque) Tom Thumb killed the ghost. This is an
incident of the earlier versions, omitted in deference -to
the crities, for which the reader will scek vainly in the
play as now printed ; and he will, moreover, discover that
Mrs, Pilkington's memory served her imperfectly, since
it is not Tom Thumb who kills the ghost, but the ghost
of Tom Thumb which is killed by his jealous rival,
Lord Grizzle. A trifling_inaccuracy of this sort, how-.
ever, is rather in favour of the truth of the story than
against it, for a pure fiction would in all probability have
been more precise.  Another point of interest in connec-
tion with this burlesque is the frontispiece which Hogarth
supplied to the edition of 1731. It has no special value
as a design, but it constitutes the earliest reference to
that friendship with the painter, of which so many traces
are to be found in Fielding's works. '

Hitherto Fielding had succeeded best in burlesque.
But, in 1732, the same year in which he produced the
Modern Husband, the Debauchees, and the Covent Garden
Tragedy, he made an adaptation of Molisre’s Médecin
malgrd Iui, which had already heen imitated in English
by Mrs. Centlivre and others. This little piece, to which
he gave the title of the Mock-Doctor ; or, The Dumb Lady

»
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o, was well veceived.  The French original was ren-
dered with tolersble closeness; but here and there
Fielding has_introduced little touches of his own, as,
for instance, whero Gregory (Sganarelle) tells his wife
Doreas (Martine), whom he has just been beating, that
as they are but one, whenever ho beats her he beats half
of himsclf, To this she replies by requesting that for
the future hio will beat the other half. An entire scene
(ihe thirteenth) wos shso added ut the desire of Miss
Raftor, who played Doreas, and thought her part too
short. 'This is apparently intended as a burlesque of
the notorious quack Misaubin, to whom the Mock-Doctor
was ironically dedicated. He was the proprietor of a
famous pill, and was introduced by Hogarth into the
Harlol's Progress. Gregory was played by Theophilus
Cibber, and the preface contains » complimentary refer-
tote to his acting, and the expected retirement of his
father from the stage. Neither Genest nor Lawrence
gives the date when the pieco was first produced, but if
the “April” on the dubious author's benefit tickes attri-
buted to Hogarth be correct, it must have been in the
first months of 1732

The cordial reception of the Mock-Doctor seems to have
cncouraged Fielding to make further levies upon Molitre,
2nd ho speaks of hishope to do 50 in the “Preface™ As
& matter of fact, he produced a vermen of L'Arare at
Drury Lane in the following year, which entirely out-
shone the older versions of Shadwell and Ozell, and
geined from Voltaire the praise of having added to the
original “guelques beantés de dialogue particalidres & s8
(Fielding's) mation.” Lovegold, its leading r6le, became
astock part, It was well played by its first actor Griffin,
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and was a favourite exercise with Macklin, Shuter, and
(in our own days) Phelps.

In Februsry 1733, when the Aiser was first acted,
Tielding was five and twenty, His means at this time
were, in all probability, exceedingly uncertain. The
small proportion of money due to him at his mother’s
death had doubtless been long since exhausted, and he
must have been almost wholly dependent npon the pre-
carions profits of his pen. That he was assisted by rich
and noble friends to any material extent appears, in
spito of Murphy, to be unlikely. At all events, an ocea-
sional dedication to the Duke of Richmond or the Earl
of Chesterfield cannot be regarded as proof positive.
Lyttolton, who certainly befriended him in later life, was
for a great part of this period absent on the Grand Tour,
and Ralph Allen had not yet come forward. In default
of the always deferred allowance, his father’s house at
Salisbury (%) was no doubt open to him; and it is plain,
from indications in his minor poems, that he occasionally
escaped into the country. But in London he lived
for the most part, and probably not very worshipfully.
What, even now, would be the life of » young man of
Ficlding's age, fond of pleasure, carcless of the future,
very liberally equipped with high spirits, and straightway
oxposed to the perilous seductions of the stage? Field-
ing had the defects of his qualities, and was no better
than the rest of those about him. He was manly, and
frank, and generous; but these characteristics conld
scarcely protect him from the terrors .of the tip-staff;
and the sequels of “tother bottle” Indeed, he very
honestly and unfeignedly confesses to the lapses of his
youth in the Jonrney from this World to the Next, adding
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that he pretended *to very little Virtue more than gene-
ral Philanthropy and private Friendship.” It is there-
fore but reasonable to infer that his daily life must have
been more than usmally characterised by the vicissitudes
of the eighteenth-century prodigal,—alternations from
the “Rose” to a Clare-Market ordinary, from gold-lace
to fustian, from champagne to “British Burgundy.” In
a thymed petition to Walpole, dated 1730, he makes
pleasant mirth of what no doubt was sometimes sober
trath—his debts, his duns, and his dinnerless condition
He (the verses tell us)

#—— from s Garret can look down
On the whole Street of Arlington.’*
Agrin—
“The Family that dines the latest
s in our Street esteem'd the greatest ;
But Jatest Tours must surely fall
Before him who ne’er dines at all ;”
and
“This too doth in my Favour speak,
Tour Levie 15 but twice a Week ;
From mine I can exclude but one Day,
+ My Door is qusct on a Sunday.”

‘When he can admit g0 much even jestingly of himself, 1t
is but legitimate to presume that there is no great ex-
aggeration in the portrait of him in 1735, by the anony-
mous satirist of Seasonable Leproof —
[ S PP AR

Clad1n ¢

See how . '

What Play-house Bard was erer seen co fine

But this, not from s Husmonr flows, you'll eay,

? Where $ar Robert Lived,
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But mere Necessity ;—Tor last Night Jay
In Pawn, the Pelvet which he wears to Day.”

His work bears traces of the inequalities and irregu-
larities of his mode of living. Although in certain cases
{c.g. the revised edition of Tom Thumb) the artist and
scholar scems to have spasmodically asserted himself,
the majority of his plays were hasty and ill-considered
performances, most of which (as Lady Mary said) he
would have thrown into the fire *“ if meat could have been
got without money, and money without scribbling.”
“When he had eontracted to bring on s play, or a farce,”
says Murphy, “it is well known, by many of his friends
now living, that he would go home rather late from a
tavern, and would, the next morning, deliver ascene to the
players, written upon the papers which had wrapped the
tobaceo, in which he so much delighted.” Tt is not easy
to conceive, unless Fielding's capacities as a smoker wero
unusual, that any large contribution to dramatic litera-
. ture could have been made upon the wrappings of
Virginia or Freeman’s Best; bubt that his reputation
for careless production was established among his con-
temporaries is manifest from the following passage in
a burlesque Author's 173ll published in the Universal
Spcctator of Oldys :—

“ Item, I give and bequeath {o my very negligent Friend
Henry D;ama, Esq., all my Inpustry. And whereas the
World may think this an unneceseary Legacy, forasmuch af
the said Henry Drama, Esq., brings on the Stage four Piect-
every Season ; yet as such Pieces are always wrote with i

COMMOon Rapuht Y, and during such fatal Infervals onlyx FRR

the Stocks have been on the Fall, this Legacy will be of sl
to him to yevise and correct his Works. l‘urthcrmore DR
fear the eaid Henry Drama should make an ill Use :- L
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said Industry, and expend it all on a Ballad Faree, it's my
Will the said Legacy should be pnd him by equal Pomom,
and a3 his Necessities may require.”

There can be little doubt that the above quotation,
which is reprinted 1 the Gentleman's for July 1734, and
seems to have hitherto escaped inquiry, refers to none
other than the “ very negligent ™ Author of the Modern
Husband and the Old Debauchees—in other words, to
Henry Fielding.



CHAPTER 1L
MORE PLAYS—MARRIAGE—THE LICENSING ACT.

TuE very subordinate pavt in the Miser of * Furnish, an
Upholsterer,” was taken by a third-rate actor, whose
surname has been productive of no little misconception’
among Henry Fielding’s hiographers. This was Timothy
Fielding, sometime member of the Haymarket and
Drury Lane companies, and proprietor, for several suc-
cessive years, of a booth at Bartholomerw, Southwark, and
other fairs. In the absence of any Christian name, Br.
Lawrence seems to have rather rashly concluded that
* the Fielding mentioned by Genest as having a booth at
Bartholomew Fair in 1733 with Hippisley (the original
Peachum of the Beggar’s Opera), was Tielding the
dramatist ; and the mistake thus originated at once
began that prosperous course which usually awaits any
slip of the kind. It misled one notoriously careful
inquirer, who, in his interesting chronieles of Bartholo-
mevw Fair, minutely investigated the actor's history, giving
precise details of his doings at *Bartlemy ” from 1728
to 1736 ; but, although the theory involved obvious in-
, consistencies, apparently without any suspicion that the
proprietor of the hooth which stood, season after season,
in- the yard of the George Inn at Smithfield, . was an

-
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entirely different person from his greater namesake.
Thbe late Dr. Rimbault carrvied the story farther atill,
and attempted to show, in Nofes and Queries for May
1859, that Henry Fielding had a booth at Tottenham
Court in 1738, “subsequent to his admission into the
Middle Temple ;" and he also promiced to supply addi-
tional partienlars to the effect that even 1738 was not
the *last year of Fielding's career as & booth-propictor.”
At this stage (probably for good reasons} inquiry stems
te have slumbered, although, with the fatal vitality of
error, the d (and still inues) to
be repeated in varioas quarters, In 1875, however, Mr
Frederick Latreille published a chort article in Nofes and
Qutries, proving eonclusively, by extracts from contempo-
rary newspapers and other sotrces, that the Timothy
Fielding above referred to was the real Frelding of the
fairs; that he became landlord of the Buffalo Tavern
“at the corner of Bloomsbury Square” in 1733; and
that ke died m Angust 1738, bis chnstian name, so
often suppressed, beng duly recorded in the reguster of
the neighbouring church of St George's, where he was
luried. The admirers of our great novelst owe Mr.
Latreille a debt of gratitude for tlns opportune dis-
cavery, It is true that a certain element of Bohemian
pictaresquencss is lost to Henry Flelding's hie, already
not very rich in recorded incirlent , and it would certainly
havs been curious if he, who ended Lis days in trying to
dignify the judicial office, ehould have begun life by acting
the part of & “trading justice,” namely that of Quorum
in Coffey’s Beggar's Wedding, which Timothy Fielding
bad played at Drury Lane. DBut, on the whole, it is
satisfactory to know that his early expenences did not,
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of necessity, include those of a strolling player. Some
obscure and temporary connection with Bartholomew
Fair he may have had, as Smollett, in the scurrilous
pamphlet issued in 1742, makes him say that he blew a
trumpet there in quahty of herald to a collection of wild
beasts; but this is probably no more than an earlier
and uglier form of the apparition laid by Mr. Latreille.
The only positive evidence of any connection between
Henry Fielding and the Smithfield carnival is, that
Theophilus Cibber’s company played the Miser at their
booth in August 1733.

With the exception of the Miser and an afterpiece,
never printed, entitled Deboral ; ory, A TFife for you all,
which was acted for Miss Raftor’s benefit in April 1733,
nothing important was brought upon the stage by
Tielding until January of the following year, when hé
produced the Infriguing Chambermaid, and a revised
version of the Author’s Farce. By a succession of changes,
which it is impossible here to deseribe in detail, consider-

_able alterations had taken place in the management of
Drary Lane. In the first place, Wilks was dead, and
his share in the Patent was represented by his widow.
Booth also was dead, and Mrs. Booth had sold her
share to Giffard of Goodman's Fields, while the elder
Cibber had retired, At the beginning of the season of
1733-34 the leading patentee was an amateur called
Highmore, who had purchased Cibber's share. Ho had
also purchased part of Booth’s share before his death in
May 1733. The only other shareholder of importance
was Mrs. Wilks, Shortly after the opening of the
‘thentre in September, the greater part of the Drury
Lane Company, led by the younger Cibher, revolted
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from Highmere and Mrs. Wilks, and set up for then-
selves, Matters were farther complicated by the .fa'ct
that Jobn Rich had not long opened & new tbeatr? in
Covent Ganden, which constituted a fresh attraction;
and that what Fielding called the “anton affected
Pondness for foreign Musick,” was making the Italian
opera & dangerous rival-—the more 80 29 it was patronised
by the nobility,  Without actors, the patentees were in
serioas case,  Miss Raftor, who about this time became
Mrs, Clive, appeats, howeser, to have Temained faithinl
to them, 2s nlso did Henry Fielding The lively little
comedy of the Tnlriguing Chambermaid was adapted from
Regmard especially for her; and in its published form
was preceded by sn epistle in which the dramatist dwells
upon the “Factions and Divisions among the Players,”
and compliments her upon her compassionate adherence
10 Mir. Highuoro and Mre, Wilks in their time of need.
The epistle is also valuable for jts warm and generous
testimony to the private character of this accomphshed
actress, whose part in real ife, eays Fielding, was that of
#the best Wife, the best Daughter, the hest Sister, and
the best Friend” The words are more than mers com-
pliment; they appear to have been true, Madeap and
Bumonrist 55 she was, no breath of slander seems ever
1o have tarnished the reputation of Kitty Clive, whom
""’}}“m—‘ fine judge, when his prejudices were not
actively aronsed—called in addition “the best player
that he ever saw.”

The I"[’;T‘jﬂg Chandbermaid wes produced on the 15th
:i::i““}’ 1734 Lettice, from whom the piece was
ot bw;sl ‘““' Personated by Mrs. Clive, and Colonel

¥ Macklin, the only actor of any promise that
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Highmore had been able to secure. With the mew
comedy the Author's Farce was revived. It would be
unnecessary to refer to this again, but for the addi-
tions that were made to it. These consisted chiefly in.
the substitution of Marplay Junior for Sparkish, the
actor-manager of the first version. The death of Wilks
may have been a reason for this alteration; but a-stronger
was no doubt the desire to throw ridicule upon Theo-
philus Cibber, whose behaviour in deserting Drury Lane
immediately after his father had sold his share to High-
more had not passed without censure, nor had his father’s
action escaped sarcastic comment. Theophilus Cibber—
whose best part was Beaumont and Fletcher’s Copper
Captain, and who carried the impersonation into private
life—had played in several of Fielding’s pieces; hut
Fielding had linked his fortunes to those of the paten-
tees, and was consequently against the players in this
quarrel.  The following scene was accordingly added to

the farce for the exclusive benefit of “Young Mar
play 7:—

 Marplay junior. Mr. Luckless, I kiss your Hands—Sir,
I am your most obedient humble Servant; you see, Mr.
Luckless, what Power you have over me. I attend your
Commands, tho’ several Persons of Quality have staid at
Court for me above this Hour.

Lackless. I am obliged to you~I have a Tragedy for your
House, Mr. Marplay.

Mar, jun. Ha ! if you will send it me, I will give youmy
_Opinion of it ; and if T can make any Alterations in it that
will be for its Advantage, I will do it frecly. '

TPitmore. Alterations, Sir 1

Mar., jun. Yes, Sir, Alterations—I will maintain it, let a

Play be never so good, without Alteration it will do nothing.
IP7it, Very odd indeed.
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Mar, jun. Thd you ever write, Sir?

7¥ut, No, Sir, T thank Heav'n.

Mar. yun, Oh your humble Servant—your very humble
Sersant, Sur, When you write yooreelf you will find the
Keceseity of Alterations. Why, 8ir, wou'd you guess that T
had alter'd Shakespear 7

Wik, Yes, futh, Sir, no one sooner.

Mar, jun. Alack-a-day | Was you tosee the Plays when
thiey are brought to ns—a Parcel of crude, undigested Stnil,
e are the Persans, Sir, who lick them into Form, that mould
them into Shape—The Poet make the Play indeed! The
Colonr-man might be as well sand to make the Picture, or the
Weaver the Coat: My Father and I, Str, are a Couple of
petical Tailors; when a Play 1 brought us, we comsider
it 03 & Tailor does his Coat, we ent it, Sir, we cut it: And
Tet me tell you, we have the exact Measure of the Town, we
know how to fit their Toste, The Poets, between you and
me, are & Pack of ignorant—-—

Wit. Hold, hold, sir. Tl js pot quite so civil to Mr.
Luckless: Besides, as T take 1t, you have done the Town the
Honour of writing yourself,

Mar, jun. Sir, you are 8 Man of Sense; and express your-
wlf well. 1 did, as you say, once make a emall Sally into
Parnassus, took o sort of fiysng Leap over Helwon: Bug if

A

P

+ eav s wouvern Diovess s dor was noeram’a
with & pack of Wit-traps, ltke Congreve and IWycherly, where
every one knows when the Joke was commg. I defy the
thorpest Qﬂﬁck of "em &) Yo know when any Jokes of mine
Were coming, The Dislogue was plam, easy, and patural,
and not onc single Joke in it from the Beginmng to the End:
Berrdes, S, there was one Scene of tender melancholy Con-
‘versation, enough o have melted a Feart of Stone ; and yet
they damn'd it; And they damn'd themselyes ; for they
#hall have no more of mne.
;FI'iL Take {ﬁty on the Town, Sir.
ar, jun. [1 o, Sir, no YU
o vl Lam o o O

D
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Luelless. That’s no easy thing, Marplay. .
Mar, jun. Yes, Sir.  Odes, Odes, a Man may be oblig’d to .
write those you know.”

These concluding lines plainly refer to the elder
Cibber’s appointment as Laureate in 1730, and to those
“annual Birth-day Strains,” with which he so long de- -
lighted the irreverent; while the alteration of Shake-
speare and the cobbling of plays generally, satirised
again in a later scene, are strictly in accordance with
contemporary accounts of the manners and customs of
the two dictators of Drury Lane. The piece indicated
by Marplay Junior was probably Theophilus Cibber's
Lover, which had been produced in January 1731 with
very moderate success.

After the Iniriguing Chambermaid snd the revived
Author's Farce, Fielding seems to have made farther
oxertions for “the distressed Actors in Drury Lane.” .
He had always been an admirer of Cervantes, frequent
references to whose master-work are to be found scattered
through his plays ; and he now busied bimself with com-
pleting and expanding the loose scenes of the comedy of
Don Quixote in England, which (as before stated) he
had sketched at Leyden for his own diversion. He
had already thought of bringing it upon the stage,
but had been dissuaded from doing so by Cibber and
Booth, who regarded it as wanting in novelty. Now,
however, he strengthened it by the addition of some
clection scemes, in which——ho tolls Lord Chesterfield
in the dedication—he designed to give a lively repre-
sentation of “the Calamities brought on a Country
by general Corruption;” and it was duly rehearsed.
But unexpected delays took place in its production ;
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the revolted players seturned to Drury Lane; and,
“ et the actors’ benefits should further retard its ap-

pearsnce by postponing it untdl the winter season,

Fielding transferred 1t to the Haymarket, where, accord-

ing to Geneste, it was acted in April 1734, As a play,

Don Quizote in England has fow stage qualities and no

Flot to speak of.  But the Don with Iis whirsies, and

Sancho with his appetite and string of proverbs, are con-

ceived in something of the spirit of Cervantes. Sgqnire

Badger, too, 2 mdimentary Squire Western, well repre-

sented by Macklin, is vigorously drawn ; and the song

of his huntsman Scut, beginning with the fine line “The

dusky Night rides down the Sky,” has a verse that

reealls 2 practice of which Addisen accuses Sir Roger

de Coverley :—

4 A brughing Fox in ymder 1Food,
Becure to find ve seck,
For why, { carry'd sound and good,
A Cartload there last Week.
And o Hunting we will go.>

The election acenes, thongh bt slightly attached to
the tmain story, are keenly satirical, and considering that
Hogxrth's famous series of kindred prints belongs to a
much later date, must certainly have been povel, as may
te gathered from the following little colloguy between
3r. Mayor and Messrs. Guzde and Retail ‘—

“Mayor (to Retail) . . . 1 like an Opposition, becanse
dberwise n Man may be obliyd to vote agmnst b Party ;
therefore when we iavite s Gentleman to etand, we inwite
him to spend his Money for the Honour of s Party ; and
*ben bath Pasties have spent as muck as they are able, every
Bonest Man will vote according to s Conserente,
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Guz. Mr. Mayor talks like a Man of Sense and Honour,
and it does me good to hear him.

May. Ay, ay, Mr. Guzle, I never gave a Vote contrary
to my Conscience. I have very earnestly recommended the
Country-Interest to all my Brethren: But before that, I
recommended the Town-Interest, that is, the interest of this
Corporation ; and first of all I recommended to every parti-
cular Man to take o particular Care of himself. And it is
with a certain way of Reasoning, That he who serves me
Dbest, will serve the Town best ; and he that serves the Town
best, will serve the Country best.”

In the January and Febmuary of 1735 Fielding pro-
duced two more pieces at Drury Lane, a farce and a five-
act comedy. The farce—a lively trifle enough—1was
An Old Man taught Wisdom, o title subsequently changed
to the Firgin Unmasked. It was obviously written to
display the talents of Mrs. Clive, who played in it her
favourite character of a hoyden, and, after “interview-
ing” a number of suitors chosen by her father, finally
ran away with Thomas the footman—a course in those
days nob without its parallel in high life, above stairs as
well as below. It appears to have succeeded, though
Bookish, one of the characters, was entirely withdrawn
in deference to some disapprobation on the part of
the audience; while the part of Wormiood, & lawyer,
which is found in the latest editions, is said to have been
“omitted in representation.” The comedy, entitled Z%e
Universal Gallant; or, The different Husbands, was scarcely
so fortunate. Notiwithstanding that Quin, who, after an
absence of many years, had returned to Drury Lane,
played a leading part, and that Theophilus Cibber in the
hero, Captain Smart, seems to have been fitted with s
character exactly suited to his talents and idiosyncrasy,
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the play 7 no more than three nights. Til the third
act was akmost over, * the Audiencs,” 5333 the Prompler (a5
qested by “Sylvanns Trban™), <t quiet, in hopes it
would mend, till finding it grew worse and worss, they lost
01 Patience, snd not an Erpression ot Senfiment afterwards
pastd without its deserved Censure” Perhaps it is not
10 be wondered at that the suthor—*the prolifick Afr.
Filding? a5 the Prompler calls him, attributed its con-
demnation to eanses other than its Jack of interest, In
N Adverti ! he openly plat of the “cruel
Ueage” his “poor Play” had met with, and of the bar-
Yarity of the youny men abont town who made “a Jest
of damning Plays”~a pastime which, whether it pre-
valled in this case or not, no doubt existed, as Sarsh
Fielding afterwards refers to it in Darid Simple.  If an
sathor~he goes on to gay—9be so unfortunate fas) to
depend on the success of bis Labours for his Bread, he mast
be aq inbuman Cresture indeed, who woald out of sport
and wantonness preventa Man from getting a Livelthood
in an honest and inoffensive Way, and make s jest of
elarving him and his Family” The plee is & gocd ane
if tho plsy is good; but if not, 1t is worthless  Jn this
tespect the public are Ike the French Cardinal in the
sory; and when the famshed writer’s work fails to
enlertain them, they are fully justified in doubtinz tus
volon déire. ‘There is no reason for supposing that the
Unicersnl Gallant deserved a Letter ate than it met, with,

Jodgiog from the time which clapeed between the
prodoction of this play and that of Pospun (Fieldings
?cxt theatrical venture), 1t has been covjectured that the
Interval was cecupied by hus marriage, and brief experi-
ente a3 2 Dorzetehire conntry gentleman  The exact
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date of his marriage is not known, though it is generally
assumed to have taken place in the beginning of 1735.
But it may well have been earlier, for it will be observed
that in the above quotation from the Preface to the
Universal Gallant, which is dated from “Buckingham
Street, Feb. 12,” he indirectly speaks of “his family.”
This, it is true, may be no more than the pious fraud of
a bachelor ; but if it be taken literally, we must conclude
that his marriage was already so far a thing of the past
that he was already a father. This supposition would
account for the absence of any record of the birth of a
child during his forthcoming residence at East Stour,
by the explanation that it had already happened in
London ; and it is not impossible that the entry of tho
marriage, too, may be hidden away in some obscure
Metropolitan parish register, since those of Salisbury have
beon fruitlessly searched. At this distance of time, how-
ever, speculation is fruitless; and, in default of more
definite information, the “spring of 1735,” which Keight-
ley gives, must be accepted as the probable date of the
marriage.

Concermng the lady, the partmldars are Tore precise.
She was a Miss Charlotte Cradock, one of three sisters
living upon their own means at Salisbury, or—as it was
then styled—New Sarum. Mr. Keightley’s personal
inquiries, circe 1858, elicited the information that the
family, now extinet, was highly respectable, but not of
New Sarum’s best society. Richardson,in one of his male-
‘volent outbursts, asserted that the sisters were illegiti-
mate; but, says the writer above referred to, “of this
circumstance we have no other proof, and I am able to
add that the tradition of Salisbury knows nothing of it.” .
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They were, however, celebrated for their personal atbra
tions; sud if the picture given in chap. {i. book iv. of Tom
Jones accurately represents the first Mrs, Fielding, she
wust have been a most charming brunette,  Something
of tho stereotyped characteristics of a novelists heroine
obviously enter into the description ; but the lururiant
Black hair, which, cut “to comply with the modern
Fashion,” “curled so gracefully in her Neck,” tho lustrous
eyes, the dimple in the right cheek, the chin rather full
than emall, snd the complexion having “mare of the
Lilly than of the Rosc,” but flushing with exercise or
modesty, are, doubtless, accurately set down. In speak-
ing of the nose as * exsctly regular,” Fielding appears to
have devisted slightly from the truth; for we learn from
Tady Londsa Stuart that, in this respect, Miss Cradock’s
appearance had “euffered a little” from an accident
mentioned in book i, of Amelia, the overturning of a
chaise. Whether she also possessed the mental qualities
and accomplishments which fell to the lob of Sophia
Western, we have no means of determining; but Lady
Stuart is again our snthority for saying that sho was as
amisble as she was handsome,

From the love-poeras in tho first volume of the Mis-
edlanies of 1743—poems which their author declares to
havo been “Productions of the Heart rather than of the
Head "—it is clear that Fielding had been attached to
his futuro wifo for several years previous to 1735, One
of them, Adrice to the Nymphs of New S———m, colebrates
the chams of Celis—the poetical equivalent for
Charlotto—as early as 1730; another, contaning a
reference to the player Anthony Boheme, who died in
1731, was probably written at the same time; whilo 5
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third, in which, upon the special intervention of Jove
himself, the prize of beauty is decreed by Venus to the
Salisbury sisters, may be of an earlier date than any,
The year 1730 was the year of his third piece, the
Author’s Farce, and he must therefore have been paying
his addresses to Miss Cradock not very long after his
arrival in London, This is a fact to be borne in mind,
So early an attachment to a good and beautiful girl,
living no farther off than Salisbury, where his own father
probably resided, is scarcely consistent with the reckless
dissipation which has been laid to his charge, although,
on his own showing, he was by no means faultless. Bub
it is a part of natures like his to exaggerate their errors
in the moment of repentance ; and it may well be that
Henry Fielding, too, was not so black as he painted him-
self. Of his love-verses he says—¢ this Branch of Writ-
ing is what I very little pretend to;” and it would be
misleading to rate them highly, for, unlike his literary
descendant, Mr. Thackeray, he never attained to-any
special quality of note. But some of his octosyllabics,
if they cannot be called equal to Prior’s, fall little below -
Swift’s. “I hate”—cries he in one of the pieces,

I hate the Town, and all its Ways ;
Ridotto’s, Opera’s, and Plays ;
The Ball, the Ring, the Mall, the Court ;
Wherever the Beau-Monde resort . . .
A1l Coffec-Houses, and their Praters ;
All Courts of Justice, and Debaters ;
All Taverns, and the Sots within %em ;
All Bubbles, and the Rogues that skin ‘em,”

~—and so forth, the natural anti-climax being that he
loves nothing but his “Charmer” at Salisbury. In an-
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other, which is headed Zo Celia.—Occasioned by her appre-
hending her House would be broke open, and Raving an old
Fillgo b guard <, scho sof up all Night, with o Gun without
any Ammanifion, and from which it has been concluded
{hat the Miss Cradocks were their awn Iandlords, Venns
<Yides Copid for neglecting to guard her favourite =

145 Come tell me, Urchin, tell no beay
Where was you od, i Pineds eyes
Did you fair Eennet's Breast imsportune 2
(U know you dearly love a Fortune,)®
Toor Cupid now began o whine ;
3amma, it was no Foult of mine.

1 in o Dimple lay perdue,
That little Guard-Room chose by you,
,‘5\ hundred Loves (all arn'd) &id grace

LI
Sruete 1 was loreu st Nignt to etay,
Treause 1 could net find my Way.
But did Mamma know there what Wark
T've made, how acted ke a Tork;
Wihot Paing, what Torment he endares,
Whieh wn DLorseten

. Bwilt, in his Bhapsody on Podry, 1733, coupled Field-
ing with Leanard Welsted sa 0 instance of siking in
verse, But, the foregoing, which he conld not have seen,
is geaveely, if at al, jnferior to Lis own Birthday Poems
to Steli 4

“; ?;d’l :lurw!nh substitoted “the lagreate 1Csbbery” for
- x.e“.m-?", and eppears to have changed bis smind a3 to the latier's
et Lean wswwre Mr. Fidding,” sy Mn. Pilkanzton i the
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The history of Fielding's marmiage rests so exclu
sively upon_the statements of Arthur Murpby that it
will be well to quote his words in fall :—

¢

“Mr. Ficlding had not been long o writer for the stage,
when he married Miss Craddock [sic], a beauty from Salisbury.
About that time, his mother dying, a moderate estate, at
Stower in Dorsetshire, devolved to him. To that place he
retired with his wife, on whom he doated, with a resolution
to bid adien to all the follies and intemperances to which he
had addicted himself in the career of a town-life. But un-
fortunately a kind of family-pride here gained an ascendant
over him; and he began immediately to vie in splendour
with the neighbouring country ’squires. With an estate not
mueh above two hundred pounds a-year, and his wife’s for-
tune, which did not exceed fifteen hundred pounds, he
cncumbered himself with a large retinue of servants, all clad
in costly yellow liveries. For their master’s honouy, these
people could not descend so low as to be careful in their
apparel, but, in a month or two, were unfit to be seen ; the
’squire’s dignity required that they should be new-equipped;
and his chief pleasure consisting in society and convivial
mirth, hospitality threw open his doors, and, in less than
three years, entertainments, hounds, and horses, entirely de-
voured a little patrimony, which, had it been managed with
eeonomy, might have secured to him a state of independence
for the rest of his life, ete.”

This passage, which has played a conspicuous part in
all biographies of Fielding, was very carefully sifted by
Mr, Keightley, who came to the conclusion that it was a
“mere tissue of error and inconsistency.”? Without
going to this length, we must admit that it is manifestly
third and last volume of her Memoirs (1754), “the Dean had a

high opinion of his Wit, which must be a Pleasure to him, as no

Man was ever better qualified to judge, possessing it so eminently
himself.”

1 Some of Mr. Keightley's eriticisms were anticipated by Watson,
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incormeet in mang respecta. 1f Fidiog morried in 1433
(though, o3 sheady pointed out, he may bave mar-
ried earlier, and retired to the eountry upon the faiture
of the Unirersid Gallant), he 3¢ certainly inaecurately
deserbed 35 ot hoving been long & writer for the
stage” since writing for the stage hfd lf“"‘ his chief
otcapation for seven years.  Then again his mother had
Bied 28 far back as April 10, 1718, when he was boy
of eleven; and if he had suherited anything from her, he
had probably been in the enjoyment of it ever since he
came of age. Furthermore, the statement as to “three
years” i3 at varianee with the fact that, according to the
dedication to the Unirersal Gallant, he was still in Lon-
don in Tebruary 1735, and was back again managing the
Haymarket fu the first months of 1738  Murphy,
howeser, may only mean that the “estate” at East
Stour was in his possession for three years, Mr
Keightley’s other points—rnamely, that the * tolerably
respectablo farm-house,” in which he is supposed to
have fived, was scarcely adapted to “splendid entertain-
tments,” or “a furge Tetimue of servants;” and that, to
be in strict accordance with the family arms, the liveries
chould hiave beennot “yellow,” but white and blue—mnst
be taken for what they sve worth. On the whele, the
probablity is, that Murphy’s words were cnly the care-
less repetition of loeal tittle-tattle, of much of which, 25
Captain Booth says portinently in Ameha, ©the only
tasis §s Iying™ The squires of the neizhhourhoed
would natarally regard the dashing young gentleman
from London with the ramo distrustiul hostibty that
Addisen's “Tory Forhunter” exhubited to those who
differed with kim in palities, It w

pehtics, ould be remembered,
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besides, that the new-comer was the son of another and
an earlier Fielding of less pretensions, and no real cor-
diality could ever have existed between them. Indeed,
it may be assumed that this was the case, for Booth's
account of the opposition and ridicule which he—a poor
renter !"—encountered when he enlarged his farm and
set up his coach has a distinct personal accent. That he
was lavish, and lived beyond his means, is quite in accord-
ance with his character. The man who, as a Bow Street
magistrate, kept open house on a pittance, was not likely
to be less lavish as a country gentleman, with £1500 in
his pocket, and newly married to a young and handsome
wife. *He would have wanted money,” said Lady Mary,
“if his hereditary lands had been as extensive as his
imagination ;” and there can be little doubt that the
rafters of the old farm by the Stour, with the great locust
tree at the back, which is figured in Hutchins's Hisfory of
Dorset, rang often to hunting choruses, and that not sel-
dom the “dusky Night rode down the Sky” over the
prostrate forms of Harry Fielding's guests.! But oven
£1500, and (in spite of Murphy) it is by no means clear
that he had anything more, could scarcely last for ever.
Whether his footmen wore yellow or not, a few brief
months found him again in town. That he was able

} An interesting relic of the East Stour residence has recently
been presented by Mr. Merthyr Guest {through Mr. R. A, Kinglake)
to the Somersetshire Archwological Society. It is an oak table of
solid proportions, and bears on a brass plate the following inscrip-
tion, emanating from a former owner :—*¢This table belonged to
Henry Fielding, Fsq., novelist.  He hunted from East Stour Farm,
1718, and in three years dissipated his fortune keeping hounds.”
In 1718, it may be observed, Ficlding was n boy of eleven. Trob-

ably the whale of the latter sentence is nothing more than a dis-
tortion of Murphy.
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to tent & theatre may pechaps bo aecepted as proof thal
Lis profaso hospitalities had not completely exhiousted
m;z?:omem was 8 favoursble one for a fresh tb.es'r
riesl experiment. The stage-world was split up ito
factions, the players were disorganised, and everything
seeraed in confusion.  Whether Fielding himself con-
ceived ihe idea of making capital out of this state of
things, or whether it was suggested to him by some of
the company Who had acted Do Quizote Tn England,
it is impossible fo say. In the first months of 1736,
however, ho took the little French Thestre in the
Haymsrket, and opened it with o company which he
christened the “ Great Mogut's Corpany of Comedians,”
who were further described as “having dropped from
the Clouds” 'The “Great Mogul” was a name some-
times given by playwrights tothe elder Cibber; but there
i3 no reason for supposing that any allusion to bim was
intended on this occasion. The company, with the ex-
ception of Macklin, who was playing st Drury Lane,
consisted chiefly of the actors in Don Quizole in England ;
and the ficst plece was entitled Pasuin: o Dramatick
Safire on the Times » being the Rehearsal of Tup Plays, vz
Comedy todl'd fhe Election, and o Tragedy calt'd the Life and
Death of Common-Sense  The form of this work, which
!mlungs to the same class a3 Sheridan’s Critic and Buck-
iugham's Rehearsal, was probably detenmined by Frelding's
bt expericnc of the putlic taste.  Ts Yatest comedy
Iad flod, and its predecessors had not been very sne-
miu!. But his burlesques had met with s betser
Teeeption, wh_ile the election episodes in Don Quizole had
seemed to disclose a fresh field for the satire of con-
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temporary manners.  And in the satire of contemporary
manners he felt his strength lay. The success of Pasquin
proved he had not miscalculated, for it ran more than
forty nights, drawing, if we may believe the unknown
authar of the life of Theophilus Cibber; numerous and
enthusiastic aundiences “from Grosvenor, Cavendish, Han-
over, and all the other fashionable Squares, as also from
Pall Mall, and the Inns of Court.”

In regard to plot, the comedy which Pasquin contains
scarcely deserves the name. It consists of a string of
loosely-connected scenes, which depict the shameless poli-
tical corruption of the Walpole era with a good deal of
boldness and humour. The sole difference between the
“Court party,” represented by two Candidates with the
Bunyan-like names of Lord Place and Colonel Promise,
and the “ Country party,” whose nominees are Sir Harry
Fox-Chace and Squire Tankard, is that the former bribe
opeunly, the latter indirectly. The Mayor, whose sym-
pathies are with the “Country party” is finally in-
duced by his wife to vote for and return the other side,
although they are in a minority ; and the play is con-
cluded by the precipitate marriage of his daughter with
Colonel Promise. Mr. Fustian, the Tragic Author, who,
with Mr. Sneerwell the Critic, is one of the spectators of
the rehearsal, demurs to the abruptness with which this
ingenions catastrophe is brought about, and inquires
where the preliminary action, of which there is not the
slightest evidence in the piece itself, has taken place.
* Thereupon Trapwit, the Comic Author, replies as follows,
in one of those passages which show that, whatever
Fielding's dramatic limitations may have been, he was
nt least a keen critic of stage practice :~—



W MORE PLAYS, a

o . . .
a0 dome in our Comedies which might b better perforn/d

Towe: Yecide, Sir, we 4o not ondy produce 1t but ensoutage
it for T could pame you eome Comedies, f I would, where
& Woman iz brought 1 for four Asts togetber, behaving to 8
worthy Man in o Manner for which she almost deserves to
e hangd ; and 1 the Fufth, forwoth, she 13 rewarded with
Fim for a Finsband ¢ Now, 8ir, a3 I know this hits eome
Tostes, and sm willing to obhige all, 1 have given every
Yaly » Labtnde of thinking mune hos bebaved in whatever
Mazuer she would have her,”
The part of Lord Place in the Eledfion, after the
fist few nights, was taken by Cibber's daughter, the
* notorious Mry, Charlotte Charke, whose extraardinary
Memoirs are among the curosities of eighteenthwcen-
ey leerature, sod whose experiences were o8 varied as
those of any character in fiction. She does not seem to
have aeted inthe Life and Death of Common-Sense, the
rebearsal of which followed that of the Eledum. This1s
a burlewyse of the Tom Thumb type, mach of which is
written in vigorous blank verse.  Queen Common-Sense
is conspired against by Tirebrand, Priest of the Sun, by
law, and by Physic Law is incensed because she
fas endeavoured to make his piebald jargon intelli-
gitle; Physic becanse ghe has preferred Water Gruel
to all bis drugs; and Firebrand becanse she would
festrain the power of Priests, Some of the strokes
must have gone home to those eceptive heaters who,
GRe contermporary account informs g, “ sere dull enongh
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not only to think they contain’d Wit and Humour, but
Truth also ”:—

“ Queen Common-Sense. My Lord of Law, I sent for you
this Morning ;
T have a strange Petition given to me ;
Two Men, it seems, have lately been at Law
For an Estate, which both of them have lost,
And their Attorneys now divide between them.
Law, Madam, these things will happen in the Law,
Q. €. 8. Will they, my Lord? then better we had none:
But I have aleo heard o sweet Bird sing,
That Men, unable to discharge their Debts
At a short Warning, being sued for them,
Have, with both Power :md Will their Debts to pay:
Lain all their Lives in Prison for their Costs.
Law. That may perbaps be some poor Person’s Case,
Too mean to entertain your Royal Ear.
Q. C. S. My Lord, while I am Queen I shall not think
One Man too menn, or poor, to be redress'd ;
Moreover, Lord, I am inform’d your Laws
Are grown so large, and daily yet encrease,
That the great Age of old Methusalem
TWonld scarce suffice to rend your Statutes out.”

There is also much more than merely transitory satire
- in the speech of “Firebrand” to the Queen :—

“ Fircbrand. Ba! do you doubt it? nay, if you doubt
that,
I will prove nothing—But my zeal inspires me,
And I will tell you, Madam, you yourself
Are a most deadly Enemy to the Sun,
And all his Priests have greatest Cause to wish
You had been never born,
Q. C. 8. Ha! say'st thou, Priest ?
Then know I honour and adore the Sun !
And when I see his Light, and feel his Warmth, -
I glow with flaming Gratitude toward him ;
Bat know, I never will adore a Priest,
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" Firbrand, Madam, our Poweris not der{vd from yov,

Nor any one: "Twas senbusin a Box. i

From the grest Sun bimself, and Corrtage paid; ¢

Fhacton broaght it when he overturu'd

The Chariot of the Sun into the Sea. .
Q. 0. 8. Shew me the Instrument, and let me read it
Fird, Madom, you vaanet resd 3¢, for being thrown

Tnto the Bes, the Water has so damagld it,

That 5one bus Priests could ever read it since”

In the end, Firebrand stabs Common-Sense, but her
Ghost frightens Tgorance off the Stage, upon which
Sneerwell saye—*1 st ghd you wake Common-Sense
get the better »t last; I was under terrible Appre-
bensions for your Moral” “Faith, Sir,” says Fustisn,
“this is slmost the only Play where she has got
the better lately.” And so the piecs closea But it
would bo wrong ta quit it without some reference to the
sumberless littls touches by which, throughout the
whole, the humoars of dramatic life behind the scenes
are ixonjeally depicted. The Corole Post is arrested on
bis way from “ King's Coffee-House,” and the elsim being
*for upwards of Four Pound,” it is at first supposed that
“he will hardly get Bail” He is subsequently inquired
sierbya Gentlowoman in a Riding Hood, whom he passes
ng 233 Lady of Quality, but who, in reality, ia ‘bringing
him a efean shirt.  There ave difficulties with one of the
Ghosts, who has & “ Choreh-yard Cough,” and “is g0
Lams be can havdly walk the Stege;” while anotber
comes $p rehearsal without Ybeing properly flonred, beeanse
the stage barber hss gone to Drry Lans “ to shave the
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iltan in the New Entertainment." On the other haond,
he Ghost of Queen Common-Sense appears pefore she
; Tilled, and is with some difficulty persuaded that her
\ction I8 premature. arh of ¢ the Mob” play “truant to
seo o show in the parks T, straying without the play-
house Passag® is snapped UP by @ Lord Chiei—Justice’s

d a Jevw carries off oné of the Maids of

Aciresses dressing 0 @ Barn, which Hogarth gove to the
world two years later, and which, very possib@y, may
have porrowed someé of its inspiration from Tielding's
« dramatic satire.”

There is every reason o0 suppose that the profits of
Pasquin Were far greater than those of any of its gquthor’s
previous offorts. 1n 2 Tare contemporary caricature
preserved in the British Museum,” the « Queen of
Gommon—Sense" is shown presenting « Henry Fielding
Bsq.,” with & wellfilled purse, while to “Harlequin”
(John Rich of Covent Garden) she extends & halter
and in some doggerel lines underneath, reference bt
made to the © ghow'rs of Gold” resulting from the
piece. This, of course, might be no more than 2 poetics
fiction; bub Fielding himself attests the pecuniary su
cess of Pasquim in the Dedication t0 Tyumble-Down Dic

1 Political and Persontﬂ‘S:\ﬁrcs, No. 2287.
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Charges at her Denefit” by which sho cleared sixty
guineas, certainly points to a prosperous exchequer.
Ficlding's own benefit, as appcars from the curious ticket
attributed to Hogarth and facsimiled by A. M. Ireland,
took place on April 25, but we have no record of the
amount of his gains Mre. Charke farther says that
“goon after Pasquin began to droop,” Fielding pro-
duced Lillo's Fafal Curiosity in which she scted Agnes.
Tiss tragedy, founded on a Cornish story, is onme of
remarkable power and passion ; but upon its first appear-
ance it made little impression, although in the succeed-
ing year jt was acted to greater advantage in combination
with another satirical medley by Fielding, the Historical
Register for the Year 1736.

Like most sequels, the Kistorical Regster had neither
the vogue nor the wit of its predecessor. It was only
half as long, and it was oven more disconmected in
character,  “Harmonious Cibber,” as Swift calls him,
whoso *preposterous Odes” had already been ridicaled
in Pasquin and tho Author’s Farce, was once more brought
on the stage as Ground-Ivy, for his alterations of Shake-
spears ; and under the name of Pistol, Theophilus Cibber
is made to refer to the contention between his second
wife, Ame's sister, and Mrs. Clive, for the honour of
playing *Polly ” in the Beggar's Opera, o play-house feud
which at the latter end of 1736 had engaged “the Town ™
almost as seriously as tho earlier rivalry of Faustina and
Cuzzoni. This continued raillery of the Cibbers is, as
Fielding himself sccms to have felt, a “Jest 2 little over-
ated ;" bat there is one scene in the picce of undenisble
freshness and humour, to wit, that in which Cock, the
farous ealesman of the Piazzas—the George Robins of
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passed a few weeks sftermards. - Like the marriage which
racceeded the funeral of Hamlets father, it certainly
«{llowed bard upon” But the reformation of the stage
bad alresdy been contemplated by the Legislatare ; and
two years before, Sir John Bamard had brought in &
Bill “to restrain the number of houses for playing of
Interlndes, and for the better regulating of common
Thyer of Interludes” This, however, Bad been shan-
doned, because it was proposed to add a clauso enlarging
the power of the Lord Chamberlain in licensing plays,
an aldition to which the introducer of the measure made
strong objection. He thonght the power of the Lord
Chamberkin siready too great, and in support of bis argn-
ment he instsnced its wanton exerciso in the case of Gay'’s
Polly, the representation of which had been suddenly
prohibited a few years earlier. But Pospuin and the
Peqidter brought the question of dramatic lawlessness
2zain to the front, and a bill was hurriedly drawn, one
effect of which was to revive the very provision that
Sir John Barnard had opposed. The history of this
affsir i3 exceedingly obscure, and in all probamlity it
has never been completely revealed. The received or
authorised version is to be found in Coxe's Lfe of Fal-
pole. After dwelling on the offence given to the Govern-
ment by Pasuin, the writer goes on to eay that Giffard,
the manager of Goodman's Fields, brought Walpole a
farce called The Goldm Rump, which had been pro-
posed for exhibition. Whether he did this to extort
money, ot to ask advice, is not clear. In exther ease,

Walpols is gaid to have paid the profits which might

bave accrued from the performance, and detained the

opy” He then made a compendions selection of the
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treasonable and profane passages it contained. These he
submitted to independent members of both parties, and
afterwards read them in the House itself. The result
was that by way of amendment to the “ Vagrant Act”
of Anne’s reign, a bill was prepared limiting the number
of theatres, and compelling all dramatic writers to obtain
a license from the Lord Chamberlain. Such is Coxe's
account; but notwithstanding its circumstantial character,
it has been insinuated in the sham memoirs of the younger
Cibber, and it is plainly asserted in the Rambler's Mage-
zine for 1787, that certain preliminary details have been
conveniently suppressed. It is alleged that Walpole
himself caused the farce in question to be written, and to
be offered to Giffard, for the purpose of introducing his
scheme of reform; and the suggestion is not without a
certain remote plausibility. As may be guessed, however,
The Golden Rumgp cannot be appealed to. It was naver
printed, although its title is idemtical with that of a
caricature published in March 1737, and fully described
in the Gentleman’s Magazine for that month. If the play
at all resembled the design, it must have been obscene
and scwrilous in the extreme.!

Meanwhile the new bill, to which it had given rise,
passed rapidly through both Houses. Report speaks of
animated discussions and warm opposition. But there
are no traces of any divisions, or petitions against it,

! Horace Walpole, in his Memoires of the Last Ten Years of the
Reign of George IT., says{voli. p.12), ‘T have in my possession the
imperfect copy of this picce as I found it among my father’s papers
after his death.” We calls it Ficlding’s; but no importance can
be attached to the statement. There is a copy of the caricature in
the British Museum Print Room (Political and Personal Satires,
Na. 2327).
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and the only speech which has survived is the very
elsborate and careful oration delivered in the Upper
House by Lord Chesterfield. The “second Cicero™—as
Sylvanus Urban styles him—opposed the Bill apen the
gronnd that it would affect the Liberty of the press; and
thst it was practieally & tax upon the chief property of
men of letters, their wit—a * precarions dependence "—
which (he thanked God) my Lords were not obliged to
rely wpon.  He dwelt also npon the value of the stage
s afesrless censor of viee and folly ; and he guoted with
excellent effect bt doubtful accuracy the farmous answer
of the Prince of Conti {Cond£] to Molitre [Lonis XIV.]
when Tarfuffe was interdicted at the instanes of M. de
Yamoignon :—“1t is true, Molitre, Harleguin ridicules
Heaven, and exposes religion; but you have done much
worse—you have ridicnled the first minister of religion.”
This, althoogh not directly advanced for the purpose,
really indicated the head and front of Fielding's offend-
ingin Paspuin and the Historical Register, and although in
Lord Chesterfield’s speech the former is ironically con-
demned, it may well be that Fielding, whose Don Quizote
bad been dedicated to his Lordship, was the wire-puller
in this ease, and supplied this very illustration. At all
eventa it iy entirely in the spint of Firebrand's words in
Fasquin s~

*Speak Loldly ; by the Powers I serve, I swear
Yoo frtee o=
.

R SN

Buf the feeling of Parlizment in favour of drastic
Tegislation was even stronger than the persuasive perioda
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of Chesterfield, and on the 21st of June 1737 the bill
received the royal assent.

With its passing Fielding's career as a dramatic
author practically closed. TIn his dedication of the
Historical Register to “the Publick,” he had spoken of
his desire to beautify and enlarge his little theatre, and
to procure a better company of actors ; and he had added
—“If Nature hath given me any Talents at ridiculing
Vice and Imposture, I shall not be indolent, nor afraid
of exerting them, while the Liberty of the Press and
Stage subsists, that is to say, while we have any Liberty
left among us.” To all these projects the “Licensing
Act” effectively put an end ; and the only other plays
from his pen which were produced subsequently to this
date were the “Wedding Day,” 1743, and the posthu-
mous Good-Natured Man, 1779, both of which, as is plain
from the Preface to the Miscellanies, were among his
carliest attempts. In the little farce of Miss Lucy in Town,
1742, he had, he says, but *a very small Share.” Be-
sides these, there are three hasty and flimsy pieces which
belong to the early part of 1737. The first of these,
Zumble-Down Dick: ; or, Phaefon in the Suds, was a dra-
matic sketch in ridicule of the unmeaning Entertain-
ments and Harlequinades of John Rich at Covent
Garden. This was ironically dedicated to Rich, under
his stage name of “John Lun,” and from the dedication
it appears that Rich had brought out an unsuccessful
satire on Pasquin called Marforio. The other two were
Eurydice, a profane and pointless farce, afterwards
printed by its author (in anticipation of Beaumarchais)
“as it was d—mned at the Theatre-Royal in Drury-
Lane;” and a fow detached scenes in which, under the
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Murphy’s loose and negligent way of dealing with his
facts ; for, with the exception of Miss Lucyin Town, which
can scarcely be ranked among his works at all, there is
absolutely no trace of Fielding’s having exhibited cither
“ puppet-shew ” or “farce” after seriously adopting the
law as a profession, nor does there appear to have been
much acting at the Haymarket for some time after his
management had closed in 1737. Still, his superficial
characteristics, which do not depend so much upon
Murphy as upon those “who were intimate with him,”
are probably accurately described, and they sufficiently
account for many of the obvious discordances of his work
and life. That he was fully conscious of something
higher than his actual achievement as a dramatist iy
clear from his own observation in later life, *that he
loft off writing for the stage, when he ought to have
begun ;”—an utterance which (we shrewdly suspect) has
prompted nota little profitless speculation as to whether,
if he had continued to write plays, they would have been
equal to, or worse than, his novels. ‘The discussion would
be highly interesting, if there were the slightest chance
that it could be attended with any satisfactory resulh
But the fruth is, that the very materials are wanting,
Fielding “left off writing for the stage” when he was
under thirty ; Tom Jones was published in 1749, whon
ho was more than forty, His plays were written in
haste ; his novels at leisure, and when, for the most
part, he was relieved from that “immediate urgency of
want,” which, according to Murphy, characterised his
younger days. If—as has been suggested—we could
compare a novel written at thirty with a play of the .
same date, or a play written at forty with Tom Jones,
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observed, that Fielding is described in this entry as of
Fast Stour, * which would seem to indicate that he still
retained his property at that place;” and further, that
his father is spoken of as a *brigadier-general,” whereas
(sccording to the Genfleman's Magazing) he had been
made & major-general in December 1735 Of dis-
crepancies liko these it is idle to attempt any explana-
tion. Bat, if Murphy is to be believed, Fielding devoted
himself henceforth with remarkable assiduity to the
study of law. The old irregularity of life, it is alleged,
occasionslly asserted itself, though without checking the
energy of his application. *This,” says his first bio-
grapher, “prevailed in him to such a degree, that he
has been {requently known, by his intimates, to retire
1ate at night from a tavern to his chambers, and there
read, snd make extracts from, the most abstruse anthors,
for several hours before he went to bed; so powerful
wera the vigour of his constitution and the activity of
bis mind.” It is to this passage, no doubt, that we owe
the pictoresque wet towel and inked ruffles with which
Mr. Thackeray has d d him in Pendennie; and, in
all probability, s good deal of graphic writing from less
sble pens respecting his modus tirends as a Templar.
In point of fact, nothing is known with certainty respect-
ing his life at this period; and what it would really
concern us to lean—namely, whether by “chambers”
it is to bo understood that he was living alone, and,
il s0, whero M, Fielding was at the time of theso pro-
tracted vigils—Murphy has not told us  Perhaps sho
was safe all the whilo at East Stour, or with her sisters
st Balisbury. Having no precise information, however,
it can only be recorded, that, in spite of the fitful
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outbreaks ahove referred to, Fielding applied himself
to the study of his profession with all the vigour of a
man who has to make up for lost time; and that, when
on the 20th of June 1740 the day came for his being

“cafled,” he was very fairly equipped with legal kmow-

ledge. That he had also made many friends among his’
colleagnes of Westminster Hall is manifest from the

number of lawyers who figure in the subscription list of

the Aliscellanies.

To what extent he was occupied by literary work
during his probationary peried it is difficult to say.
Murphy speaks vaguely of “a large number of fugitive
political tracts;” but unless the Essay on Conversation,
advertised by Lawton Gilliver in 1737, be the same as
that afterwards reprinted in the AMiscellanies, there is no
positive record of anything until the issue of True Greal-
ness, an epistle to George Dodington, in January 1741,
though he may, of course, have written much anony-
mously, Among newspapers, the one Murphy had in
mind was probably the Champion, the first number of
which is dated November 15, 1739, two years after
his admission to the Middle Temple as a student. On
the whole, it seems most likely, as Mr. Keightley con-

_ Jectures, that his chief occupation in the interval was
studying law, and that he must have been living upon
the residue of his wife’s fortune or his own means, in
which case the establishment of the above periodical .
may mark the exhaustion of his resources.

The Champion is a paper on the model of the elder.
cssayists. It was issued, like the Tafler, on Tuesdays,
Thursdays, and Saturdays. Murphy says that Fielding’s -
part in it cannot mow be ascertained; but as the
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» Advertisement” to the edition in two volumes of
1741 states expressly that the papers signed C. and
1. are the “Work of one Hand,” and as & number of
theee signed C arc unmistakably Fielding's, it is hard
1o discover where the difficulty lay. The papers signed
C.and L are by far the most pumerous, the majority
of the remainder being distinguished by two stars, or the
signature * Lilbourne.” These are understood to have
iken from the pen of James Ralph, whose poem of
Night gave rise to & stinging couplet in the Dunciad, but
who was nevertheless a man of parts, and an industrious
writer. Aa will be bered, he had ibuted a
prologue to the Temple Deau, 50 that his sssociation with
Fielding must have been of some standing,  Besides
Ralph's esaayx in the Champion, he was mainly responsible
for the Inder fo the Times which sccompanied each
number, and consisted of a series of brief paragraphs
on current topics, or the last new book. In this way
Glover's London, Boyse's Daty, Somervile’s Hobbingd,
Lillo's Elmeric, Dyer’s Ruins of Rome, and other of the
very minor goele minores of the day, were commented
upon.  These notes and notices, however, were only a
sabordinate feature of the Champion, which, like its prede-
ceseory, consisted chiefly of essaya and allegories, rocial,
moral, and politieal, the writers of which were supposed
to be members of an imaginary “Vinegar family,”
described in the initial paper. Of these the most pro-
minent was Captain Hercules Vinegar, who took all
questions relating to the Army, Militis, Trained-Bandy,
aad “fighting Part of the Kingdom” s father,
Nebemiah Vinegar, presided over history and politics;
Lis uncle, Counsellor Vinegar, over law and judicature ;
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and Dr. John Vinegar his cousin, over medicine and natu-
ral philosophy. To others of the family—~including Mrs.
Joan Vinegar, who was charged with domestic affairs—
were sllotted classic literature, poetry and the Drama,
and fashion. 'This elaborate scheme was not very
strictly adhered to, and the chief writer of the group is
Captain Hercules.

Shorn of the contemporary interest which -formed
the chief element of its success when it was first pub-
lished, it must be admitted that, in the present year
of grace, the Champion is hard reading. A kind of
lassitude—a sense of uncongenial task-work-—broods,
heavily over Fielding’s contributions, except the one or
two in which he is quickened into animstion by his
antagonism to Cibber ; and although, with our know-
ledge of his after achievements, it is possible to trace
some indications of his yet unrevealed powers, in the
absence of such kmowledge it would be diffienlt to
distingunish the Champion from the hundred-and-one for-
gotten imitators of the Specfator and Tatler, whose names
have been so patiently chronicled by Dr. Nathan Drake.
There is, indeed, a certain obvious humour in the
account of Captain Vinegar's famous club, which he had
inherited from Hercules, and which had the envisble
property of falling of itself upon any knave in company,
and there is a dash of the Tom Jones manner in tho
noisy activity of that excollent housewife Mrs. Joan.
Some of the lighter papers, such as the one upon the
“Art of Puffing,” are smusing enough; and of the
visions, that which is based upon Lucian, and represents -
Charon as stripping his freight of all their superfluous
incumbranges in order fo lighten his boat, has a double
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interest, since it contains references not only to Cibber,
but also (though thns appears to have been hitherto
overlooked) to Fielding himself. The ““tall Man,” who
at Mercury’s request atrips off his *old Grey Coat with
great Readiness,” but refuses to part with “half his
Chin,” which the shephend of souls regards as false,
is clearly intended for the writer of the paper, even
without the coufirmation afforded by the subsequent
allusions to his connection with the stage.  His “Jength
of chin and nose,” mufficiently apparent in his portrait,
was & favourite theme for contemporary personalitica
Qf tha moral essaye, the most remarkable are a sct of
four papers, entitled An Apology Jor the Clergy, which
may perhaps be reganted as & setoff against the sarcasms
of Paspin on priesteraft.  They depict, with o great
deal of knowledge and discrimination, the pattern priest
as Fielding conceived him.  To these may be inked an
earhier picture, taken from life, of a country parson whe,
in his simple and dignified eurroundings, even more
closely resemMles the Vicar of Wakefield than Mr
Abrsham Adsms.  Soms of the more general articles
contain happy passagex  In one there 1s an admirable
parody of the Norman-French jargon, which in those
days added superfluous Gbscurity to legal utterances;
while another, on * Chanty,” contams a fam’blo cxposx
mm of tho incxpediency, as well as inh of

for debt. X to poraries,
the inevitablo Cibber excepted, are few, and these seem
mostly from the pen of Ralph  The following, from
that of Fielding, is notable as bewng onc of the earlieat
authoritative testimonics to the ments of Hoganth: 1
esteem (says he) the ingenions Mr Hoputh as one of

Y
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Law, and married one of the pretty Miss Cradocls o!. Salidhury)
will own hamsell the Avtron of 18 strange Things ealled
Trazical Comelies and Comieal Tragedies, lately nd\'ert.ued l:vy
3. Wats, of 3d-Court, Prunter, be shall be mentioned in
Capitals in the Third Edition of Mr. Cooza's Life, A}ld like-
wise Lo placed among the Poetw minores Dramatici of the
Present Age: Then will Loth his Nome and IFritings be
remerdered on Record in the immortal Poeical Reguter
wntten by Mr. GrLrs Jacon.®

The “postical register” indicated was the book of
that name, containing the Lires and Charaderistics of
the English Dramatic Pocts, which Mr. Giles Jacob, an
indnstrious literary hack, had issued in 1723, Mr.
Lawrence is probably right in his supposition, based upon
the foregoiny advertisement, that Fielding “had openly

P d t: at being described by Cibber as ¢a
broken wit,’ without being mentioned by pame” He
never scems to have wholly forgotten his animosity to
the actor, to whom there are frequent references in
Josrph Andrers; and, as late as 1749, he is still found
harping on ¢ the withered lauzel ” in a letter to Lyttel
ton. Evenin his last work, the Poyagefo Lashon, Cibber’s
name is mentioned.  The origin of this protracted feud
is obscure ; but, apart from want of sympathy, it must
probably be sought for in some early misunderstanding
between the two in their capacities of manager and
anthor.  As regards Theophilus Cibber, his desertion
of Highmore was suflicient reason for the ndicule cast
upon him in the Author’s Farce and elsewhere. With
Mre Charke, the Laureate’s intractable and eccentric
daughter, Fielding was nstarally on better terms. She
was, as alresdy stated, a member of the Great Mogul's
Company, and it is worth noting that soms of the sar.
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casms in Pasguin against her father were put into the
mouth of Lord Place, whose part was taken by this un-
dutiful child. All things considered, both in-this con-
troversy and the later one with Pope, Cibber did not
come off worst. His few hits were personal and un-
serupulous, and they were probably far more deadly
in their effects than any of the ironjeal attacks which
his adversaries, on their part, directed against his poeti-
cal ineptitude or halting “ parts of speech.” Despite his
superlative coxcombry and cgotism, he was, morecover, a
man of no mean abilities. His Careless Husband is a far
better acting play than any of Tielding’s, and his Apolegy,
which even Johnson allowed to be “well-done,” is valu-
able in many respects, especially for its account of the
contemporary stage. In deseribing an actor or actress
he had few equals—vwitness his skilful portrait of Nokes,
. and his admirably graphic vignette of Mrs. Verbruggen
. as that “finish’d Impertinent,” Melantha, in Dryden’s
Marriage &-la-Bode.

The conclnding paper in the collected edition of the
Champion, published in 1741, is dated June 19, 1740,
On the day following Fielding was called to the Bar
by the benchers of the Middle Temple, and (says M.
Lawrence) “chambers were assigned him in Pump Court.”,
Simultancously with this, his regular connection with:
journalism appears to have ceased, although from
statement in the Preface to the A7 isc:ellanz'es)',--«that‘,;,,i;ﬂi"q
long s from June 1741, ho had “desisted from wr '™
one Syllable in the Champion, or any other public Pr
—it may perhaps be inforred that up to that de " -
continued to contribute now and then. This, ner ..~
less, is by no means clear.  His last utterance in{ -

>
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Tiched volumes s certainly in a senso valedictory, as it
refers to the position ncquxred by the Champon, and the
diffieulty experienced in g it identally, it
pays s high pli to Pope, by epeaking of “the
divine Translation of the Jhad, which he [Fxc]dmr'] has
lately with no Distdrantage lo the Translafor COMPARED
with the Original,” the point of the sentence so impressed
by its ty pography, being apparently directed against those
eritics who had condemned Pope’s work without the
requisito knowledge of Greek.  From the tenor of the
rest of the eseay it may, however, be concluded that
the writer way taking leave of his enterprize; and,
acconding to a noto by Boswell, in his Life of Joknson, it
scems that Mr. Reed of Staple Inn possessed documents
which showed that Ficlding at this juncture, probably
in anticipation of morolucrative legal duties, surrendered
the reins to Ralph.  The Champton continued to exist
for some time longer; indeed, it must be regarded as
longlived among the essayists, since the issue which
contained its wellknown criticism on Gamck is No
455, and appeared late in 1742, Dat as far as can be
ascertained, it never again obtained the honours of a
reprint,
4\l(hou"h, a(tcr he was called to the Bar, Fielding
ished dical literature, he does
noz scem to ln\e enumly desisted from wnting. In
Sylvanus Urban's Register of Books, published during
January 1741, is advertised the poem Of True Great-
mess afterwards included in the Miscellames, and the
eamo anthority announces the I'erneniad, an aponymous
burlesque Epic prompted by Admiral Vernon's popular
expedition against Porto Bello in 1739, * with six Ships
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only.” That Ficlding was the author of the latter is
sufficiently proved by his order to Mr. Nourse (printed
in Roscoe’s edition), to deliver fifty copies to Mr Chappel.
Another sixpenny pamphlet, entitled The Opposition, a
Vision, issued in December of the same year, is enu-
merated by him, in the Preface to the Miscellanies,
among the few works he had published ‘“since the
End of June 1741;” and, provided it can be placed
before this date, he may be credited with a politieal
sermon called the Crisis (1741), which is ascribed to him
upon the authority of a writer in Nichols's Anecdofes. He
may also, before “the End of June 1741,” have written
other things; but it is clear from his Caveal in the
above-mentioned * Preface,” together with his complaint
that “he had been very unjustly censured, as well on
account of what he had not writ, as for what he had,”
that much more has been laid to his charge than he ever
deserved.  Among ascriptions of this kind may be
mentioned the curious Apology for the Life of Mr. The
Cibber, Comedian, 1740, which is described on its title-page
as a proper sequel to the autobiography of the Laureate,
in whose “style and manner” it is said to be written.
But, although this performance is evidently the work of
some one well acquainted with the dramatic annals of
the day, it is more than doubtful whether Fielding had
any hand or part in it. Indeed, his own statement that
“he nover was, nor would be the Author of anonymous
Scandal {the italics are ours] on the private History or
Family of any Person whatover,” should be rogarded as
conclusive.

During all this time he scems to have been steadily
applying himself to the practice of his profession, i,
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indeol, that weary hope deferred which forms the el
protation of lent preferment an propesly be 0 de
srited As mizhe be anticipased from his Salishery
« ke traveled the Western Cimenit; and,
aceondizg to Hethine's Dorss, ke 2ssidoonsly attended
te Winkire sessions. He Bal many friends amozg
Biv bretkren of the Pan  His eondn, Henry Godld,
wto ksl been aalled in 1734, 2o4 wha, like Bis grand-
fatker, nltimately Lecamme & Jodge, was shio 2 member
f the Midlle Termp's ; axd ke was familise with Charlss
Praz, sftereands Lond Cemden, whom ke may bave
kmawn at Fon, brt whom ke certainly knew in Bis bar-
fister dayn.  Itis protalle, ton, that ke way acquinted
with Lovd Nerthingien, then Rolert Heley, whace
rame appeass s & subscriber to the Misllonic, sod
win was enze sappmed to eontend with Keltlehy
(another sulscriber) for the bonarr of being the orizinal
of the dronken bamister in Hegarth's Midwisy? 3odam
Crearsition, 2 picture which to doabs scxantely repre
ae2ts & good many of the festivals by which Henry
Fielding relieved the tedinm of cotmposizg those MR filis
vefzzes e Crown or Criminal Law, which, after bis
death, reverted to Ris Ralfbeccker, Sir Jokn  Bat to-
wards the eloss of 1741 ke was enzazed opom azother
woek which bas ontweizhed all Bis rmoet Laboriome foren-
52 ¢£512s, aod which will lovg remain o Eeglich clerdle
Triswas The Hitiry of Lir Adertires of Jorrph Avdress,
eud of Ms Frimd My, Arsizms Adimy, peblested by
Andrew Milar in Febroary 1742

I3 the s pomlber, azd g2 the same paze of the
Grllenaa’s Mipince which eontaiea the 2dvertiserment
of the Ferermizd, there isa reforecce to a famons covel
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which had appeared in November 1740, two months
earlier, and had already attained an extraordinary
popularity. ¢ Several Encomiums (says Mr. Urban) on
a Series of Familinr Leters, publish’d but last month,
entitled PAMELA or Virtue rewarded, came too late for
this Magazine, and we believe there will be little Occa-
sion for inserting them in our next; because a Second
Edition will then come out to supply the Demands in
the Country, it being judged in Town as great a Sign of
Want of Curiosity not to have read Pamela, as not to have
seen the French and Italian Dancers.” A second edition
was in fact published in the following month (February),
to be specdily succeeded by o third in March aund a
fourth in May. Dr. Sherlock (oddly misprinted by Mrs.
Barbauld as “ Dr. Slocock ”) extolled it from the pulpit ;
and the great Mr. Pope was reported to have gone
farther and declared that it would * do more good than
many volumes of sermons,” Other admirers ranked it
next to the Bible; clergymen dedicated theological
treatises to the anthor; and “even at Ranelagh "——says
Richardson’s biographer — those who remember the
publication say, that it was usual for ladies to hold up
the volumes of Pawmela to one another, to shew that they
had got the book that every one was talking of.” It is
perhaps hypercritical to observe that Ranelagh Gardens
were not opened until eighteen months after Mr. Riving-
ton's duodecimos first made their appearance; but it
will be gathered from the tone of some of the fore-
going commendations that its morality was a strong
point with the new candidate for literary fame; and
its voluminous title-page did indeed proclaim at large
that it was “Published in order to cultivate the Prin-
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ples of Victue and Religion in the Minds of the Youth
{ Doth Sexex” Its author, Samuel Richardson, was a
iddleaged London printer, a vegetarian and water-
rnker, & worthy, domesticated, fussy, and highly-
~rvous Bitle man,  Delighting in fomale society, snd

d to actas dant and is for the
oung women of his acquaintance, it had been sug-
ested to him by some bookseller friends that he should
repare a *Jittle volumo of Letters, in a common etyle,
n such subjects as might bo of use to those country
caders, who were umable to indite for themselves”
As Hogarth’s Conversation Pieces grew into his Pro-
gresses, 2o this project seems to have developed into
Farwla, or Virlus Revarded. The nccessity for some
ronnecting link between the letters suggested a story,
and the story chosen was founded upon the actual ex-
periences of a young servant girl, who, after victoriously
resisting all the sttempts made by her master to eeduce
her, ultimately obliged him to marry her. It is needless
to give any sccount here of the minute and deliber-
ate way in which Richardson filled in this outline. As
one of his eritice, D'Alembert, has unanswerably said—
* La nature est lonne & imiter, mais non pas juspd'a Pennui)”
—and the suthor of Pamea has plainly disregarded
this useful Jaw.  On the other hand, the todium and
clsboration of his style have tended, in these less
leisurely days, to condemn his nork to o neglect
which it does not deserve.  Fow writers—it is a trmsm
to say eo—have excclled him in minute analysis of
motive, and knowledge of the human heart.  About the
final morality of his heroine's long<drawn defence of her
chasity it may, however, he permitted to doubt, and,
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Dooby, or her frustrate amours. Indeed, the author
docs not even pretend to preserve congruity as regards
his hero, for, in chapter v., ho makes him tell his mistress
that he has nover been in love, while in chapter xi. we
are informed that he had long been attached to the
charming Fanny, Morcover, in the intervening letters
which Joseph writes to his ‘sister Pamela, he makea no
i to this long-existent hment, with which,
one would think, she raust have been perfectly familiar,
Theas discrepancies all point, not so much to negligence
ontho part of the suthor, as to an unconscious transfor-
mation of his plan. He no doubt speedily found that -
mero ridicule of Richardson was insufficient to sustain
tho interest of any serious effort, and, besides, must
have been eecretly conscious that the “ Pamela” charac-
teristics of his hero were artistically irreconcilable with
the personal bravery and cudgel-playing attributes with
which he had endowed him. Add to this that the
immortal Mrs Slipslop and Parson Adams — the
latter especially—hud begun to acquire an importanco
with their ereator for which the initial scheme had by no
means provided ; and he finally scems to have disre-
ganded his design, only returming to it in his last chapters
in order to close kis work with some appearance of con.
sistency.  Tho History of Joseph Andrews, it has been
#aid, might well have dispensed with Lady Booby alto-
gether, and yet, without, her, not only this book, but
Tem Jones and Amelia also, would probably have been
fost to us  The accident which prompted three such
masterpicces cannot bo honestly regretted.
Tt was not without reason that Fielding added promi.
neatly to his titlo-page the name of Mr. Abrabam Adama
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man whose focial position s scarcely above that of a
lootman, and who supports » wifo and six children upon
s care of twenty-threo pounds a year, which his out-
rpoken lionesty is continually jeopardising, ho is a far
fincr fignre than Pamels in her conchandaix, or
Dellarmine in his cinnamon velvet. If not, as Mr.
lawrence says, with exaggerated enthusiosm, the
grandest delineation of a pattern-priest which the world
has yet seen,” ho is assuredly o noble example of primi-
tivo goodness and practical Christianity, It is certain—
as Mr. Forster and Mr. Keightley have pointed ont—
that Goldsmith borrowed some of his characteristics for
Dr. Primtose, and it has been suggested that Sterne re-
membered him in more than one page of Tristram Shandy,
Next to Parson Adams, perhaps the best character in
Joseph Andrews—though of an entirely different type—
is Lady Dooby's “ Warting Gentlessoman,” the excellent
Mrs. Slipslop.  Her eensitive dignity, her easy changes
from servility to insol her lity, her inimitabl,
distorted voesbulary, which Sheridan | d for Mra
Malsprop, and Dickens modified for Mra Gamp, are
all peculiarities which make up a personifieation of the
richest humonr and the most ife-ike reality.  Mr. Peter
Pounee, 100, with his * scoundrel maxims,” a3 disclosed
in that remarkable distogue which is raid to be “better
worth reading than all the Works of Colley Cibber,” and
in which chanty is defined a3 consisting rather in a dis.
position ta relieve distrees than in an actual act of relief,
Parson Trulliber with his flogs, his greediness, and his
willingness to prove tus Chrstianty by fisticffs ;
shrewish Mrs. Tow wouse with her scold'’s tongue, and
her erting but perfectly subjugated husband, ~thess
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again are portraits finished with admirable spirit and
fidelity. Andrews himself, and his blushing sweetheart,
do not lend themselves so readily to humorous art.
Novertheless the former, when freed from the wiles of
Lady Booby, is by no means a despicable hero, and
TFanny is a sufficiently fresh and blooming heroine. The
characters of Pamela and Mr, Booby are fairly preserved
from the pages of their original inventor. But when
Tielding makes Parson Adams rebuke the pair for
laughing in church at Joseph’s wedding, and puts into
the lady’s mouth a sententious little speech upon her
altered position in life, he is adding some ironical touches
which Richardson wonld certainly have omitted.

No selection of porsonages, however, even of the
most detailed and partienlar description, can convey any
real impression of the mingled irony and insight, tho
wit and satire, the genial but perfectly remorseless re-
velation of human springs of action, which distinguish
scena after sceme of the book. Nothing, for example,
can be more admirable than the different manifestations
of meanness which take place among the travellers of
the stage-coach, in the oft-quoted chapter where Joseph,
having been robbed of everything, lies naked and bleed-
ing in the ditch. There is Miss Grave-airs, who protests
against the indecency of his cntering the vehicle, but
like a certain lady in the Rale’s Progress, holds the sticks
of her fan before her face while he does so, and who is
afterwards found to be carrying Nantes under the guiso
of Hungary-water ; there is the lawyer who advisés that
the wounded man shall be taken in, not from any
humane motive, but because he is afraid of being in-
valved in legal proceedings if they leave him to his fate;
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teristics of Leonora's lover Horatio,—who was * a young
Gentleman of o good Family, bred to the Law,” and re-
cently called to the Bar, whese “Face and Person were
such as the Generality allowed handsome: but he had
s Dignity in his Air very rarely to be secen,” and who
“had Wit and Humour, with an Inclination to Satire,
which he indulged rather too much”—read almost like
a complimentary description of Fielding himself.

Like Hogarth, in that famous drinking scene to
which reference has already been made, Fielding was
careful to disclaim any personal portraiture in Joseph
Andrews. In the opening chapter of Book iii. he
declares “once for all that he describes not Men, but
Manners ; not an Individual, but a Species,” although
he admits that his characters are “taken from Life.”
In his “Preface,” he reiterates this profession, adding
that in copying from nature, he has “used the utmost
Care to obscure the Persons by such different Circum-
stances, Degrees, and Colours, that it will be impossible
to guess at them with any degree of certainty.” Nevor-
theless—as in Hogarth's case—neither his protests nor
his skill have prevented some of those identifications
which are so seductive to the curious; and it is gen-
erally believed,—indeed, it was expressly stated by
Richardson and others,—that the prototype of Parson
Adams was a friend of Ficlding, the Reverend William
Young. Like Adams, he was a scholar and dovoted to
Aschylus ; he resembled him, too, in his trick of snap-
ping his fingers, and his habitual absenco of mind. Of
this Iatter peculiarity it is related that on one occasion,
when & chaplain in Marlborough's wars, he strolled
abstractedly into the enemy’s lines with his beloved



] JOSEPH ANDREWS 83

Exhylusin hishand.  His peaceable intentions were 8o
wamistskable that he was instantly released, and politely
directed to his regiment.  Once, too, it is said, on being
charged by a gentleman with sitting for the portrait of
Adams, he offered to knock the speaker down, thereby
anpplying additional proof of the truth of the allegation.
He died in August 1757, and is buried in the Chapel of
Chelsea Hospital. The obituary notice in the Genlle-
rian's Magasine deecribes lom as “lato of Gillingham,
Dorsetshire,” which would make him a neighbour of the
novelist.! Another tradition connects Mr. Peter Pounce
with the serivener and usurer Peter Walter, whom Pope
had eatirised, and whom Hogarth is thought to have intro-
duced into Plate i, of Marriage a-la-3fode. His sister hived
4t Salisbury ; and he himself had an estate 2t Stalbridge
Park, which was closs to East Stour. From references
to Walter in the Champron for May 31, 1740, as well as
in the Eesty on Conrersalion, 1t is clear that Ficlding
knew him personally, and disliked him.  He may, in-
deod, have been among those county magnates whose
criticiem was 50 objectionable to Captain Booth during
his brief residence in Dorsetshire.  Parson Trulliber,
ale, sccording to Murphy, was Ficlding’s first tutor
—Mz. Oliver of Motcombe. But his widow denied
the resemblance ; and it is hard to believe that this
portrait is not overcharged. In all theso cases, how-
ever, there iy no reason for supposing that Fielding
may not have thoroughly belicved m the sincerity
of his attempts to avoid the exact reproduction of
actus] person, although, rightly or wrongly, his present.
u;.lf:, ﬁt&x‘;ﬁ:’.‘:ﬁ? c\; :&1 2 later Likeness to Field-
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ments were speedily identified. With ordinary people
it is by salient characteristics that a likeness is estab-
lished ; and no variation of detail, however skilful, greatly
affects this result. In our own days we have seen
that, in spite of both authors, the public declined to
belicve that the Harold Skimpole of Charles Dickens,
and George Eliot's Dinah Morris, were not perfectly
recognisable copies of living originals.

Upon its title-page, Joseph Andrews is declared to bo
“ written in Imitation of the Manner of Cervantes,” and
there is no doubt that, in addition to being subjected to
an unreasonable amount of ill-usage, Parson Adams
has manifest affinities with Don Quixote. Scott, how-
ever, seems to have thought that Scarron's Lloman
Comigue was the real model, so far as mock-heroic
was concerned ; but he must have forgotten that Tield-
ing was already the author of Zom ZThwmd, and that
Swift had written the Balfle of the Books. Resemblances
—not of much moment—have also been traced to the
Paysan Parvenn and the Hisloire de Marianne of Mari-
vaux, With both these books Fielding was familiar; in
fact, he expressly mentions them, as woll as the Roman
Comigue, in the course of his story, and they doubtless
exercised more or less influence upon his plan. Butin
the Preface, from which we have already quoted, he
describes that plan; and this, becanso it is somothing
definite, is more intoresting than any speculation as to
his detormining models.  After marking the division of
the Epie, like the Drama, into Tragedy and Comedy, he
points out that it may exist in prose as well as verse,
and he proceeds to explain that what he has attempted
in Joseph Andrews is “s comic Epic-Poem in Prose,”
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speedily ran through four editions; but it was six
months before Millar published the second and revised
edition of Joscph Andrews; and the third did not
appear until more than a year after the date of first
" publication. With Richardson, as might be expected,
it was never popular at all, and to a great extent it
is possible to sympathise with his annoyance. The
daughter of his brain, whom he had piloted through so
many troubles, had grown to him more real than the
daughters of his body, and to see her at the height of her
fame made contemptible by what in one of his letters he
terms “ a Jewd and ungenerous engraftment,” must have
been o sore trial to his absorbed and self-conscious
nature, and one which not all the consolations of his
consistory of feminine flatterers—*my ladies,” as the
little man called them-—could whelly alleviate. Bubit
must be admitted that his subsequent attitude was
neither judicious nor dignified. He pursued Fielding
henceforth with steady depreciation, caught eagerly at
any scandal respecting him, professed himself unable
to perceive his genius, deplored his “lowness,” and
comforted hitself by reflecting that, if he pleased at
all, it was beeause he had learned the art from Pamele.
Of Fielding’s other contemporary critics, one only need
be mentioned here, more on account of his literary
cminence than of the special felicity of his judgment.
“I have myself,” writes Gray to West, “upon your.
recommendation, been reading Joseph Andrews. The
incidents are ill laid and without invention; but the
characters have a great deal of nature, which always
pleases even in her lowest shapes. Parson Adams i
perfectly well; so is Mrs. Slipslop, and the story of
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Wilsons and throughout he {the author] shews himself
well rea in StageCoaches, Countey Squires, lons, and
Tons of Court. Ths reflections upon high people and
low people, and misses and masters, are very good.
flowever the exaltedness of some minds {or rather as I
threwdly suspect their insipidity and want ot iec\ing or
observation) may make them insensible to these light
things, (I mean such as characterise and paint nature)
et surely they are as weighty and much more ufefl\l
than your grave discourses upon the mind, the passions,
and what not”  And thereupon follows that fantastic

¢ ing the of MM Merivaux
and Crétiflon fls, whith has disconcerted 50 many of
Gray’s sdmirers,  We suspect that any reader sho should
nowadays contrast the sickly and sordid intrigue of the
Paysan Parrenu with the healthy animalism of Joseph
Andrews would greatly prefer the latter.  Yet Gray's
verdict, though cold, is not undiscriminating, and is per-
baps a4 mauch as one could expect from his cloistered
and fastidious taste,

Various anealotes, all more or less spoeryphal, have
been related respecting the first appesrance of Joseph
Ardrecs, and the sum paid to the anthor for the copy-
zht, A veferenes to the originsl assignment, now in
the Forster Library st South Kensington, definitely
tettles the Iatter point. ‘The amount in “lawia) Morey
of Great Tritain,” received by “Henry Fielding, Esq.”
frem *Andrew Millar of St. Clement's Danes in the
Strand,” was £183: 118 In this document, as in the
t})n]er to Nouxu' of which a faesimile 15 guven by Roscoe.

hoth the stthor’s name and signsture are written with
the old fashioned double £, a3ud he ealls himseli « Fielg
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ing” and not ¢ Feilding,” 1ike the rest of the PDenbigh
family. 1 WO oy trust 8% anecdote given by Kippis,
Lord Denbigh once asked his kinsman the reason ©
this difference. ¢ cannob tell, my lord J returned the
povelist, anless it be that my branch of the family
was the first that learncd to spell” n connection with
this assignment, however what is perhaps even moreé
interesting than these discrepancies is the fact that one
of the Witnesses was William Young, Thus we have
Parson Adamas acting as Witness to the sale of the very
book whicht he had helped to jmmortalise.



CHATPTER 1V,
THE MISCELLANIES —JONATIAN WILD,

Ix March 1742, sccording to an article in the Genlle-
man's Mogosine, sttriluted to Samuel Johnson,  the
mout popular Topic of Conversation” was the Account of
$\z Conduet of the Downger Dulehess of Marlborough, from
her fird coming to Court, fo the Year 1710, which, with
the help of Hooke of the Roman Hisory, the “ terribla
old Sarah " hud just put forth  Among the little cloud
of Saroh-Ads and Old Wires Tules evoked by this
produetion, was & Findicalion of her Grace by Fielding,
specislly prompted, s appears from the title-page, by
the “lato sarrilous Pamphlet” of a *noble Author”
If this were not acknowledged to be from Fielding's pen
in the Preface to the Miscellanizs (in which collection,
however, it {s not reprinted), its authorship would be
wuflciently proved byits being included with Miss Luey
in Jorm jn the essizument to Androw Mitlar referred to
at the elos of the preccding chapter. The price Millar
paid for it was £5:5e, or exactly half that of the farce,
Dt it is only reasonsble to assumo that the Duchess
herself (who is said to have given Hooke £5000 for his
belp) also rewarded her champion,  Whether Tielding's
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admiration for the “glorious Woman” in whose cause
he had drawn his pen was genuine, or whether—to
use Johnson’s convenient euphemism concerning Hooke
—%he was acting only ministerially,” are matters for
speculation. His father, however, had served under the
Duke, and there may have been a traditional attachment
to the Churchills on the part of his fomily. It has even
been ingeniously suggested that Sarah Fielding was her
Grace’s god-child ;* but as her mother’s name was also
Sarah, no importance can be attached to the suggestion.

Miss Lacy in Town, as its sub-title explains, was
sequel to the Pirgin Unmask'd, and was produced at
Drury Lane in May 1742,  As already stated in chapter
ii.,, Fielding’s part in it was small. It is & lively bub
not very creditable trifle, which twrns upon certain
equivocal London experiences of the Miss Luey of
the earlier piece; and it seems fo have been chiefly
intended to afford an opportunity for some clever imi-
tation of the reigning Italian singers by Mis. Clive and
the famous tenor Beard. Horace Walpole, who refers to
it in o letter to Maun, between an account of the open-
ing of Ranelagh and an anecdote of Mrs. Bracegirdle,
calls it * o little simple favee,” and says that « Mis, Clive
mimics the Muscovita admirably, and Beard Amorevoli
tolerably.” Mr. Walpole detested the Muscovita, and
adored Amorevoli, which perhaps accounts for the
nice discrimination shown in his praise. One of the
other characters, Mr, Zorobabel, a Jew, was taken by
Macklin, and from another, Mrs. Haycock (afterwards
changed to Mrs. Midnight), Foote is supposed to have

Y Memoirs of Surah, Duchess of Marlborough, ete., by Mrs.
A. I, Thomson, 1839,
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borrowed Mother Cole in TAs Miror. A thind char-
acter, Tord Bawble, was conddersd to reflect upen
“a particulsr person of quality,” and the pirce was
specdily forbidden by the Lord Chiamberlain, slthoagh
it sppesrs to have been acted a few months Jaler
without oppositinn.  One of the results of the prohibi-
tion, sccording to Mr JLawrence, was a Leler {2 a
Nelle Lord (the Lord Chamberlsin) . . . ocanoned g a
Lrpresenlation . . . of a Foree callead # Murs Lucy i Town”
This, in spite of the Cavest in the Prefsce to the
Mstellanies, he sscribes to Ficlding, and styles it “a
sharp expostulation . . . in which he [Fielding] die
avowed any idea of a persomal attack”™  Dut Mr.
Lawrence must plainly have been misinformed on the
subject, for the pamphlet bears hittle sign of Fielding's
hand  Aa far a9 it is intelligible, 1t is rather againet
Miss Lucy than for her, and it makes no reference to
lord Dawble's otiginal. The pame of this injured
patritian seems indeed never to have transpired, but
ke could scarcely have been in any sense an exeeptional
member of the Georgian anstoeracy,

In the satme month that Mew Luey s Tonm appearcd
at Drury Lane, Millar published at in book form. In
the following June, T Waller of the Temple Cloisters
iesued tho first of & ¢ plated series of Jati
from Aristophanes by Henry Fielling, Esq, 2ud the
Ber. Wilkam Young who est for Pamon Adame
The play chowen was Plutes, th G of Fackes, and 2
notice upon the orjgmal cover stated that, acconding 30
the reception it met with from the public, 1t would be
fllowed by the others It must be presumed that”
“the distressed, and st present, deckmisg
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Fielling was now, like Pope, sginst Walpole; and
Jewph Ardrees had been pablishel 1 may therefore
ho that the complments in Plufus and tho Champies
were the result of somo ropprockement between the twa
It is, nevertheless, curions that, at this very time, an
attempt appears to bave been made to conrect the
novelist with the controversy which presently arcss out
of Cibber's wellknown letter to Pope.  In Aggut
1742, the month {ollowing its publication, smong the
famphlets te which 1t gave nee, was anpounced JThe
Cudyel ; or, a Crebtree Ledure.  Tothe Auther of the Dun.
ciad, Dy Hercules Vinegar, 1497 This very mediotre
atire in verse fsstill to be found at the Tritich Mueeum;
Lut even if it were not ancluded in Fiellings genend
disclsimer As to unsigned work, it would be dienle
1o connect it wih lom To give but one reason, it
would tnake hum the ally and adberent of Cibber,—
which is absurl  Inafl probabilisy, like another Gruh
Street squib nnder the same pscudonym, it was by Ralph,
who Viad already attacked Pope, and continued to main
tain the Captain's character 1n the Chamipron long after
Ticlling had ecased to wnto for it Itas even pouille
that Ralph had some share in cripinating the Vinegar
family, for it is noticeable that the paper in which
they aro first introduced bears no initals  Ta this easo
he would conmder himself free to sdopt the name, how
ever disadvantageous that course might be to Fieldind's
reputation.  And it s clear that, whatever their rels.
tions had been in the past, they wero far the time ¢n
opposits sides in politica, since while Frelding hadt ey
vindicating the Duchest of Marlborough, It
Yeen writing againat her.
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These, however, are minor questions, the discussion of
which would lead too far from the main narrative of
Ticlding's life. In the same lotter in which Walpole had
referred to Miss Lucy in Town, ho had spoken of the
suceess of o now player at Goodman’s Fields, after whom
all the town, in Gray’s phrase, was “ horn-mad;” but
in whose acting Mr. Walpole, with a critical distrust
of novelty, saw nothing particularly wonderful. This
was David Garrick. He had been admitted o student
of Lincoln’s Inn a year before Tielding entered the
Middle Temple, had afterwards turned wine-merchant,
and was now delighting London by his versatility in
comedy, tragedy, and farce. One of his earliest theat-
rical exploits, according to Sir John Hawkins, had been
a private ropresentation of Fielding's Mod-Docfor, in 4
room over the St John's Gate, Clerkonwell, so long
familiar to subscribers of the Genfleman’s Magazine ; his
fellow-actors boing Cave’s journoymen printers, and
his audience Cave, Johnson, and a fow friends. After
this he appoars to have made the acquaintance of
Fielding ; and late in 1742, applied to him to know if he
had “any Play by him,” as “ho was desirous of appear-
ing in a new Part.” As a matter of fact Fielding had
two plays by him—the Good-natured Man (a title subse-
quently used by Goldsmith), and o piece called The
Wedding Day. The former was almost finished : the latter
was an early work, being indeed *the third Dramatic
Performance ho ever attompted.” Tho necessary ar-
rangements having been made with Mr. Fleetwood, the
manager of Drury Lane, Fielding set to work to com-
plete the Good-natured AMan, which he considered the
better of the two. When he had done so, he came to
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the conelusion that §t required more attention than ho
could give 3t , and morcover, that the part allotted to
Garrick, although it sausfied the actor, was scarcely
important enough  Ho seconlingly reverted to the
Wediing Day, the central character of which hsd been
intended for Wilks. It hal many fsults which gone
#aw more elearly than the authar himeell, Yut ke hoped
that Garriek’s energy and predtige would triamphantly
surmount al} olstacles  He hoped, as well, to improve
it by revision  The dangerons sliness of his wife, how.
ever, made it imposable for Lim to exeente bis task; and,
as ho was pressed for money, the Welding Day was
produced on the 17th of Februsry 1743, apparently much
a1 it had been first written some doren years before
As might be saticipated, it was not ssuccess, The char
acter of Millamour  one which 18 is hard to believe that
even Garrick could hate made attractive, and though
others of the parts were entrueted to Mrs Wollington,
M Pritchand, and Macklin, it was acted bub six nighta
The suthor's gaina were under £50.  In the Preface
to the Afseellanies, from which wont of the foregoing
accotint iy taken, Ficlding, ax untal, refers ita failure to
other catses than sta inherent defecss  Rumours, be
355, had been cirenlsted ss to 1te wndecency (and in
truth some of the acenea are more than basandous), but
it had paseed tho hicenser, amd must o supposed to bave
boen up to the moral standard of the time.  Ita unfavour
able reception, as Fielding must have hnnwn 1o s heart
was drie 1o 1ts artistic shortcomings, and also to the
fact Dt a change wan taking place i tbe public tavte
1t is in connection with the H'alfiny Thsy that ens @
the best-known amecdotes of the autbor ss pclad
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These, however, are minor questions, the discussion of
which would lead too far from the main narrative of
Fielding’s life. In the same letter in which Walpole had
referred to AMiss Lucy in Town, he had spoken of the
success of a new player at Goodman’s Fields, after whom
all the town, in Gray’s phrase, was ¢ horn-mad;” but
in whose acting Mr. Walpole, with a critical distrust
of novelty, saw nothing particularly wonderful. This
was David Garrick. He had been admitted a student
of Lincoln’s Inn a year before Fielding entered the
Middle Temple, had afterwards turned wine-merchant,
and was now delighting London by his versatility in
comedy, tragedy, and farce. One of his earliest theat-
rical exploits, according to Sir John Hawkins, had been
a private representation of Fielding’s Aock-Doctor, in i
room over the St. John’s Gate, Clerkenwell, so long
familiar to subseribers of the Gentleman’s Magazine ; his
fellow-actors being Cave’s journeymen printers, and
his audience Cave, Johnson, and a few friends, After
this he appears to have made the acquaintance of
Fielding ; and late in 1742, applied to him to know if he
had * any Play by him,” as “he was desirous of appear-
ing in a new Part.” As a matter of fact Fielding had
two plays by him—the Good-natured Man (a title subse-
quently used by Goldsmith), and a piece called The
Wedding Day. 'The former was almost finished : the latter
was an early work, being indeed “the third Dramatic
Porformance he ever attempted” The necessary ar-
rangements having been made with Mr. Fleetwood, the
manager of Drury Lane, Fielding sot to work to com-
plete the Good-nafured Aan, which he considered the
better of the two. When he had done so, he came to
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{he eonclusion that it required more attention than he
could give it ; and morcover, that the part allotted to
Gartick, although it satisied the sctor, was scarcely
important enough. e accordingly reverted to the
Weddiny Duy, the central character of which had been
intended for Wilks. It had many faults which none
aw wore tlearly than the author lumeelf, but he hoped
that Garrick's energy and prestige wonld triumphantly
wumount all cbstactes.  He hoped, ss well, to improve
it by revision, ‘The dangerous illness of his wife, how.
ever, made it impossible for him to exccute his task; snd,
s ha wav pressed for money, the Fedding Day was
produeed on the 17th of February 1743, apparently much
a3t 1ad been first written some dozen years before
An might be anticipated, it was not a success  The char-
acter of Millamour is one which it is hard to believe that
even Garrick could have made attractive, and though
others of the parts were entrusted to Mrs. Woffington,
Mex. Pritchand, and Macklin, it was acted but gix nights.
The anthor’s gains were under £50. In the Preface
10 the Miscelloniss, from which most of the foregoing
account is taken, Fielding, os usual, refers its failure to
cther esuses than its wnherent defects Rumours, he
nays, bad been circalated as to its indecency (and in
truth tome of the seenes are more than hazardous) ; but
it bad pasced the licenser, and must be supposed to have
beenp to the moral standard of the time.  Its unfavour-
able reception, 83 Ficlding must bave known 1 his heart,
was due to its artistic ehorteomings, and also to the
fxc.t t%nl 3 dun'?'e was taking place in the public taste,
lt;n in connection with the Fedding Day that one of

i¢ best-known anecdotes of the author is related,
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s anieties, telling him that he had better have
ctack ta “honesy Abram Adams” whe, “in spight of
Critics, ean ake his Resders faugh” The words *in
nite of uities” indicte another distinetion between
FiMing's novels and plays, which should have its
weizht in wny comparison of them The censors of the
§it, in the cighteenth century, seem to have exer-
dwd an unwos) influenes in deciding whether a play
ool mmeceed or not;* and, from Fielding's frequent
selerences to friends and enemics, it would almost seem
a1 {f ke believed thew soffrages to be more impartant
than & good plot and a witty dislogue,  On the other
tszd, no coterde of Wits and Templars could kil 2
Yook Yke Joserh Andrexs. To say nothing of the
cpportunities afforded by the novel for more leisately
charaeter-drawing, and greater by-play of reflection
sed deretiption—its teader was an isolsted and jnde-
peodent judge; and in the long run the difference told
wanderlally in fsvour of the amthor. Macklin wes
obrioasly right in recommending Fielding, even in jost,
o atick to Parson Adama, and from the familiar pub-
licity of the advice it may also be inferred, not only
that the oginion was one commonly current, but that
the novel was unusually popular,

The Wedding Day was esued reparately in Febroary
T3t 1t must therefore bo assumed that the three
mlfxnc! of mmflanm, by Henry Fielding, Esq, in
whichit was reprinted, sod to which reference has g0
cfien been made in theso pages, did not appear until

¥ Miller's Cofefionse, 5737, for exxmple, yas damaed by the
g f 7!
Tezplen boeazse it way ag 15 refee of
3
e : s p)xvud sefect on the keepers of
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later.) They were published by subscription; and
the lst, in addition fo a large number of aristocratic
and legal names, contains some of more permanent
interest.  Side by side with the Chesterfields and Matl-
boroughs and Burlingtons and Denbighs, come William
Pitt and Henry Fox, Esgs., with Dodington and Win-
nington and Hanbury Williams. The theatrical world
is well represented by Garrick and Mrs. Woffington and
Mrs. Clive. Literature has no names of any eminence
except that of Young; for Savage and Whitehead, Mallet
and Benjamin Hoadly, are certainly ignes minores. Pope
is conspicuous for his absence; so also are Horace Wal-
pole and Gray, while Richardson, of course, is wanting,
Johnson, as yet only the author of London, and journey-
man to Cave, could scarcely be expected in the roll ; and,
in any case, his friendship for the author of Pamela would
probably have kept him away. Among some other
well-known eighteenth century names are these of
Dodsley and Millar the booksellers, and the famous
Vauxhall impresarie Jonathan Tyers,

The first volume of the Miscellanies, besides a lengthy
Preface, includes the author’s poems, essays On Con-
versation, On the Knowledge of the Characlers of Men,
On  Nothing, & squib upon the transactions of the
Royal Society, a translation from Demosthenes, and
one or two minor picces. Much of the biographical
material contained in the Preface has already been made
use of, as well as those verses which can be definitely
dated, or which relate to the author’s love-affairs. -
The hitherto unnoticed portions of the volume consist

! By advertisement in the London. Daily Post and General Adver-
tirer, they would seem to have been published early in April 1743,
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ehiefy of Eplstles, in the orthodox cighteenth cen-
tary fubion.  One—already referred to—is headed
f Trus Greatness; another, inseribed to the Duke of
Tichmond, Of Gootaature; whils a third is addressed
toa friend On the Chowee of o IFife. This last containa
sote sensible lines, but although Roscoe has managed
1o extract two quotabie passages, it is necdless to mmtato
tim here, Theso productions show no trace of the
sathestic Fieldmp, The essays are more remarkable,
slthough, like Montaigne's, they aro searcely deseribed
by their titlea. That on Conrersafion is really & little
treatise on pood breeding; that on the Charaders of
Men, & lay sermon ageinst Ficldings pet antipathy
~hypocerisy,  Nothing can well be wiser, even now,
than some of the counscls in the former ol these
papers on such themes sa the limita of raillery, the
duties of hospitality, and the choice of subject in general
convermation.  Nor, however threadbare they may ook
today, can the final conclusions be reasonably objected
to:~*TFirst, That every Person who indulges his Iii-
ratare or Vanity, at the Expense of others, and w intro-
duciog Uneasiness, Vexation, and Confusion into Socioty,
bowever exalted or high-titled ho may be, is thoroughly
ilbred ;* and “Secondly, That whoever, from the
Gond of his Disposition or Und ding, endes.
vours to bis utmost to cultivate the Goodhumour and
appiness of others, and 1o contribute to the Easo and
Cerafort of all his Acquaintance, however Jow in Rank
Fortane may have placed him, or however clumsy he
a7 bo in his Figure or Demeanour, hath, in the truest
tense ¢f the Word, a Claim to Good Breeding”  Qne
{aneies that this esssy murt have been s favousito with
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the historian of the Book ¢f Snebs and the creator of
Major Dobbin.

The Characfers of Men is not equal to the Conversation.
The theme is o wider one; and the end proposed,—that
of supplying rules for detecting the real disposition
through all the social disguises which cloak and envelop
it,—can scarcely be said to be attained. But there are
happy touches even in this; and when the author says
—#T will venture to affirm, that I have known some of
the best sort of Men in the Porld (to use the vulgar Phrase,)
who would not have scrupled cutting a Friend’s Throat ;
and a Fellow whom no Man should be seen to speak to, capable
of the highest Acts of Friendship and Benevolence,” one
recognises the hand that made the sole good Samaritan
in Joseph Andrews *a Lad who hath since been transported
for robbing & Hen-roost.” The account of the Terres-
trial Chrysipus or Guinea, a burlesque on a paper read
before the Royal Society on the Fresh Water Polypus,
is chiefly interesting from the fact that it is supposed
to be written by Petrus Gualterus (Peter Walter), who
had an * extraordinary Collection” of them. He died,"
in fact, worth £300,000. The only other paper in the
volume of any value is a short one Of the Remedy of
Affliction for the Loss of our Friends, to which we shall
presently return,

The farce of Eurydice, and the WWedding Day, which,
with 4 Journey from this World lo the Next, cte., make up
the contents of the second volume of the Miscellanies,
have been already sufficiently discussed, But the Journey
deserves some further notice. It has been suggested
that this curious Lucianic production may have been
prompted by the vision of Mercury and Charon in the
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Cherrion, though the kind of allegory of which it con-

v ils common enough with the elder essayists ; and it
is notalls that anather boak was published in April 1743,
under the title of Cardinal Fleury's Journsy to the olher
Jrortd, which is msnifestly suggested by Quevedo.
TFielling's Journry, however, is a frogment which the
suthior feizns 1o have found in the gatret of s stationer
fathe8irand. Sixteen out of fisesnd-twenty chaptersin
Pk L are occupied with the transmigrations of Julian
the Agostate, which are not concladed.  Then follows
another chapter from Took xix., which eontains the his-
tory of Anna Boleyn, and the whole breaks off abruptly.
Tt best portion is undoubtedly the first ten chapters,
which relste the writer's progress to Elysium, and afford |
oppettanity for many etrokes of satire. Such are the
whizsical tertor of the spiritual traveller in the stage-
eoach, who hears suddenly that his neighbour has died
of mmallpor, & discase he had been dreading all his life;
121 the panishment of Lord Scrape, the miser, who is
daotzel to dole out maney to all comers, and who, after
“teing purified in the Body of 8 Hog,” is ultimately ta
fetam to earth again, Nor is the delight of some of
thote who profis by his enforced assistance lesy keenly
realised i1 remarked a poetical Spirit in partioular,
wha ewore he wonld have & hearty Gripe at him : For,
230 be, the Raseal not only refused to subecribe to my
“'".h; but sent back my Letter unanswered, the' I'm
l'bvu(tr Gcnl[cmm than himeelf? "  The deseriptions of
the City of Diseases, the Palace of Death, and the Wheel
ef Fertane fram which men draw their chequered lots,
e ﬂl.nnrinlled in their way. But here, as always, it
Bt i3 b pletares of human mature that Fielding shines,






JOSAT“AS WILD. pL
. » knowleds® of their pcmms\nﬁrs
peen often quotcd. thero reemy o be no

v should not be quulcd once m0OTe <
Mg, Addion under Tt

itles thaty slthough
L

=
all the Ment of s ¥R
100! gmiley

(hatle realily signed 07
1o bt v which, Addum BC fum 8 TGO

s
ang him o2 the Dack stk much Solemnitys ened

nou\nhﬁcs, -

duding Tom Thumbd and Li the latter of nhom tahes

with Julian che Apostatts snd fro!
i unﬁn’m\lcd condition ™3Y et

aa s proot st Fielhios tumeet had

The third yotusse of (he Murellamat 1 wholly oee%
Jed with the nmu\l\ﬁe ork en aled the Iheery of th
Life of fhe lale Ar. Jorathan 1l the G i Asmt

V. TE iramtation ot 5



102 FIELDING, fenar.

and it is this that makes the chapters in which Minos
is shown adjudicating upon the separate claims of the
claimants to enter Elysium the most: piquant of all.
The virtuoso and butterfly hunter, who is repulsed “with
great Scorn ;” the dramatic author who is admitted (to
his disgust), not on account of his works, but because he
has once lent “ the whole Profits of 2 Benefit Night to a
Friend ;” the parson who is turned back, while his poor
pavishioners are admitted; and the trembling wretch
who has been hanged for a robbery of eighteen-pence, to
which he had been driven by poverty, but whom the judge
welcomes cordially because he had been a kind father,
husband, and son; all these are conceived in that humane
and generous spirit which is Fielding’s most engaging
characteristic. The chapter immediately following, which
describes the literary and other ishabitants of Elysium,
is even better. Here is Leonidas, who appears to be
only moderately gratified with the honour recently done
him by Mr. Glover the poet ; here is Homer, toying with
Madam Dacier, and profoundly indifferent as to his birth-
place and the continuity of his poems ; here, too, is Shake-
speare, who, foreseeing future commentators and the “New
Shakespere Society,” declines to enlighten Betterton and
Booth as to a disputed passage in his works, adding, “I
marvel nothing so much as that Men will gird themselves
at discovering obscure Beauties in an Author. Certes
the greatest and most pregnant Beauties are ever the
plainest and most evidently striking; and when two
Meanings of a Passage can in the least ballance our Judge-
ments which to prefer, I hold it matter of unquestionablo
Certainty that neither is worth a farthing.” Then, again,
there are Addison and Steele, who are deseribed with so
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lesant a knowledgo of their personalitics that, although
the pacsage has been often quoted, there scems to be no
svason why it should not be quoted once moro :—

# Tyepil then eame up to me, with Mr. Addison under his
A, Well, Sit, saud be, how many Translations have these
fiw 1ot Years produced of my Aneid ? 1 told him, 1 believed
#rere), Lot 1eould not posndbly remember ; for 1 had never
rral xay but Dr. Trapp'el—AYy, sud he, that 1s a curious
fiee Inlend1 I then acquainted lum with the Discovery
riale by Mr IFarburton of the Eleurinian Mysteries couched
sa bl €th book,  What Mysteries T maid Mr. Adduon, The
Flaniian, anrwered Virgid, which 1 have disclosed 1n my
€th Bk, How! rephied Addison, You pever mentioned
& wer) of any such Mysteniea to me in all our Acquamntance.
1l gLt it was unnecesary, ened the other, to a Man of
yrar infinite Learning. bexidey, you always told me, you
etlectly anderstnod my meaning. Upon this I thought the
Cntie looked a Yitle out of countenance, and turned amde
toa vrry merry Spint, one Ik Steele, who embraced bum,
22! 213 him, He hal Leen the greatest Man upon Farth;
that be readily resizned up all the Merit of his own Works
o Lim. Upen which, Adduon gave him a gracions Smile,
221 elspping kim on the Back with much Sclemmity, cried
o=, Iell saud, Inek™

After encountering theso and other notabilities, in-
llieg Tom Thumb and Lavy, the latter of whom takes
occarion ¢ d the ingenious perf of Lady
Martborough's nesistant, Mr. Hooke, the suthor meets
with Julian the Apostate, and from this point the nar.
rative grows lanzuid.  Its unfinished condition may per-
Lapt be accepred asa proof that Fieling himeelf had
wearied of his scheme.

The thind volume of the Ahscellanses is wholly ocen-
pind with the remarkable work entitled the History of the
Lafe of O Late Mr. Jonathan Wld the Great, As in the

D Tapp's tramslation of the Anad was publuhed 1 1718,
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case of the Journey from this FPorld to the Next, it is not
unlikely, that the first germ of this may be found in
the pages of the Champion. *Reputation "—says Field-
ing in one of the essays in that periodical —* often
courts those most who regard her the least. Actions
have sometimes been attended with Fame, which were
undertaken in Defiance of it. Jonathan 77yld himself
had for many years no small Share of it in this King-
dom.” The book now under consideration is the elabo-
ration of the idea thus casually thrown out. Under
the name of a notorious thief-taker hanged at Tyburn
in 1725, Pielding has traced the Progress of a Rogue
to the Gallows, showing by innumerable subtle touches
that the (so-called) greatness of a villain does not
very materially differ from any other kind of great-
ness, which is equally independent of goodness. This
continually suggested affinity between the ignoble and
the pseudo-noble is the text of the book. Against
genuine worth-(its anthor is careful to explain) his satire
is in no wise directed. He is far from considering
 Newgale ss no other than Human Nature with its
Mask off;” but he thinks “we may be excused for sus-
pecting, that the splendid Palaces of the Great are often
no other than Newgale with the Mask on,” Thus Jona-
than Wild the Great is a prolonged satire upon the spuri-

ous eminence in which benevolence, honesty, charity,

and the like have no part; or, as Fielding prefers to
term it, that false or “Bombast greatness” which is so
often mistaken for the “frue Sublime in Human Nature”
—Greatness and Goodness combined. So thoroughly
has he explained his intention in the Prefaces to the
Afiscellanies, and to the book itself, that it is difficult to
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eemprebend how Scott could fail to sec his drift  Pos-
wliy, Lke some others, ke fonnd the subject repugm{xt
a=1 painful to Lis kindly natare. Possibly, too, he did
£et, for this reason, study the book very carefully, fu}-,
with tke episode of Heartfree nnder one's eyes, it is
ot serictly accurate to say (as he does) that it presents
3 pisture of complete viee, unrdiered by any l}n‘ng_ of
J3mm freling, and mever by any secident even deviating
1zt virtee”  1f the author’s introduction be bomne in
iz, a0 if the book be read steadily in the light there
rprhind, 1o one ean refrain from wdmiring the extraor-
&rary alill and concentration with which the plan is
farezad, and the adroitness with which, at every turn,
s villainy of Wild is approximated to that of those
recorer and more illustrions criminals with whom be is
» sldom confesed  And Fielding has never carried
ote of hiv chict and characteristic excellences to so great
perdection: tha book is a model of sustained 2nd gleep-
Iess frony.  To make any extracts from it—still less to
ke sny extracts which should do justice to it is almost
impracticable ; bat the edifying discourse between Wild
2] Count La Ruse in Book i, aod the pure comedy of
that ja Pook iv. with the Ordinary of Newgate (who ob-
jreta 10 wine, Lut drinks punch becanse #it is no where
1kea aqainet in Seriptare™), as well as the aceonnt of
the prison faction between Wild and Johnson,) with ita
3 v gt n B
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A wecnd edution of the Missellanies appearsd in the
1ize gear 18 the £ret, mamely in 1743, From this dste
il the prablication of Tom Jomes in 1749, Fielding pro-
darnd 1o work of signal importance, and his personal
sty for the pext few years is exceedingly obscure.
We 2re inelinsd to pzapect that this must have been the
mewt trying period of Bis carcer. Hix bealth was ehat-
tered, xad ke had beeowe & martyr to gout, which eeri-

iy izterfrred with the active practice of kis profession.
Anin, “sbout this time,” says Murphy vaguely, after
speading of the elhing Jiay, he lost his fimt wife.
Ttat ake wes alive in the winter of 1742-3 iy clear, for,

then Isid np,  with a favourite Child dying in one
e, and my Wife 1 8 Condition very little better, on
sxc2ber, attended with otker Cire , which served
pet Decorations to sath a Seene,”—by which
Aley no doubt rightly suppotes Lim to refer
to wrine and beilife. It must also be assumed that
Mrs. Fielling was alive when the Preface was written,
nuce, in spologising for an apparent delay in poblish.
irz the book, he says the “resl Heason” was “the
darzervny Miness of one frort whom I drowe fthe stalies
wre ezn] all the salid Comlort of my Life” There
i azather unmistakable reference to her in one of the
292 fapers in the £nt volume, viz. that Of fhe Remedy
of A5tion for 8 Loesof cur Frinds 1 remember the
ot exeellent of Women, and tenderest of Mothers,
whes, after a painfal and dangerons Delivery, the was
1k bad & Danghter, aniwering, Good God/ hare Igro-
dxend & Crechre who u fo urdergs what I hare sufered?
B.:ze Years afterwands, | Leard the same Woman, ¢ the
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Death of that very Child, then one of the loveliest Crea-
tures ever seen, comforting herself with reflecting, that
Ter Child could never know what it was fo feel such a Loss as -
she then lamented.” Were it not for the passages already
quoted from the Preface, it might almost be concluded
from the tone of the foregoing quotation and the final
words of the paper, which refer to our meeting with those
we have lost in Heaven, that Mrs, Fielding was already
dead. But the use of the word “draw” in the Pre-
face affords distinct evidence to the comtrary. It is
therefore most probable that she died in the latter part
of 1743, having been long in a declining state of health.
For a time her hushand was inconsolable. ¢ The forti-
tude of mind,” says Murphy, ¢ with which he met all the
other calamities of life, deserted him on this most trying
occasion.” His grief was so vehement “that his friends
began to think him in danger of losing his reason.”

That Fielding had depicted his first wife in Sophia .
Western has already besn pointed out, and we have
the authority of Lady Mary Wortley Montagu and
Richardson for saying that she was afterwards repro-
duced in Amelia.  “ Amelis,” says the latter, in a letter
to Mrs. Donnellan, “even to her noselessness, is again his
first wife.” Some of her traits, too, are to be detected in
the Mrs. Wilson of Joscph Andrews. But, beyond these
indications, we hear little about her. Almost all that
is definitely known is contained in o passage of the
admirable Infroduclory Anecdotes contributed by Lady
Louisa Stuart in 1837 to Lord Wharncliffe’s edition of
Lady Mary Wortley Montagu's Letters and IPorks. This
account was based upon the recollections of Lady Bute,
Lady Mary'’s daughter,
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~ jose perscts (rayy Lady Stuart) are mentioned
bery :)!ﬂ-!h:q lu{; Bate gml\l speak from her own recollec-
g er ber mother's report. Both had made he'r well in-
£ 7m] of every pasticula? that concetned hex relation Henry
Fulling . nor was the & stranger to that beloved ﬁ.m wife
#beee gitare he drew in his Amelia, where, as she said, even
tbe glomizg langmage he knew Low to employ did not do
Brre than justice 0 the amable qualities of the onginal, ot
1 ker teasty, althongh this had enffered a hitle from the
ercitent related in the novel,—a frightfol overturn, which
desszoyed the pristle of hernose t - He loved her passionately,
£5) s%¢ reizrmed tos Wfecion ; yed 1ed Do bappy ife, for they
were atmoet always misebly poor, and seldom in a state of
Git and wafety,” ATl the world knows what was his iw-
yrotenre; if ever he presensed a score of pounds, nothing could
erp B from laruhing it idly, or make him thunk of to-
perrow,  Gometimes they were living in decent lodmngs
wih Lolemalla eomfort 3 sometimes in & wretched garret with-
¢zt meceraries s not to speak of the spunging-houses and
W £2 places where he was oceasionally to be found. His

$Tist any ene conld bave remained lovely after such a
eatastrophe fa diftenlt to believe. Rat probably Lady Bats for
Laly Fiaant) enagnated its effects ; for—to my nothing of the
fuct (14l thronghont the movel, Amelia's beanty by contnnally
e=xezind=in the delightfully feminioe description which is
rion el her by M James dn Book 1 ehap 1, g 11415 of the
€0t ed.tion of 1752, although she 1s Lterally palled ta paeces, thers
s 3 efeeacq whatever to ber noae, which mag be taken as proaf
fowtivetlat iy wan oot an aeslable featare,  Moreover, in the book
v zow bare i, Farlding, obvioeaty {n deference to tontemporary
e, {eaerted tho following specific TAssages nm S way,
{a'enl & mont eharming woman; and 1 know not whether the
F3s war on ker poss &id bot rather sdd to, than diminish her
7" Pk by, chap L), azd in Mra. James's poctrut .
* nf‘ Ee1 moss, an woll propertioned ast 1, hasa viable lczr’ou
e k1™ Naprevions biograpLer seema to bare thought 1t neces.
07 49 make any mention of thess statements, while Johnson's
r:-.vh statt ' That vile broken pove, never eyred,” and Richapy.
*t's carnmely. malizzant uiterance to Mn, Dounellan, are e
*hen bedzrriownly remembeted 1nd repested, s
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elnstic gaiety of spirit carried him through it all ; but, mean-
while, care and anxiety were preying upon her more delicate
mind, and undermining” her constitution. She gradually
declined, caught a fever, and died in his arms.”

As usual, Mr. Keightley has done his best to test this
statement to the utmost. Part of his examination may
be neglected, because it is based upon the misconcep-
tion that Lord Wharncliffe, Lady Mary’s greatgrand-
son, and not Lady Stuart, her granddaughter, was the
writer of the foregoing account. But as a setoff to
the extreme destitution alleged, Mr. Keightley very
justly observes that Mrs. Fielding must for some time
have had a maid, since it was a maid who had been
devotedly attached to her whom Fielding subsequently
married. He also argues that “living in a garret and
skulking in out o’ the way retreats,” are incompatible
with studying law and practising as a barrister. Mak-
ing every allowance, however, for the somewhat exagger-
ated way in which those of high rank often speak of
the distresses of their less opunlent kinsfolk, it is pro-
bable that Fielding’s married life was one of continual
shifts and privations. Such a state of things is com-
pletely in accordance with his profuse nature! and his
precarious means. Of his family by the first Mrs. Field-
ing no very material particulars have been preserved.
Writing, in November 1745, in the True Patriof, he
speaks of having a son and a daughter, but no son
by his first wife seems to have survived him. The
late Colonel Chester found the burial of a “James
Fielding, son of Henry Fielding,” recorded under date
of 19th February 1736, in the register of St. Giles in

1 The passage as to his imprudence is, oddly enough, omitted
from Mr. Keightley's quotation,
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tendency %o injure him in a profession to which “he has
applied with so arduous and intent o diligence, that he
hiss had no leisure, if he had inclination, to compose
anything of this kind (l.e. David Simple).” At the same
time, he formally withdraws his promise, since it has in
no wise exempted him from the scandal of putting forth
anonymous work. From other passages in this “Pre-
face,” it may be gathered the immediate cause of irrita-
tion was the assignment to his pen of “that infamous
paultry libel” the Causidicads, a satire directed at the
law in general, and some of the subscribers to the 2Mis-
cellanies in particular. “This,” he says, *‘accused me
not only of being a bad writer, and a bad man, but
with downright idiotism, in fiying in the face of the
greatest men of my profession.” It may easily be con-
ceived that such a report must be unfavourable to a
struggling barrister, and Fielding’s anxiety on this head

Psa strong proof that he was still hoping to succeed at

the Bar. To a subsequent collection of Familiar Letlers
between the Principal Characlers in David Simple and some
others, he supplied another preface three years later, to-
gether with five little-known epistles which, nevertheless,
are not without evidence of his characteristic touch.

A lfe of ups and downs like Fielding's is seldom
remarkable for its consistency. It is therefors not
surprising to find that, despite his desire in 1744 to
refrain from writing, he was again writing in 1745.
The landing of Charles Edward attracted him once
more into the ranks of journalism, on the side of
the Government, and gave rise to the Truc Palriol, a
weekly paper, the first number of which appeared in
November. This, having come to an end with the
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Rebellion, was succeeded in December 1747 by the
Jacolite's Journol, supposed to emanate from “John
Trott-Plaid, Esq,” and intended to push the discomft-
uro of Jacobito sentiment still further. It is peedless
to discuss these mainly politieal cfforts at any length.
They are said to have been highly approved by thoso in
pawer : it is certain that they earned for their author the
stigma of “pension'd scribbler.” Both are mow very
rare; and in Murphy the former is represented by
twenty-four numbers, the latter by two only. The True
Datriol contains a dream of London sbandoned to the
rebels, which is sdmirably graphic; and there is also a
prophetic chronicle of events for 1746, in which the
same idea is treated in a lighter and moro satirical vein,
Dut perhaps the most interesting featuro ig the reappear
anco of Parson Adams, who addresses a couple of
letters to the samo periodical—one on the rising gener-
ally, and the other on the “young England” of the
day, as exemplified in & very offensive specimen he
had recently encountered at Mr. Wilson's  Other
minor points of interest in connection with the
Jacobite's Journal, are the tradition associating Hogarth
with the rude woodcut headpiece (s Scotch man and
woman on an ass Jed by a monk) which surmounted its
carlier numbers, and the genisl welcome given in No. 5,
perhaps not without some touch of contrition,to.tha
two first volumes, then just published, of Richardson's
Clarissa,  The pen is tho pen of an imaginary “ corre-
spondent,” but the words are unmistakably Fielding's . —

“When I tell you I have lately recerved this Pleasure {ta
of reading & new master-piece], you will not want me to
inform you that I owe it to the Author of Ctamisss. Such

1
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Simplicity, such Manners, such deep Penetration into Nature;
such Power to raise and slarm the Passions, few Writers,
either ancient or modern, have been possessed of. My Affec-
tions are so strongly engaged, and my Fears are so raised, by
what T have already read, that I cannot express my Eagerness
to see the rest. Sure this Mr. Rickardson is Master of all
that Axt which Horace compares to Witcheraft
—Pectus inaniter angit, .
Irritat, mulcet, falsis terroribus implet
Ut Magus—"

Between the discontinuance of the True Patriol and
the establishment of its successor occurred an event, the
precise date of which has been hitherto unknown, namely,
Fielding’s second marriage. The account given of this -
by Lady Louisa Stuart is as follows :— :

“His [Fielding’s] biographers seem to have been shy of
disclosing that after the death of this charming woman [his
first wife] he married her maid. And yet the act was not
g0 discreditable to his character as it may sound.  The maid
had few personal charms, but was an excellent creature, de-
votedly attached to her mistress, and almost broken-hearted
for her loss. In the first agonies of his own grief, which ap-
proached to frenzy, he found no relief but from weeping along
with her ; nor solace, when a degree calmer, but in talking
to her of the angel they mutually regretted. This made her
his habitual confidential associate, and in process of time he
began to think he could not give his children a tenderer
mother, or secure for himself a more faithful housckeeper and
nurse. At least this was what he told his friends ; and it is

certain that her conduct as his wife confirmed it, and fully
justified his good opinion.”

It has now been ascertained that the marriage took
place at St. Bene't’s, Paul’s Wharf, an obscure little church
in the City, at present surrendered to a Welsh congrega-
tion, but at that time, like Mary-le-bone old church, much
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in request for unions of a private character. The date
in the register is the 27th of November 1747, The
second Mrs Fielding’s maiden name, which has been
hitherto variously reported as Macdonnell, Macdonald,
and Macdaniel, is given as Mary Daniel,} and ahe is further
described as “of St. Clement's Danes, Middleser, Spin-
ster.”  Either previously to this occurrence, or immedi-
ately after it, Fielding scems to have taken two rooms in
a houso in Back Lane, Trickenham, “not far,” says the
Tlev, Mr, Cobbett in his Memeorials, “from the site of
Copt Hall” In 1872 this houso was still standing,-—n
fuaint old fashioned wooden structure;*—and frombence,
on the 25th February 1748, was baptized the first of the
novelist's sons concerning whom any definite informa-
tion exists—the William Fielding who, like hix father,
becamo a Westminster magistrate. Beyond suggesting
that it may supply s resson why, during Mra. Fielding's
lifo-time, her husband's earlicst biographer made no refer-
ence to the marrisge, it is needless to dwell upon the
proximity between the foregoing dates. In other respects
the circumstance now first mado public is not inconsistent
with Lady Stuart’s narmtive; and there is ro doubt,
Irom the references to ber in the Journal of a Poyage fo
Liston and elsewhere, that Mary Daniel did prove an
excellent wife, mother, and nurse. Another thing is
made clear by the date established, and this is that
the verses “On Felix ; Marry’d to a Cook-Maid " in the
Genllrman's Maganne for July 1746, towhich Mr Lawrence
refers, cannot possibly have anything to do with Frelding,

1 Sce nota to Fielding's letter 1o Chap. wia,
¥ Now (1883) it po Jouger exists, and & row of cottages occupies
the sita
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although they seem to indicate that alliances of the kind
were not unusuel. Perhaps Famels had made them
fashionable. On the other hand, the supposed allusion
to Lyttelton and Fielding, to be found in the first edition
of Peregrine Pickle, but afterwards suppressed, receives &
certain confirmation. “When,” says Smollett, speaking
of the relations of an imaginary Mr. Spondy with
Gosling Serag, who is understood to represent Lyttelton,
“he is inclined to marry his own cook-wench, his gracious
patron may condescend to give the bride away ; and may
finally settle him in his old age, as a trading Westminster
justice.” That, looking to the facts, Fielding’s second
marriage should have gained the approval and counte-
nance of Lyttelton is no more than the upright and
honourable character of the latter would lead us to
expect.

The Jacobite's Journal ceased to appear in November
1748. In the early part of the December following, the .
remainder of Smollett’s programme came to pass, and by
Lyttelton’s interest Fielding was appointed a Justice of
the Peace for Westminster. From a letter in the Bedford
Correspondence, dated 13th December 1748, respecting
the lease of a house or houses which would qualify him
to act for Middlesex, it would seem that the county was
afterwards added to. his commission. He must have
entered upon his office in the first weeks of December,
as upon the ninth of that month one John Salter was
committed to the Gatechouse by Henry Fielding, Esq.,
“of Bow Street, Covent Garden, formerly Sir Thomas de
Veil's.” Sir Thomas de Veil, who died in 1746, and whose
Memoirs had just been published, could not, however,
bave been Fielding's immediate predecessor.



CHAPTER V.
TOM JONES.

WRITING from Basingstoke to his brother Tom, on the
29th October 1746, Joseph Warton thus refers to a visit
he paid to Fielding:—

1 wish you hal been with me last week, when I spent
two evenings with Fielding and Lis sister, who wrote David
Simple, and you may guess I was very well entertained. The
Tadyindeed retir’d pretty soon, Lut Ruzselland I sat up with the
Toet [Warton no doubt uses the word here in the sense of
¢ maker’ or ‘ereator 7 1]l one or two 1n the morning, and
were inexpressibly diverted. I find he values, as he justly
may, his Joseph Andrews above all his wntings: he was
extremely ¢ivl to me, I fancy, on my Father's acconnt.”?

This mention of Joseph Andrews has misled some of
Fielding’s biographers into thinking that he ranked
that novel above Zom Jones. But, in October 1746,
Tom Jomes had mot been published, and, from the
absenco of any reference to it by Warton, it is only
reasonabls 1o concludo that it had not yet assumed s
definite form, or Fielding, who was by no means uncom-
municative, would in all probability have spoken of it

3 L.e. the Rev, Thomas Warton, Vicar of Bastogstoke, and some
time Professor of Poetry at Oxford
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Middlesex magistrate, when be moved to Bow Street.
His house in Bow Street belonged to John, Doke of Bed-
ford; and he continued to live in it until & short time
beforo hia death. It was subeequently occnpied by his
half-brother and successor, Sir John,! who, writing to the
Duke in March 1770, to thank him for his munificent
gift of an additional ten years to the lease, recalls “that
princely instanco of gencrosity which his Grace shewed
to is late brother, Henry Ficlding.”

What this was, is not specified. It may have been
the gift of the lezses of those tenements which, as
explained, were necessary to qualify Fielding to act
23 & Justice of the Peace for the county of Middlesex;
it may even have been the lease of the Bow Street
house; or it may have been simply a gift of money.
But whatever it was, it was something considerable. In
his appeal to the Duke, at the close of the last chapter,
Fielding referred to previous obligations, and in his dedi-
cation of Zom Jones to Lyttelton, he returns again to his
Grace's beneficence.  Another person, of whose kind-
ness grateful but indirect mention is made in the same
dedication, is Ralph Allen, who, according to Derrick,
the Bath M.C,, sent the novelist a present of £200, before
he bad esen made his acquaintance,? which, from the
reference to Allen in Jossph Andrews, ‘probably began
befors 1742, Lastly, there is Lyttelton himsclf, con-
cerning whom, in addition to a sentence which implies that
he actually suggested tho writing of Tm?‘]orw, we have

} In the riots of 'E0~-as Dickens bas not forgotten to note
{n Parmaly Fudje—the bouse was destroyed by the mob, who

:/nn):al Sir Joha's goods in the street (Boswell's Johnson, chape
149

¥ Derrick's Letters, 17¢7, i, 95,
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‘he express statements on Fielding's part that ¢ without
your Assistance this History had never been completed,”
wmd “I partly owe to you my Existence during great
Part of the Time which I have employed in composing
it.” These words must plainly be accepted as indicating
pecuniary help ; and, taking all things together, there
can be little doubt that for some years antecedent to his
appointment as a Justice of the Peace, Fielding was in
straitened circumstances, and was largely aided, if not
practically supported, by his friends. Even supposing
him to have been subsidised by Government as alleged,
his profits from the True Patriot and the Jacobife's Journal
could not have been excessive; and his gout, of which
he speaks in one of his letters to the Duke of Bedford,
must have been a serious obstacle in the way of his legal
labours. ,

The History of Tom Jones, a Foundling, was published
by Andrew Millar on the 28th of February 1749, and
its appearance in six volumes, 12mo, was aunounced in
the General Advertizer of that day’s date. There had been
no author’s name on the title-page of Joseph Andrews ;
but Zom Jones was duly described as “ by Henry Fielding,
Tsq.,” and bore the motto from Horace, seldom so justly
applied, of * Mores hominum mullorum vidit.” The adver-
tisement also ingenuously stated that as it was “impossible
to get Sets bound fast enough to answer the Demand for
them, such Gentlemen and Ladies ns pleased, might have
them sew'd in Blue Paper and Boards at the Price of
16s. a Set.” The date of issue sufficiently disposes of
the statement of Cunningham and others, that the book
was written at Bow Street. Little more than the
dedication, which is preface as well, can have been pro-
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duced by Fielding in his new home. Making fair allow-
ance for the usual tardy progress of a book through the
press, and taking into consideration the fact that the
author was actively occupied with his yet unfamiliar
magisterial duties, it is most probable that the last chapter
of Tom Jomes had been penned before the end of 1748,
and that after that time it had been at the printer's  For
the exact prico paid to the author by the publisher on
this occasion we are indebted to Horace Walpole, who,
writing to George Montagu in May 1749, says—* Millar
the bookseller has done very g ly by him [Field-
ing): finding Tom Jones, for which he had given him
six hundred pounds, sell so greatly, he has since given
him another hundred.”

It is time, however, to turn from these particulars to
the book itself. In Joseph Andrews, Frelding’s work had
been mainly experimental. He had set out with an
intention which had unexpectedly developed into some-
thing clse. That something else, he had explained, was
the comic epic in prose. He bad discovered its scope
and possibilities only when it was too late to re-cast his
original design; and though Joseph Andrews has all the
freshness and energy of a first attempt in a new direc-
tion, it has also the manifest disadvantages of & mixed
-conception and an uncertain plan.  No one had per-
ceived these defects more plainly than the author; and
in Tom Jones he set himself diligently to perfect his
new-found method. He believed that he foresaw a
‘“new Province of Writing,” of which he regarded him-
self with justice as the founder and lawgver; and in the
“prolegomenous, or introductory Chapters ” to each book
—thoss delightful restingepaces where, as George Eliot
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says, *he seems to bring his arm-chair to the proscenium’
and chat with us in all the lusty ease of his fine English”
—he takes us, as it were, into his confidence, and dis-
courses frankly of his aims and his way of work. He
looked upon these little “initial Essays™ indeed, as an
indispensable part of his scheme. They have given him,

says he more than once,“the greatest Pains in composing”
of any part of his book, and he hopes that, like the
Greek and Latin mottoes in the Spectafor, they may serve
to secure him against imitation by inferior authors.
Naturally a great deal they contain is by this time
commonplace, although it was unhackneyed enough when
Fielding wrote. The absolute necessity in work of this
kind for genius, learning, and knowledge of the world,
the constant obligation to preserve character and pro-
bability—to regard variety and the law of contrast :—
these are things with which the modern tiro (however
much he may fail to possess or observe them) is now
supposed to be at least theoretically acquainted. But
there are other chapters in which Fielding may slso
be said to reveal his personal point of view, and
these can scarcely be disregarded. His “Fare,” he
<-says, following the language of the table, is “HunMaN
NATURE,” \vhxch he shall first” present “in that_more
plain und snnple “Manner in which 1mm—m the
Country andrafterwards “hash and_ ragoo it mth all

-

Vice which Courts and Cmes afford.” His inclination, -

1 Notmthstandmg this warning, Cumberland (who copied so
much) copied theso in his novel of Henry. On the other band,

Fielding’s French and Polish translators omitted them as supers
finous.
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ke zdmits, is rather to the middle and lower classes
than to “the highest Life,” which he considers to present
*very little Humour or Entertainment.”  His characters
(23 before) aro based upon actual expericnce; or, as he
terms it, “Conversation.” 1le does not propose to pro-
sent bis reader with “Models of Perfection;” he has
never happened to meet with those * faultlees Monsters.”
e holds that mankind is constitutionally defective, and
that a single bad zct does not, of neccssity, imply a bad
natare. He has also observed, without surprise, that
virtue in this world is not always “the certain Road to
Happiness,” nor *“Vice to Misery” In short, having
been admitted * behind the Scenes of this Great Theatre
of Nature,” he paints humanity as he has found it, ex-
tenuating nothing, nor sctting down aught in malice,
Tt reterving the full force of his satire and irony for
affectation and hypecrisy  His sincers endeavour, he
says moreover in Ius dedication to Lyttelton, has been
*1o recommend Goodness and Innocence,” and promots
the esuso of rehigion and virtue  And he has all the
consciousness that what he is engsged upon is no ordi-
nary enterprise.  He is certamn that hus pages will outhve
both “their own infirm Author” and his enemies; and
hie appeals to Fame to solace and reassure him—

 Come, Vright Love of Fame,” —=ays the beant:ful “ Invo-
cation™ whEh pntag st 2at i i Y e "
ing Brez . .
and Tea ' " .
Millions walt bes spreading Sals , but thee, fur, gentle Mad,
whom Mnesis, happy Nymph, first on the Banks of Hebrus
didst proface. Thee, whom Vaeonta edneated, whom Mantua
¢harm'd, and who, on that fair Hill which overlooks the
rrond Metropolis of Pritan, eat, with thy Milton, sweetly
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tuning the Heroie Lyre; fill my ravithed Fancy with the
Hopes of charming Ages yet to come, Foretel me that some
tender Maid, whose Grandmother is yet unborn, hereafter,
when, under the fictitious Name of Sophie, she reads the real
Worth which once existed in my Charlotte, shall, from her
sympathetic Breast, send forth the heaving Sigh. Do thon
teach me not only to foresee, but to enjoy, nay, even to feed
on future Praise. Comfort me by a solemn Assurance, that
" when the little Parlour in which I sit at this Instant, shall .
be reduced to o worse furnished Box, I shall be read, with
Honour, by those who never knew nor saw me, and whom I
ghall neither know nor see.”

With no less earnestness, after a mock apostrophe to
Wealth, he appeals to Genius :—

“Teach me (he exclaims), which to thee is no difficult
Task, to know Mankind better than they know themselves.
Remove that Mist which dims the Intellects of Mortals, and
cauges them to adore Men for their Axt, or to detest them
for their Cunning in deceiving others, when they are, in
Reality, the Objects only of Ridicule, for deceiving themselves.
Strip off the thin Disguise of Wisdom from Self-Conceit, of
Plenty from Avarice, and of Glory from Ambition. Come
thou, that hast inspired thy Aristophanes, thy Lucian, thy
Cervantes, thy Rabelais, thy Molidre, thy Shakespear, thy Swift,
thy Martvauz, fill my Pages with Humour, till Mankind
learn the Good-Nature to laugh only at the Follies of others,
and the Humility to grieve at their own.”

From the little group of immortals who are here
enumerated, it may be gathered with whom Fielding
sought to compete, and with whom he hoped hereafter
to be associnted. His hopes were not in vain. Indeed,
in one respect, he must be held to have even outrivalled

_ that particular predecessor with whom he has been
, oftenest compared. Like Don Quizote, Tom Jones is the
i precursor of a new order of things,—the earliest and
| freshest expression of a mew departure in art. But



) TOM JONES, 125

while Tom Jomes is, to the full, ns amusing as Don
Quizole, it has the advantsge of s greatly superior
plan, and an intercst more skilfully sustained. The
incidents which, in Cervantes, simply succeed cach other
Iiko the scenes fn A panorams, are, in Tom Jones, but
parts of an organised and esrefully d progressi

towards a foreseen conclusion.  As the hero and heroine
cross and re<ross each other’s track, there is scarcely
an episode which does not aid in the moving forward
of the story, Little details rise lightly and natarally
to the surface of the narrative, not more noticeable at
first than the most everyday occurrences, and a few
pages farther on become of the greatest importance.
The hero makes & mock proposal of marriage to Lady
Bellaston. It scarcely detains attention, so natural an
expedient does it appear, and behold in a chapter or
two it has become a terrible weapon in the hands of the
injured Sophia! Agsin, when the secret of Jomes’
birth? is finally disclosed, we look back and discover
a hundred litile premonitions which escaped us at first,
but which, read by the light of onr Istest knowledge,
assume a fresh significance. At the same time, it must
be admitted that the overquoted and hat anti-
quated dictum of Coleridge, by which Tom Jones is
grouped with the Alchemist and GEdipus Tyrannus, as one
of the three most perfect plots in the world, requires
rovision. It is impossible to apply the term “ perfect”

? Moch wnk Lus been b

aking his hero fllegitimata, “}h‘tﬂ m f%tmﬁg’i;;:;znr::
Jones, & Fourdling,” have had no subtler origin than the recent
setatlichment of the Foundhing Hoapital, of which Fieldimg had

written In the Chamipios, and 1n which his friend
intereated | end Horth v
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to a work which contains such an inexplicable stumbling.
block as the Man of the Hill's story. Then again, pro-
gress and animation alone will not make a perfect plot,
unless probability be superadded. And although it can-
not be said that Fielding disregards probability, he
certainly strains it considerably. Money is conveniently
Jost and found; the naivest coincidences continually
occur ; people turn up in the nick of time at the exact
spot required, and develop the most needful (but entirely
casual) relations with the characters.. Sometimes an
episode is so inartistically introduced as to be almost
clumsy. Towards the end of the book, for instance,
it has to be shown that Jones has still some power of
resisting temptation, and he accordingly receives from a
Mrs. Arabella Hunt, a written offer of her hand, which
he declines. Mrs. Hunt's name has never heen mentioned
before, nor, after this occurrence, is it mentioned again
But in the brief fortnight which Jones has been in town,
with his head full of Lady Bellaston, Sophia, and the
rest, we are to assume that he has unwittingly inspired
her with so desperate a passion that she proposes and is
refused—all in a chapter. Imperfections of this kind
are more worthy of consideration than some of the
minor negligences which eriticism has amused itself by
detecting in this famous book. Such, among others;
is the discovery made by a writer in the Gentleman's .
Magazine, that in one place winter and summer come too
close together; or the “strange specimen of oscitancy ”
which another (it is, in fact, Mr. Keightley) considers
it worth while to record respecting the misplacing of
the village of Hambrook. To such trifles as these last
the precept of non offendar maculis may safely be applied,
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slthough Fielding, wiser than his critics, scems to have
foreseen tho necessity for still larger allowsnces :—

“Cruel indeed,” say2 he in his proemium to Book XL,
“would it be, if such a Work as this History, which bath em-
ployed some Thousands of Hours in the composing, should
be liable to be cond d, because some particolar Chapter,
or perhaps Chapters, may be cbnoxicus to very just and
senable Objections. . . . To write within such scvere Rules
23 these, is as impossible as to live up to some eplenetic
Opinions ; and if we judge according to the Sentiments of
soma Crities, and of some Christians, no Author will be saved
in this World, and no Man in the next.

Notuwith ding its admitted iotity to Joseph
Andrews as a work of art, thers is no mals chamcter in
Tom Jones which can competo with Parson Adams—
none certainly which we regard with equal admiration.
Allworthy, excellent compound of Lyttelton and Allen
though ho be, remains slways a little stiff and cold in
comparison with the *veined humsnity” around him.
Wefeel of him, as of another impeceable personage, that
Wo *cannot breathe in that fine air, That pure severity
of perfect light,” and that we want the * warmth and
colour ” which we find in Adams.  Allworthy is a type
tather than a character—a fault which also scems to
apply to that Molitresque hypocrite, the younger
BLfl Fielding seems to have welded this latter
&:E;t.ber, rather than to have fused him entire, and
the result is a certain Jack of verisimilitude, which
makes us wonder how his pinchbeck professions and
vamped-up virtues could deceive s0 many persons.
On the other hand, his father, Captan John BUfl,
has all the look of lifi. Nor can there be any doubt f.
about the vitality of Squire Western Whether the
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/ germ of his character be derived from Addison’s Tory
Foxhunter or not, it is certain that Iielding must have
had superabundant material of his own from which to
model this thoroughly representative, and at the same
time, complotely individual character. Western has all
the rustic tastes, the narrow prejudices, the imperfect

" education, the unreasoning hatred to the court, which
distinguished the Jacobite country gentleman of the
Georgian era; but his divided love for his daughter
and his horses, his good-humour and his shrewdness,
his foaming impulses and his quick subsidings, his
tears, his aaths, and his barbarie dizlect, are all essential
features in a personal portrait.  Whon Jones has resened
Sophia, he will give him all his stable, the Chevalier
and Miss Slouch oxcepted ; when he finds he is in love
with her, he isin a frenzy to “ get af un” and *spoil his
Caterwauling.” Ho will have the surgeon’s heart’s
blood if he takes a drop too much from Sophia’s white
arm ; when she opposes his wishes as to Blifil, he will
turn her inte the strect with no more than s smock,
and give his estate to the “zinking Fund.” Throughout
the book ho is qualis ad inceplo,—hoisterous, brutal, jovial,
and_inimitable ; so that when finally in ¢ Clmpter the
Last,” Wo get that protty picture of him in Sophy’s
nursery, protesting that the tattling of his little grand-
daughter is “sweoter Music than the finest Cry of Dogs
in England,” we part with him almost with a feeling of
esteem.  Scott scems to have thought it unreasonable
that ho should have “taken a beating so unresistingly
from the friend of Lord Fellamar,” and cven hints that
the passage is an interpolation, although ho wisely refrains
from suggesting by whom, and should have known that



v] TOM JONES. 129

it was in the first edition. With all deference to so
eminent an suthority, it is impossible to share his
hesitation.  Fielding was fully aware that even the
bravest have their fits of panic. It must besides be
remembered that Lord Fellamar's friend was not an
efferninate daundy, but a military man—probably a pro-
fessed sabreur, if not a salaried bully like Captain Stab
in the Bake’s Progress; that he was armed with a stick
and Western was not; and that he fell upon him in
the most unexpected manner, in & place where he was
wholly out of his element. It is inconceivable that the
sturdy squire, with his faculty for distributing * Flicks”
and “Dowses,"—who came so valiantly to the sid of
Jones in his battle-royal with Blifil and Thwackum,—
was likely, under any but very exceptional circum-’
stances, to be dismayed by a cane. It was the excop-
tional character of the assault which made a coward of
him; and Fielding, who had the keenest eye for in-
consistencies of tho kind, knew perfectly well what he
was doing

Of the ining dramalis persone—the swarming
individualities with which the great comic epic s literally
“3ll alive,” as Lord Monboddo said—it is impossible
to give any adequate account. Few of them, if any, are
open to the objection already pointed out with respect to
Allworthy and the younger Blifil, and most of them bear
#igns of having been closely copied from living models
Parson Thwackum, with his Antinomian doctrines, his
bigotry, and his pedagogic notions of justice, Square
the philosopher, with his faith in human virtue (alas?
poor Squaro), and his cuckoo-cry abous “ the unalterable
Ruls of Right and the cternal Fitness of Things;” Par-

3
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tridge—the unapproachable Partridge,—with his super-
stition, his vanity, and his perpetual Infandum regina,
but who, notwithstanding sll his cheap Latinity, can-
not construe an unexpected phrase of Horace; Ensign
Northerton, with his vague and disrespectful recol-
lections of “Homo;” young Nightingale and Parson
Supple :—each is a definite character bearing upon his
forehead the mark of his absolute fidelity to human
pature. Nor are the female actors less accurately
conceived. Starched Miss Bridget Allworthy, with hor
pinched Hogarthian _face ; Miss Western, with her dis-

jointed »dlplomatlc jargon ; that budding Slipslop, Mrs,

Honour; worthy Mrs. Miller, Mrs. Fitzpatrick, Mrs,
Waters, Lady Bellaston,—all are to the full 08 “real,

Lady Bellaston especially, deserves more than & word. -
Like Lady Booby in Joseph Andrews, she is not a pleasant
character; but the pxcture of the fashionable demirep,
é)Tmcnl sensual, and imperious, has never been drawn
more vigorously, or more completely—even by Balzac.

Lastly, there is the adorable Sophia herself, whose pardon
should be asked for naming her in such close proximity
to her frailer sister. Byron calls her (perhaps with a
slight suspicion of exigence of rhyme) too “ émphatic;”
meaning, apparently, to refer to such passages as her con-
versation with Mrs, Fitzpatrick, etc. But the heroine
of Ficlding’s time——a time which made merry over a
lady’s misadventures in horsemanship, and subjected her
to such atrocities as those of Lord Feﬂamar——reqmred
to be strongly mounlded; and _Sophia_Western is pure

and womanly, in spite of her unfavourable surroundings.

She is a charming pmnlple-—the first of her race—of an
unsentimentalised flesh-and-blood heroine; and Tmm

——




v.] TOM JONES, 13

has bated no jot of her frank vitality or her healthy
beauty, Her descendants in the modern novel are far
more pumerous than the family which she bore to the
fortunate—the too fortanate—Mr. Jones.

And this reminds us that in the foregoing enumera-
tion we have left out Hamlet. In truth, it is by no
means easy to speak of this handsome, but very un-
heroic hero. Lady Mary, employing, curiously enough,
the very phrase which Fielding has made one of his
characters apply to Jones, goes so far as to call hima
tgorry scoundrel;” and eminent critics have dilated upon
his fondness for drink and play. But it fa a notable
instance of the way in which preconceived attributes
are gradually attached to certain characters, that there
is in reality little or nothing to show that he was either
sotorg: With one exception, when, in the joy of
his heart at his benefactor’s recovery, he takes too mnch
wine (and it may be noted that on the same occasion
the Catonje Thwackum drinks considerably more), there
is no evidence that he was specially given to tippling,
even in an age of hard drinkers, while of his gambling
there is absolutely no trace at all  On the other hand,
he is admittedly brave, generous, chivalrous, kind to
the poor, and courteons to women. What, then, is his
cardinal defect] The answer lies In the fact that Field-
inz, following the doctrine laid down in his initial
chapters, has depicted him under certain conditions (in
which, it is materisl to note, he is always rather the
tempted than the tempter), with an unvamished truth-
fulness which to the purc-minded is repugnant, and to the
prurient indecent. Remembering that he too had been
young, and reproducing, it may be, bus own experiences,
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he exhibits his youth as he had found him—a ¢ pichald

miscellany,”—
“Barsts of great heart and slips in sensual mire ;”

and, to our modern ideas, when no one dares, as Thack-
eray complained, “to depict to his utmost power.a
Man,” the spectacle is discomforting. Vet those who
look upon human nature as keenly and unflinchingly as
Tielding did, knowing how weak and fallible it is,—how
prone to fall away by accident or passion,—can scarcely
deny the truth of Tom Jones. That such & person cannot
properly serve as a hero now is rather a question of our
time than of Fielding's, and it may safely be set aside.
One objection which has been made, and made with
reason, is that Fielding, while taking care that Nemesis
shall follow his hero’s lapses, has spoken of them with
too much indulgence, or rather without sufficient excuse.
Coleridge, who was certainly not squeamish, seems to

have felt this when, in & MS. note?! in the well-known .

British Museum edition, he says :—

“Even in this most questionable part of Tom Jones [<e.
the Lady Bellaston episode, chap. ix. Book xv.], I cannot but
think after frequent reflection on it, that an sdditional para-
graph, more fully & forcibly unfolding Tom Jones's sense
of self-degradation on the discovery of the true character of
the relation, in which he had stood to Lady Bellaston——& his
awakened feeling of the dignity and manliness of Chastity—
would have removed in great measure any just objection, at
all events relating to Fielding himeelf, by taking in the state
of manners in his time,”

! These notes wore communicated by Mr., James Gillman to The
Literary Remains of Samuel Taylor Coleridge, published by H. N.
Coloridge in 1836, The book in shich they were made, (it is the
four volume edition of 1773, and has Gillman’s book-plate), is now
in the British Museum. The above transeript is from the MS,
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Another point suggested by these last linca may bo
touched en passant. Lady Bellaston, as Fielding has
carefolly explained (chap. i. Book xiv.), was not a
typicsl, but an exceptional, member of society; and
although there were eighteenth-century precedents for
such alliances (2g. Miss Edwards and Lord Anne
Hamilton, Mrs. Upton and General Braddock,) it isa
question whether in a picture of average English life it
was mecessary to deal with exceptions of this kind, or,
at all events, to exemplify them in the principal person-
age. But the discussion of this subject would prove
endless. Right or wrong, Fielding has certainly suffered
in popularity for his candour in this respect, since one
of the wisest and wittiest books ever written cannot,
without hesitation, be now placed in the hands of women
of very young people. Moreover, this same candour has
undoubtedly attracted to its psges many, neither young
nor women, whom its wit finds unintelligent, and jts _
wisdom leaves unconcerned.

But what a brave wit it is, what a wisdom after all,
that is contained in this wonderful novel! Where shall
wo find its like for richness of reflection—for inexhaust-
ible good-humour—for large and liberal humanity ! Like
Fontenelle, Ficlding might fairly claim that he had never
cast the emallest ridicals upon the most infinitesimal of
virtaes ; it is against hypocrisy, affectation, insincerity
of all kinds, that he wages war. And what a keen and
searching observation,—what a perpetual faculty of sur-
prise,—what an endless variety of method! Take the
chapter headed ironieally A Receipt to vegain the lost Affec-
tns of a J7ife, in which Captain John Bl gives so
striking an example of Mr. Samuel Johnson's just pub-
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lished Vanity of Buman IWishes, by dying suddenly of
apoplexy while he is considering what he will do with
Mr. Allworthy’s property (when it reverts to him);
or that admirable scene, commended by Macaulay, of
Partridge at the Playhouse, which is none the worse
because it has just & slight look of kinship with that other
famous visit which Sir Roger de Coverley paid to Philips’s
Distrest Mother. Or take again, as utterly unlike either
of these, that burlesque Homeric battle in the church-
yard, where the “sweetly - winding Stour” stands for
“reedy Simois,” and the bumpkins round for Greoks
and Trojans! Or take yet once more, though it is
woful work to offer bricks from this edifice which fas
already (in a sense) outlived the Escorial,! the still more
diverse passage which depicts the changing conflict in
Black George's mind as to whether he shall return to
Joncs the sixteen guineas that he has found :—

“ Black fleorge having received the Purse, set forward to-
wards the Alehouse; but in the Way a Thought occurred
whether he should not detain this Money likewise, His
Counscience, however, immediately started at this Suggestion,
and begon to upbraid him with Ingratitude to his Benefnctor.
To this his Avarice answered, ¢ That his consclence should
have considered that Matter before, when he deprived poor
Jones of his 500 That having quietly acquiesced in what
was of g0 much greater Importance, it was absurd, if not down-
right Hypocrisy, to affect any Qualms at this Trifie’—In
return to which, Conscience, like a good Lawyer, attempted
to distingnish between an absolute Breach of Trust, as here
where the Goods were delivered, and & bare Concealment of
what was found, as in the former Case. Avarice presently
treated this with Ridicule, called it & Distinetion without a
Difference, and absolutely insisted, that when once all Pre

! The Escorial, it will be remembered, was partially burned in 1872,
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tensions of Honour and Virtue were given up {n any one
Instance, that there was no I'recedent for resorting fo them
upon a second Occasion,  In short, poor Conacience bl eer-
tainly Leen defested §n the Argument, had pot Fear atept in
to her Assistance, and very strennonsly urged, that the teal
Distinction between the two Actions, did not lie in the dif-
ferent degrees of Honour, but of Safety : For thay the sccret-
ing the 500L wes a Matter of very little Hazard , whereas
the detaining the sixteen Guineas was hable to the utmost
Danger of Discovery.

“By this frieadly Aid of Fear, Conscience abtained a
compleat Victory in the Mind of Black George, and after
making kim s lew Compliments on his Honesty, forced him
ta deliver the Money tg Jones”

When one remembers that this is but one of many
such passages, and that the book, notwithstanding the
indulgence clhimed by the author in the Preface, and
despite a certain hurry at the close, is singularly even
in its work hip, it certainly i our respect
for the manly genins of the wrter, who, amid all the
distractions of ill-health and poverty, could find the
courage to pursue and perfect such a conception. It
is true that both Cervantes and Bunyan wrote their
immortal works in the confinement of a prison. But
they must at least have enjaged the eeclusion so need-
ful to literary labour ; while Tom Jones was written here
and there, at all times and 1 all places, with the dun
8t the door and the wolf not very far from the gate!

The httle sentence guoted some pages back from
Walpole's letters is sufficient proof, if proof were needed,
of its immediate success. Andrew Millar was shrewd

3 Balisbury, 1 the neghbouthood of which Tom Jones 1 lnd
clatms the onginals of some of the charscters  Thwacknm lnf!c
o have been Hele, & nchoolmaster, Square, oze Chubb, 8 Delst
and Dowling the lawyer a person named Stillingfleet.
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lished Panity of Human Vishes, by dying suddenly of
apoplexy while he is considering what he will do with
Mr. Allworthy’s property (when it reverts to him);
or that admirable scene, commended by Macaulay, of
Partridge at the Playhouse, which is none the worse
because it has just o slight look of kinship with that other '
famous visit which Sir Roger de Coverley prid to Philips’s
Distrest Mother. Or take again, as utterly unlike eithor
of these, that hurlesque Homeric battle in the church-
yard, where the “sweetly - winding Stour” stands for
“reedy Simois,” and the bumpkins round for Greeks
and Trojans! Or take yet once more, though it is
woful work to offer bricks from this edifice which has
already (in o sense) outlived the Escorial,! the still more
diverse passago which depicts the changing conflict in
Black George’s mind as to whether he shall return to
Jones the sixteen guincas that hie has found ;—

“ Black George having received the Purse, set forward to-
wards the Alehouse; but in the Way a Thought occurred
whether he should not detain this Money likewise, His
Conscience, however, immedintely started at this Suggestion,
and began to upbraid him with Ingratitude to his Bencfactor.
To this his Avarice answered, ¢ That his conscience should
have considered that Matter before, when he deprived poor
Jones of his 5001, That having quietly acquiesced in what
was of 50 much greater Importance, it was gbsurd, if not down-
right Hypocrisy, to affect any Qualms at this Trifle’—In
return to which, Conscience, like a good Lawyer, attempted
to distinguish between an absolute Breach of Trust, as here
where the Goods were delivered, and 4 bare Concealment of
what was found, as in the former Case. Avarice presently
treated this with Ridicule, called it o Distinetion without a
Difference, and absolutely insisted, that when once all Pre.

! The Escorial, it will be remembored, was partially burned in 1872,
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enough, despite his constitutional confusion, and he is.
not likely to have given an additional £100 to the -
author of any book without good reason. But the indi-
cations of that success are not very plainly impressed
upon the public prints. The Gentleman’s Magazine for
1749, which, as might be expected from Johnson’s con-
nection with it, contains ample accounts of his own
tragedy of Jrene and Richardson’s recently-published
Clarissa, has no notice of Tom Jones, nor is there even
any advertisement of the second edition issued in the
same year. Buf, in the emblematic frontispiece, it
appears under Clarissa (and sharing with that work a
possibly unintended proximity to a sprig of laurel stuck
in & bottle of Nantes), among a pile of the books of
the year; and in the “poetical cssays” for August,
one Thomas Cawthorn breaks into rhymed panegyric.
“Sick of her fools,” sings this enthusiastic but scarcoly
lucid admirer—
8ick of her fools, great Nature broke the jest,
And Truth held out each character to test,

W"hcn Gentus spoke: Let Fielding take the pen!
Life dropt her maek, and all mankind were men."”

There were others, however, who would scarcely
have echoed the laudatory sentiments of Mr. Cawthorn. -
Among these was again the excellent Richardson, who
seems to have been wholly unpropitiated by the olive
branch held out to him in the Jacobite’s Jowrnal. His
vexation at the indignity put upon Pamela by Joseph
Andrews was now complicated by a twittering jealousy of
the “spurious Lrat,” as he obligingly called Tom Jones,
whose success had been £o “unaccountable.” In these
circumstances, some of the letters of his correspondents
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must have been gall and wormwood to him. Lady
Bradshaigh, for instance, under her nom de guerre of “Bel-
four,” tells him that she is fatigued with the very name
of the book, having met several young ladies who were
for ever talking of their Tom Jopes's, “for 80 they call
their favourites,” and that the gentlemen, on their side,
had their Sophias, one having gone so far as to give
that all-popular name to his “Dutch mastiff puppy.”
But perhaps the best and freshest exhibition (for, as far
as czn be ascertained, it has never hitherto been made
public) of Richardson’s sttitude to his rival is to be
found in a little group of letters in the Forster collection
at South Kensington. ‘The writers are Aaron Hill and
his daughters ; but the letters do not seem to have been
known to Mrs Barbauld, whose last communication
{from Hill is dated November 2, 1748. Nor are they to
bo found in Hill's own Correspondence. The ladies, it
appears, had visited Richardson at Salisbury Court in
1741, and wero great admirers of Pamela, and the * divine
Clarisse.” Some months after Tom Jones was published,
Richardson (not yet having brought himself to read the
book) had asked them to do so, and give him their
opinion #s to its merits. Therenpon Minerva and
Astreea, who despite their names, and their description
of themselves as “Girls of an untittering Disposition,”
must have been very bright and hively young persons,
began seriously “to lay their two wise heads together”
and “hazard this Discovery of their Exmptiness.” Hav-
ing “with much ado got over some Reluctance, that

was bred by s familiar coarseness in the Tils” they

report “much (mssqu'd) merit” in the “whole six

volumes "—*a double merit, both of Head, and Hearl.”
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Had it been the latter only it would be more worthy
of Mr. Richardson’s perusal; but, say these considerate
pioneers, if he does spare it his attention, he must
only do so at his leisure, for the author *introduces
All his Sections (and too often interweaves the serious
Body of his meanings), with long Runs of bantering
Levity, which his [Fielding’s] Good sense may suffer
by Effect of.” “It is true (they continue), he seems to
wear this Lightness, as o grave Head sometime wears a
Feather: which tho’ He and Fashion may consider as
an ornament, Reflection will condemn, as a Disguise,
and covering.” Then follows a brief excursus, intended
for their correspondent’s special consolation, upon the
folly of treating grave things lightly ; and with delight-
ful sententiousness the letter thus concludes :—

““Mean while, it is an honest pleasure, which we take in
adding, that (exclusive of one wild, detach'd, and independ-
ent Story of a Man of the Hill, that neither brings on Any-
thing, nor rose from Anything that went before it) All the
changefull windings of the Author’s Fancy carry on a course
of regular Design; and end in an extremely moving Close,
where Lives that seem’d to wander and run different ways,
meet, All, in an instructive Center.

#The whole Piece consists of an inventive Race of Dis-
spointments and Recoveries. It excites Curiosity, and
holds it watehful. It has just and pointed Satire; but it is
a partial Satire, and confin’d, toe marrowly: It sacrifices to
Authority, and Interest. Its Events reward Sincerity, and
punish and expose Hypocrisy ; shew Pity and Benevolence in
amiable Lights, and Avarice and Brutality in very despicable
ones. In every Part It has Humanity for its Intention: In
too many, it seems wantoner than It was meant to be: It has
}:old shocking Pictures ; and (I fear)? not unresembling ones,
in high Life, and in low. And (to conclude this too adven-

! The “ pen-holder” is the fair Astrrea.
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nat been aocustomed to such Company,—And is too prescrib-
ing, too impetuous, too immoral, I will venture to say, to take
any other Byass than that a perverse and crooked Nature has
piven him ; or Evil Habite, at least, have confirm’d in him.
Do Men expect Grapes of Thorns, or Figs of Thistles? Bat,
perhaps, I think the worse of the Pieco because I know the
Writer, and dislike his Principles both Public and Private, -
tho' I wish well to the Man, and Love Four worthy Sisters
of his, with whom I am well acquainted. And indeed should
gdmire him, did he make the Use of his Talents which I
wish him to make, For the Vein of Humour, and Ridicule,
which he is Master of, might, if properly turned do great
Service to y® Cause of Virtue,

¢‘But no more of this Gentleman’s Work, after I have said,
That the favourable Things, you say of the Piece, will tempt
me, if I can find Leisure, to give it o Perusal” +

Notwithstanding this last sentence, Richardson more
than once reverts to Tom Jones before he finishes his
letter. Its effect upon Minerva and Astrea is best
described in an extract from Aaron Hill's reply, dated
seven days later (August the 11th):—

*Unfortunate Tom Jones! how sadly has he mortify'd Two
gawey Correspondents of your making! They are with me
now : and bid me tell you, You have spoil’d ’em Both, for
Criticks.—Shall T add, s Sceret which they did not bid me
tell you 3—They, Both, fairly ery/d, that You shou'd think it
possible they con’d approve of Any thing, in Any work, that
had an Evil Tendency, in any Part or Purpose of it. They
maintain their Point o far, however, as to be convind'd they
62y, that you will disapprove this over-rigid Judgment of
those Friends, who cou’d not find & Thread of Moral Meaning
in Tom Jones, quite independent of the Levities they justly
censure.~—And, as soon 23 you have Time to read him,
for yourself, tis there, pert Sluts, they will be bold enough
to rest the Matter.—DMean while, they love and honour you
and your opinions,”
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To this the author of Clarisss replied by writing
loug epistle deploring the pain he had given the “dea
Ladies,” and minntely justifying his foregons conclusion:
from the expressions they had used. He refers to Field
ing again as *a very indelicate, a very impetuons, ax
unyielding-spirited Man ;” and he also trusts to be able
to “bestow a Reading” on Tom Jones,; but by a lette
from Lady Bradshaigh, printed in Barbauld, and dated
December 1749, it seems that even at that date he hac
not, or pretended he bad not, yet done go. In anothe:
of tho unpublished Sonth Kensington letters, from a Mr
Solomon Lowe, occurs the following :— I do not doubt ’
—says the writor—*but all Europe will ring of it [Clar
is5a]- when a Cracker, that was some thous? hours a-com
posing,? will no longer be heard, or talkt-oL” Richardson
with business-like precision, has gravely docketed thi
in his own handwriting,—* Cracker, T. Jones.”

It is unfortunats for Mr. Lowe's reputstion as
prophet that, after more than one bundred and thirty
years, this ephemeral firework, as bo deemed it, should
atill be sparkling with undimimshed brilliancy, and te
judge by recent editions, is selling as vigorously as ever.
From the days when Lady Mary wrote ** Ne plus ulira’
in her own copy, and La Harpe called it & premier romar
du monde, (a phrase which, by the way, De Musset applies
to Clarissa), it has come down to us with sn almost
universal accompaniment of praise. Gibbon, Byron,
Coleridge, Scott, Dickens, Thackeray,~—have all left theiz
admiration on record,—to say nothing of professional
critics innumerable As may be seen from the British
Museum Catal it has been lated into French,

3 Vide Tom Jomes, Book xu. chap. &
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German, Polish, Dutch, and Spanish. Russia and Sweden
have also their versions. The first French translation, .
or rather abridgment, by M. de La Place was pro-
hibited in France (to Richardson’s delight) by royal
decree, an act which affords another instance, in Scott’s
words, of that “French delicacy, which, on so many
occasions, has strained at a gnat, and swallowed a
camel” (e.g. the novels of M. Crébillon fils). La
Place’s edition (1750) was gracefully illustrated with
sixteen plates by Hubert Bourguignon, called Gravelot,
one of those eighteenth-century illustrators whoso
designs at present are the rage in Paris. In England,
Fielding’s best-known pictorial interpreters are Row-,
":landson and Cruikshank, the latter being by far the
~.more sympathetic. Stothard also prepared some designs
“ for Harrison’s Novelist’s Magazine ; but his refined and
cffeminate pencil was scarcely strong enough for the task.
Hogarth alone could have been the ideal illustrator of
Henry Tielding ; that is to say—if, in lieu of the rude
designs he made for Tristram Shandy, he could have been
induced to undertake the work in the-larger fashion
of the Rake’s Progress, or The Marriage & la Mode.

As might perhaps be anticipated, Tom Jones attracted
the dramatist.! In 1765, one J. H. Steffens made a
comedy of it for the German boards; and in 1785,
a M. Desforges based upon it another, called Zom

! It may be added that it also attracted the plagiarist. As
Pamela had its sequel in Pamela’s Condue? in High Life, 1741, so
Tom Joneswas continued in Zhe History of Tom Jones the Foundling,
in his Married Slate, a second edition of which was issued in 1750.
The Preface announces, needlessly enough, that  Henry Fielding,
Esq,, is not the Author of this Book." It descrves no serions con-
sideration,
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Jones & Lendres, which was acted at the Thtdtre Fran
¢ais. It was also turned into s comic opera by Joseph
Reed in 1769, and played st Covent Garden. But
its most piquant transformation is the Comédie lyrique
of Poinsinet, acted st Paris in 1765-6 to the lively
mnsic of Philidor. The famous Caillot took the
part of Squire Western, who, surrounded by prqueurs,
and girt with the conventional ecor dz chasse of the
Gallic sportsman, sings the following ariefls, diversified
with true Fontainebleau terms of venery :—

“D'un Cerf, dix Cors, j'al connaiseance ;
On Vattaque an fort, on le lauce ;
Tous sont prits:
Piquenrs & Valets
Suivent les pas de l'ami Jone (sic).
T'entends erier : Volcelets, Volcelets,
Angatét yordonne
Que 1a Mente donze,
Tayant, Tayant, Tayaut.
Mes chiens découplés Ienvironnent ;
Les trompes sonnent :
¢ Cournge, Amis : Tayant, Tayant.'
Quelques chiens, que T'ardeur dérange,
Quittent la voye & prennent le change
Jones lea rassure d'un eri:
i, ourvan,
Accoute, secoute, accoute.
Aux retour nous en reveyons,
Acconte, & Mirmiraut, cotrons
Tout & Oriffant,
Y aprds. Tayaut, Teyaut,
On reprend rou;
Voild e Cerf 3 Vean,
La trompe sonne,
La Mente donn,
L'écho résonve,
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Nous pressons les nouveaux relais :
Volcelets, Voleeleta,
Y’animal forcé succombe,
Fait un effort, se releve, enfin tombe ¢ -
Et nos chasseurs chantent tous & Venvi ¢
¢ Amis, gofitons les fruits de la victoire ;
¢ Amis, Amis, célébrons notre gloire.
¢ Halali, Fanfare, Halali
¢ Halali.'”

With this triumphant flourish of trumpets the present
chapter may be fittingly concluded.*

1 See Appendix No, IL : Fielding and Mrs, Hussey.



CHAPTER VL
JUSTICE LIFE—AMELLA.

Ix ono of Horaco Walpola's letters to Gearge Montagu,
already quoted, there is a deseription of Fielding's Bow
Street establish which has d more

than it deserves, The letter is dated May the 18th, 1749,
and tho passage (ir Cunningham’s edition) runs as fol-
lows:—

“Jfe [Rigby] and Peter Bathurst} t'other might carried a
servant of the latter's, who had attempted to shoot hum, before
Flelding ; who, to all his other vocations, has, by the grace
of Mr, Lyttelton, added that of Muddlesex justice. He sent
them word he way at supper, that they must come next morn-
ing. They did not understand that freedom, and ran up,
whers they found him banqueting with a blind man, a whore,
and three Irishmen, on zome cold mutton and a bone of ham,
bath in one dish, and the dutiest cloth, He never stirred
nor asked them to sit.  Rigby, who bad seen him o often
como to beg a guinea of Sy C. Willms, and Bathurst, at
whose father’s hie had Iived for wictuals, understood that dig-

1 Probably a son of Peter Bathurat (d. 1748), brother of Pops's
friend, Allen, Lord Bathorst.  Rigby was the Richard Rigby whose
despicable character 1s familiar in Eighteenth Century Memolrs.
# He died {says Cunningham) involved 1n debt, with hiy accounts
as Paymaster of the Forces bopelesyly nnsettled,”

L
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nity as little, and pulled themselves chairs; on which he
civiliced” . ‘

Scott calls this *“a humiliating anecdote ;” and both
Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Keightley have exhausted rhe-
toric in the effort to explain it away. As told, it is cer-
tainly uncomplimentary; but considerable deductions
must be made, both for the attitude of the narrator and
the occasion of the narrative. Walpole’s championship
of his friends was notorious ; and his absolute injustice,
when his partisan. spirit was uppermost, is everywhere
patent to the readers of his Letters. In the present case
he was not of the encroaching party ; and he speaks from
hearsay solely. But his friends had, in his opinion, been
outraged by a man, who, according to his ideas of fitness,
should have come t6 them cap in hand ; and as a natural
consequence, the story, no doubt exaggerated when it
reached him, loses nothing under his transforming and
malicious pen.  Stripped of its decorative flippancy, how-
over, there remains but little that can really be regarded
as “humiliating.” Scott himself suggests, what is most
unquestionably the case, that the blind man was the .
novelist’s half-brother, afterwards Sir John Fielding ; and
it is extremely unlikely that the lady so discourteously
characterised could have been any other than his wife,
who, Lady Stuart tolls us, “had few personal charms.”
There remain the *three Irishmen,” who may, or may
not, have been perfectly presentable members of society.
At all ovents, their mere nationality, so rapidly decided
upon, cannot be regarded as a stigma. That the com-
pany and entertainment were scarcely calculated to suit
the superfine standard of Mr. Bathurst and Mr. Rigby
may perhaps be conceded. Ficlding was by no means a
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rich man, and in his chequered careor had possibly grown
indifferent to minor decencies, Moreover, we are told
by Murphy that, as a Westminster justice, he *kept his
tablo open to those who had been his friends when young,
and had impaired their own fortunes.” Thus, it must
always have been a more or less ragged regiment who
met about that kindly Bow Strect board ; but that the
fact reflects upon either the host or guests cannot be
admitted for a moment. If the anecdote is discreditable
to anyone it is to that facile retailer of ana and incorrigible
society-gossip, Mr, Horace Walpole.

But while these unflattering tales were told of his
private life, Ficlding was fast becoming eminent in his
public cspacity. On the 12th of May 1749 he was
unanimously chosen chairman of Quarter Sessions at
Hicks’s Hall (as the Clerkenwell Sessions House was then
called) ; and on the 29th of June following he delivered
5 charge to the Westminster Grand Jury which is usually
printed with his works, and which is still regarded by
lawyers as a model exposmon. It is at first & little

d to read his impressive and earnest d
tions of masquerndes and theatres (in which latter, by
the way, one Samuel Foote had very recently been fol-
lowing the example of the author of Pasguin); but Field-
ing the magistrate and Fielding the playwright were
two different persons; and a long interval of changeful
experience lay between them. In another part of his
tharge, which deals with the offence of libelling, it 1s
possible that his very vigorous appesl was not the less
forcible by reason of the personal attacks to which he
had referred in the Preface to Dand Simple, the Jacobite's
Journal, sud elsewhere. His only other hterary efforts
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during this year appear to have been a little pamphlet
entitled 4 True Slate of the Case of Bosavern Penlez; and
a formal congratulatory letter to Lyttelton upon his
second marriage, in which, while speaking gratefully of
his own obligations to his friend, he endeavours to enlist
his sympathies for Moore the fabulist who was also
“ghout to marry.” The pamphlet had reference to an
oceurrence which took placein July. Three sailors of the
¢ Grafton” man-of-war had been robbed in a house of ill
fame in the Strand. Failing to obtain redress, they
attacked the house with their corarades, and wrecked it,
causing & *dangerous riot,” to which Fielding makes
incidentnl reference in one of his letters to the Duke of
Bedford, and which was witnessed by John Byrom, the
poet and stenographer, in whose Remains it is described.
Bosavern Penlez or Pen Lez, who had joined the crowd,
and in whose possession some of the stolen property was
found, was tried and hanged in September. His sentence,
which was considered extremely severe, excited much
controversy, and the objeet of Fielding's pamphlet was
to vindicate the justice and necessity of his conviction.
Towards the close of 1749 Fielding fell seriously ill
with fever aggravated by gout. It was indeed at one
time reported that mortification had supervened; but
under the care of Dr. Thomson, that dubious practitioner
whoso treatment of Winnington in 1746 had given rise
to so much paper war, he recovered; and during 1750
was actively employed in his magisterial duties. At
this period lawlessness and violence appear to have
prevailed to an unusual extent in the metropolis, and
the office of a Bow Street justice was no sinecure.
Reform of some kind was felt on all sides to bo urgently
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required ; and Fielding threw his two years’ experience
and his deductions therefrom into the form of » pamphlet
entitled An Enquiry info the Causes of the lats Increase of
Rotbers, ete., with some Proposals fur vemedying this growing
Ewnl. 1twas dedicated to the then Lord High Chaneellor,
Philip Yorke, Lord Hardwicke, by whom, as well as by
more recent legal authonties, it was highly spprecisted.
Like the Charge fo the Grand Jury, it is a grave argumen-
tative document, dealing serjously with Inxury, drunk-
enness, gaming, and other prevalent vices, Once only,
in an ironieal passage respecting beaus and fine ladies,
does the suthor remind us of the author of Tom Jones.
As a rule, he is weighty, practical, and lesrned in the
law. Against the curse of Gin-drinking, which, awing
to the facilities for obtaining thst liquor, had inereased
to an alarming extent amapg the poorer classes, ke is
especially urgent and energetic. He points ont that it
is not only making dreadinl havoe in the present, but
that it is enfeebling the race of the future, and be con-
cludes—

“Some little Care on this Heed is rurely necessary : For
the' the Encreate of Thieves, and the Destructicn of Mer-
ality ; thoagh the Loss of our Labourers, our Saflory, and o=
Solduers, should not be pufficient Reasons, there ia ena whish
seent 10 be unanswerable, snd that 1, the Lees of oux Geme
drigkers: Sinee, should the drinking this Posen be cozsizoed
in jte present Height during the next twenty Years, fhare
Tﬂl:;;’fnem Tume, be very few of the commey Pecyle 1ef to

To the appeal thus made by Fielding in Jaznary 175
Hogarth added his pictorial pm‘ixs’;t o the f;.}"l.‘:;l;
month by his awfal plate of Gin Lens, wiith, 8 nee
actually prompted by bis friend's words, was oo =5
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inspired by the same crying evil. One good result of
these efforts was the “Bill for restricting the Sale of
Spirituous Liguors,” to which the royal assent was given
in June, and Fielding’s connection with this enactment
is practically acknowledged by Horace Walpole in his .
Memoires of the Last ten Years of the Reign of George II. The
-Jaw was not wholly effectual, and was difficult to enforce;
but it was not by any means without its good effects.!
Between the publication of the Enguiry and that of
Amelia there is nothing of importance to chronicle except
Fielding’s connection with one of the events of 1751, the
discovery of the Glastonbury waters. According to the
account given in the Gentleman’s for July in that year, a
certain Matthew Chancellor had been cured of *an asthma
and phthisic” of thirty years’ standing by drinking from
a spring near Chain Gate, Glastonbury, to which he had
(so he alleged) been directed in n dream. The spring
forthwith beeame famous; and in May an entry in the
Historical Chronicle for Sunday, the 5th, records that
above 10,000 persons had visited it, deserting Bristol,
Bath, and other popular resorts. Numerous pamphlets

! The Rev. R. Hurd, afterwards Bishop of Worcester, an upright
and scholarly, but formal and censorious man, whom Johnson
called a **word-picker,” and franker contemporaries “*an old maid
in breeches,” has left n referonce to Fielding at this time which is
not flattering. Y dined with him [Ralph Allen] yesterday,
where I met Mr, Fielding,~a poor emaciated, worn-out rake, whose
gout and infirmities have got the better even of his buffoonery ™
(Letter to Balguy, dated ‘‘Inner Temple, 19th March, 1751.")
That Ficlding had not long before been dangerously ill, and that
ho was a martyr to gout, is fact: the rest is probably no more than
the echo of a foregone conclusion, based upon report, or dislike to
his works, Hurd praised Richordson and proscribed Sterne. He
must have been wholly ont of sympathy with the author of Tom
Jones,
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were published for and agsinst the new waters; and
a letter in their favour, which appeared in the London
Duity Advertiser for the 31st August, signed “Z Z,)is
“yupposed to be wrote” by “J—e F—g” Fielding
was, as may be remembered, s Somersetshire man, Sharp-
ham Dark, his birthplace, being about three miles from
Glastonbury; and he testifies to the * wonderful Effects of
this ealubrious Spring ” in words which show that he had
‘himself experienced them. *Having seen great Numbers
of my Fellow Creatures under two of the most miserable
Diseases human Naturs can labour under, the Asthma and
Evil, retarn from Glastonbury blessed with the Return of
Health, and having myself been relieved from a Disorder
which baffed the most skilful Physicians,” justice to
mankind (he says) obliges him to take notice of the sub-
ject.  The letter is interesting, more as showing that, at
this time, Fielding's health was broken, than as proving
the efficacy of the cure; for, whatever temporary relief
the waters afforded, it is clear (as Mr. Lawrence perti-
nently remarks) that he derived no permanent benefit
from them. They must, however, have continned to
attract visitors, as o pump-room was opened in Angust
1753 ; and, although they have pow fallen into disase,
they were popular for many years,

But a more important occurrence than the discovery
of the Somersetshire spring is s little announcement
contained in Sylvanus Urban's list of publications for
December 1751, No. 17 of which 13 “ Amelha, in 4 books,
12mo; by Henry Fielding, Esq” The publisher, of
course, was Andrew Millar; and the actual day of issue,
a3 appears from the General Adrertiser, was December the
19th, although the title-page, by anticipation, bore the
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date of 1752. There were tio mottoes, one of which was
the appropriate—

“ Felices ter & amplius
Quos trrupta tenet Copula

and the dedication, brief and simply expressed, was to
Ralph Allen. As before, the “artful aid” of advertise-
ment was invoked to whet the public appetite.

“To satisfy the earnest Demand of the Publick (says
Millar), this Work has been printed at four Presses ; but the
Propriefor notwithstanding finds it impossible to get them (sic)
bound in Time, withount spoiling the Beauty of the Impression,
and therefore will sell them sew’d at Half-a-Guinea.”

This was open enough ; but, according to Scott, Millar
adopted a second expedient to assist Amelic with the
booksellers.

¢ He had paid a thousand pounds for the copyright ; and
when he began to suspect that the work would be judged
inferior to its predecessor, he employed the following stratagem
to push it upon the trade. At a sale made to the booksellers,
previons to the publication, Millar offered his friends his other
publications on the usual terms of discount; but when he
came to Amelia, he 1nid it aside, as a work expected to be in
such demand, that he conld not afford to deliver it to the trade
in the usual manner. The ruse succeeded-—the impression
was anxiously bought up, and the bookseller relieved from

- every apprehension of a slow sale.”

There were several reasonswhy—superficially speaking
— Amelia should be * judged inferior to its predecessor.”
That it succeeded Tom Jones after an interval of little
more than two years and eight months wounld be an
important clement in the comparison, if it were known
at all definitely what period was occupied in writing Tom
Jones.  Allthat can be affirmed is that Fielding must have
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been far more at leisure when he composed the earlier
work than he could possibly have been when filling the
office of a Bow Street magistrate. But, in reality, there is
amuch better explanation of the enperiority of Zom Jores
10 Ameha than the merely empirical one of the time it took.
Tom Jones, it has been admirably said by a French critic,
“ g5t g condensation et le vésumé de foute une existence, C'est
le résullat et la conclusion de plusieurs années de passions et
de penstes, la formule dernidre et compléle de la philosophie
personnelle que Ton Sest fade sur toul ce que Ton o vu ¢t
sent.,” Such an experiment, argues Planche, is not twice
repeated in g lifetime : the soil which produced so rich
acrop ¢an but yield & poorer aftermath. Behind Tom
Jones there was the author’s ebullient youth and man-
Tiood ; behind Ameha but a section of his graver middle-
age. There are other reasons for diversity in the man-
ner of the book itself. The absence of the initial chap-
ters, which gave so much variety to Tom Jones, tends to
heighten the sense of impatience which, it must be con-
fessed, occasionslly creeps over the reader of Ameha,
especially in those parts where, like Dickens at a later
period, Fielding delsys the progress of his namm\'e for
the d ion of eocial problems end popular g

However laudable the desue (expressed in the ded;cahon)
10 exposo some of the most glaring Evils, as well public’
as private, which at present infest this Country,” the result
in Amelia, from an art point of view, is as unsatisfactory
&s that of certain wellkmown pages of Bleok House and
Little Dorvit.  Again, there is a marked change 1 the
attitudo of the author,—a change not wholly reconcilable
with the brief period which separates the two novels,
However it mayhave chanced, whether from failing health
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or otherwise, the Fielding of Amelia is suddenly a far
older man than the Fielding of Tom Jones. The robust
and irrepressible vitality, the full-veined delight of living,
the energy of observation and strongth of satire, which
characterise the one give place in the other to a calmer
retrospection, a more compassionate humanity, a gentler |
and more benignant criticism of life. That, as some
have contended, Amelia shows su intellectual falling-off
cannot for a moment be admitted, least of all upon the
ground—as even so staunch an admirer as Mr. Keightley
has allowed himself to believe—that cortaln of its in-
cidents are obviously repeated from the Modern Husband
and others of the author's plays. At this rate Tom
Jones might be judged inferior to Joseph Andrews,
because the Political Apothecary in the “Man of the
Hill's” story has his prototype in the Coffec-House Poli-
fician, whose original is Addison’s Upholsterer. The
plain fact is, that Fielding recognised the failure of his
plays as literature ; he regarded them as dead ; and freely
transplanted what was good of his forgotten work into
the work which he hoped would live. In this, it may
be, there was something of indolence or haste; but
assuredly there was no-proof of declining powers.

I, for the sake of comparison, Tom Jones may be
deseribed as an animated and happily-constructed comedy,
with more than the usual allowance of first-rate charac-
ters, Amelia must be regarded as a one-part piece, in
which the rest of the dramatis persone are wholly sub-
ordinate to the central figure. Captain Booth, the two
Colonels, Atkinson and his wife, Miss Matthews, Dr.
Harrison, Trent, the shadowy and maleficent “ My Lord,”
are all less active on their own account than energised
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and got in motion by Amelia. Round her they revolve;
from her they obtain their impulse and their orbit. The
Tiest of the men, a3 studies, are Dr. Harrison and Colonel
Bath, The former, who is as benevolent as Allworthy,
is far more human, and it may be 2dded, more humor-
ous in welldoing. He is an individual rather than an
abstraction, Dath, with his dignity and gun-cotton
honour, is slso admirable, but not entirely fres from the
objection made to some of Dickens's creations, that
they are rather characteristics thap characters.  Captain
William Booth, beyond his truth to nature, manifests no
qualities thst can compensate for his weakness, and the
best that can bo 8aid of him is, that without it, bis wife
would have had no epportunity for the display of her
magnanimity. There is also a certain want of consist-
ency in his presentment; and when, in the residence
of Mr. Bondum the bailiff, he suddenly develops an
pected scholarship, it is impossible not to suspect

that Ficlding was unwilling to lose the opportunity of

preserving some neglected scenes of the Aufhor’s Farce.
Miss Matthews is a new and rewarkable study of the

Jemme entredenve, to parallel which, as in the case of
Lady Bellaston, we must go to Balzac; Mrs. James,

again, is an excellent example of that vapid and colour-

less ity, the * person of condition.” MmBenne:;

although apparently more contradictory and less intel

ligible, is mevertheless true to her past history 20d

present environments ; while her husband, the sermeant,

with his concealed and reverential love for his t;."i‘—‘

fostersister, has had a long Lne of descendarse in .

modem_nuvcl. Itisupon Amelis, however, that 22 z—t.v

bas lavished all his pains, and thers 13 zo more tometiy

Prad ]
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portrait in the whole of fiction than this heroic and
jmmortal one of feminine goodness and forbearance, Itis
needless to repent that it is painted from Fielding’s first
wife, or to insist that, as Lady Mary was fully persuaded,
«gaveral of the incidents he mentions are real mattors of
fact.” That famous scene where Amelia is spreading,
for the recreant who is losing his money at the King's
Arms, the historic little supper of hashed mutton which
she has cooked with her own hands, and denying herself
a glass of white wine to save the paltry sum of sixpence,
“vhile her Husband was paying n Debt of several
Guineas incwrred by the Ace of Trumps being in the
Hands of his Adversary ”-—a scene which it is impossible
to read aloud without a certain huskiness in the throat,
~the visits to the pawnbroker and the sponging-house,
the robbery by the little servant, the encounter at
Vauxhall, and some of the pretty vignottes of the chil-
dren, are no doubt founded on personal recollections.
Whether the pursuit to which the heroine is exposed
had any foundation in reality it is impossible to say;
and there is a passage in Murphy’s memoir which almost
reads as if it had been penned with the express purpose
of anticipating any too harshly literal identification of
Booth with Fielding, since we are told of the latter that
“though disposed to gallantry by his strong animal
spirits, and the vivacity of his passions, he was remark-
able for tenderness and constancy fo his wife [the italics
are ours}, and the strongest affection for his children.”
These, however, are questions beside the matter, which
is the conception of Amelia. That remains, and must
remain for ever, in the words of one of Fielding’s greatest
modern successors, a firare

.
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Thero sre many women who forgive; but Amelia does
moro~she not only forgives, tut she forgets. The
passage in which she exhibits to her contrite husband
the letter received long befors from Miss Natthews is
one of tho noblest in litersturo; and if it hed been
recorded that Fielding~-like Thack oo a bl

occasion~had hero slapped his fist upon the table, and
waid * That is s stroke of geniva!” it would scarcely
have been s thing to be marvelled at.  One final point
in connection with her may be noted, which has wot
always been borne in mind by those who depict good
women —~much after Hogarth’s fashion ~without a
hesd. She is not by any mesns a simpleton, and
it is misleading to describe her a3 & tender, fluttermy
little creature, who, because she can cook her husbaud’s
supper, and carcsses him with the obsoleta name of
Dilly, roust necessarily be contemptible. On the con-
trary, she has plenty of ability and good sense, with a
fond of humour which enables her to enjoy elily and
even gently satirise the fine lady airs of Mrs, James
Nor is it necessary to contend that her faculties are
subordinated to her affections ; but rather that conjugal
fdelity and Christian chanty are inseparable alike from
her charscter and her creed.

As illustrating the tradition that Fielding depicted
his first wife in Sophis Western and w Amelis, it kes
been remarked that there is no formal descrigtion of her
personal appearsace in bis last novel, her portrait having
already been deawn st length in Tom Jones. Bus the
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following depreciatory sketch by Mrs. James is worth
quoting, not only because it indirectly conveys the im-
pression of a very handsome womsan, but because it .
is also an admirable specimen of Fielding’s lighter
manner :—

% ¢In the first place,’ cries Mrs. James, ‘ her eyes are too
large ; and she hath s look with them that I don't know how
to describe ; but I know I don't like it. Then her eyebrows
are too large ; therefore, indeed, she doth all in her power to
remedy this with her pincers ; for if it was not for those, her
eyebrows would be preposterous.—Then her nose, as well
proportioned as it is, has a visible scar on one side)—Her
neck likewise is too protuberant for the genteel size, especially
as she laces herself ; for no woman, in my opinion, can be
genteel who is not entirely flat before. And lastly, she is
both too short, and too tall.—Well, you may laugh, Mr.
James, I know what I mean, though I cannot well express it.
1 mean, that she is too tall for a pretty woman, and too short
for a fine woman.—There is such & thing as a kind of insipid
medium—a kind of something that is neither one thing or
another. I kmow not how to express it more clearly ; but
when T say such a one is & pretty woman, & pretty thing, a
pretty creature, you know very well I mean a little woman ;
and when I =ay such a one is a very fine woman, a very fine
pereon of & woman, to be sure T must mean a tall woman. |
Now a woman that is between both, is certainly neither the
one nor the other.”

The ingenious expedients of Andrew Millar, to which
reference has been made, appear to have so far sue-
ceeded that a now edition of Amelia was called for on
the day of publication. Johnson, to whom we owe
this story, was thoroughly captivated with the book.
Notwithstanding that on another occasion he paradoxi-
cally asserted that the author was “a blockhead »—

! Seo note on this subject in chapter iv., and Appendix No. TII
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«a barren rascal,” he read it through without stopping,
and pronounced Mrs. Booth to be *the most pleasing
heroine of all the romances.” Richardson, on the other
hand, found “the characters and situations 8o wretch-
edly low and dirty” that he could not get farther than
the first volume. With the professional reviewers, a
certain Critieulus in the Gentleman's pted, it seems to
have fared but il ; and although these adverse verdicts,
if they exist, are now more or less inaccessible, Fielding
has apparently summarised most of them in a mock-trial
of Amelia before the “ Court of Censorial Enquiry,” the
procecdings of which are recorded in Nos. 7 and 8 of the
Corent-Garden Journal. The book is indicted upon the
Statute of Duloess, and the heroine is charged with
being a ‘“low Character,” a “Milksop,” and a “ Fool "
with lack of spirit and fainting too frequently; with
dressing her children, cooking and other “ servile Offices;”
with being too forgiving to her husband; and lastly,
as may bo expected, with the inconsistency, slready
amply referred to, of being “a Beauty withoul a nose”
Dr. Harrison and Colonel Bath are arrsigned much in
the same fashion. After some evidence against her has
been tendered, and *a Great Number of Beaus, Rakes,
fine Ladies, and soveral formal Persons with bushy Wigs,
and Canes at their Noses,” are preparing to supplement
it, a grave man steps forward, and, begging to be heard,
delivers what must be regarded as Fielding’s final apology
for his last novel :—

“If you, Mr. Censor, are yourself a Parent, you will view
me with Compassion when I declare I am the Father of this
poor Girl the Prisoner at the Bar; nay, when I go further
and avow, that of all my Offspring she is my favourite Chald,
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I can truly say that T bestowed a more than ordinary Pains
in her Education; in whick I will venture to affirm, I fol-
lowed the Rules of all those who are acknowledged to have
writ best on the Subject ; and if her Conduct be fairly exn-
mined, she will be found to deviate very liftle from the
strictest Observation of all those Rules ; neither Homer nor
Virgil pursued them with greater Care than myself, and the
candid and learned Reader will sce that the latter was the
noble model, which I made use of on this Occasion.

“J do not.think my Child is entircly free from Faults,
I know nothing human that is so; but surely she doth not
deserve the Rancour with which she hath been treated by the
Public. However, it is not my Intention, at present, to
make any Defence ; but shall submit to a Compromise, which
hath been always allowed in this Court in all Prosecutions
for Dulness. I do, therefore, solemnly declare to you, Mr.
Censor, that I will trouble the World no more with any
Children of mine by the same Muse.”

Whether sincero or not, this last statement appears
to have afforded the greatest gratification to Richardson.
“Will I leave you to Captain Booth?” he writes
ttinmphantly to Mrs, Donnellan, in apswer to a
question she had put to him. * Captain Booth, Madam,
has done his own .business. Mr. Fielding has over-
written himself, or rather under-written ; and in his own
journal seoms ashamed of his last piece; and has pro-
mised that the same Muse shall write no more for him.
The piece, in short, is as dead as if it had been published
forty years ago, as to sale.,” There is much to the same
effect in the worthy little printer’s correspondenco ; but
cnough has been quoted to show how intolerable to the
super-sentimental creator of the high-souled and heroic
Clarissa was his rival's plainer and more practical picture
of matronly virtue and modesty. In cases of this kind,
parva seges safis est, and Amelia has long since outlived
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both rival malice and contemporary coldness, It is »
proof of her suthor’s genius, that she is even more intel-
ligible to our aga than she was to her own.
At the end of the second volume of the first edition
of her history was a notico announcing the immediate
pp of the abx ioned Corent-Garden Journal,
a biweekly paper, in which Frelding, under the style
and title of Sir Alexander Drawcansir, sssumed the
office of Censor of Grest Britain. The first number
of this new venture was issued on January the 4tb, 1752,
and the prico was threcpence. In plan, and general
appearance, it resembled the Jacobitd's Journal, eonsisting
mainly of an introductory Essay, paragraphs of cturrent
news, often accompanied by pamnted editorial comment,
iscell articles, and sdverti: Ona of the
featares of the earlier numbers was & burlesque, but
not very successful, Journal of the present Paper War,
which specdily involved the suthor in actual hostilities
with the notorious guack and adventarer Dr. John Hill,
who for some time had been publishing certain wmpudent
Iucubrations in the Londen Daily Adiertiser under tho
heading of The Inspector, and also with Smollett, whom he
{Fielding) bad ndiculed in his second number, perbaps
on sccount of that little paragraph in the first edition
of Tereqnne Piclle, to which referenco was made in sn
earlier chapter. Smollett, always irritable and com-
bative, retorted by a needlessly coarse and venomons
pamphlet, in which, under the name of *Habbakkuk
Hilding, Justice, Dealer and Chapman,” Fieldiwg was
attacked with wndesenbable brutality, Another, and
seeraingly unprovoked, adversary whom the Journal of
he I'ar brought upon him waa Bonuel Thoraton, after
¥
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wards joint-author with George Colman of the Connois-
seur, who, in a production styled Have af you A1l ; or, The
Drury Lane Journal, lampooned Sir Alexander with
remarkable rancour and assiduity. Mr. Lawrence has
treated these *quarrels of authors” at some length ; and
they also have some record in the curious collections of
the older Disraeli. As & general rule, Fielding was far
less personal and much more scrupulous in his choice of
weapons than those who assailed him ; but the conflict
was an undignified one, and, as Scott has justly said,
“ neither party would obtain honour by an inquiry into
the cause or conduct of its hostilities.”

In the enumeration of Fielding’s works it is some-
what difficult (if due proportion be observed) to assign
any real importance to efforts like the :Covent-Garden
Journal. Compared with his novels, they are insigni-
ficant enough. But oven the worst work of such a man
is notable in its way; and Tieclding’s contributions to
the Journal are by no means to be despised. They are
shrewd lay sermons, often exhibiting much out-of-the-
way erudition, and nearly always distinguished by some
of his personal qualities In No. 33, on “ Profanity,”.
there is a character-sketch which, for vigour and vitality,
is worthy of his best days; and there is also a very
thoughtful paper on “Rending,” containing a kindly
referenco to “the ingenious Author of Clarissa,” which
should have mollified that implacable moralist. In
this essay it is curious to motice that, while Ficlding
speaks with due admiration of Shakespeare and Molitre,
Lucian, Cervantes, and Swift, he condemns Rabelais
and Aristophanes, although in the invocation already
quoted from Tom Jomes, he had included both these
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anthors ameng the models be admired.  Another paper
in the Corent-Garden Journo} is especially interesting
beeatize it affords a clue to a project of Fielding’s which
upfortunstely remained a project. This was a Transla-
tion of the works of Lucian, to be undertaken in con-
junction with his old colleague, the Rev. William
Young, DProposals were advertised, and the enterprise
wss duly heralded by a *puff preliminary,” in which
Fielding, while abstaining from snything directly con-
eerning his own sbilities, observes, “I will only ventare
to say, that 1o Man scems so likely to translate an
Author well, as he who hath formed his Stile upon that
very Author”-~a sentence which, taken in connection
with the references to Lucian in Tom Thumb, the Cham-
pion and clsewhere, must bo accepted es distinetly auto-
biographic. The last number of the Cotent-Garden
Journal (No. 72) was issued in November 1762. By this
time Sir Alexapder seems to bave thoroughly wearied of
his tagk, With more gravity than nsual he takes leave
of letters, begging the Public that they will not hence-
forth father on bim the dulness and scurrility of his
worthy contemporaries ; “since I solemnly declare that
unless in revising my former Works, I have at present
vo Intention to hold any further Correspondence with
the gayer Muses”

The labour of conducting the Corend-Garden Journal
must have been the more severe in that, during the
whole period of its existence, the cditor was vigoronsly
carrying out his duties as a magistrate. . The prison and
political scenes in Amelia, which contetporary critics
regarded a9 redandant, and which even to us are more
carious than cssentral, testify at once to his growing
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rest in reform, and bis keen apprcciation*oi the
octs which oxisted both in the Jaw itself apd in the

ministration of the 1aW3 while the [umerous cases

ard before him, and periodicauy reporbed in his paper
y his clork, afford ample ovidence of his judicial activity-
Jow completely he regarded himself Bthursh and Rigby
xotwithstanding) as the cervant of the public, may be
gabheted from the following regularly repested notice—

«To the PoBLIC.

« A1 Persons who shall for the Future, guffer by TRobbers,

Burglars, &e., are desired jmmediately to bring, OF EeNy the
“with the Time

and Place, and Cjreumstances of the Fact, 10 Henty Fielding,
Esq.; ab his House in Bow treet.”

Another instance of his energy in his yocation is t0 be
found in the Jittle collection of cases entitled Examples
of the Interposilion of Providence, it the Defection @
Punishment of Murder, published, with Preface and
troduction in April 17 59, and prompbed, as advertise:
ment aNDOUNCESs why the many horrid Murders €om
ritted within this last Year” It appeared, a8 & matter
of fact, only o few days ofter the exccution ab Oxford,
for pnrricide, of the notorious Miss Mary Blandys and
might be assumed to have ® more or less timely jntention;
bub the purity of Ficldings purpose s placed beyond &
Joubt by the fact that he freely Jistributed it in courd
to those whom it seemed calculated to profit. - .
The only other works of Ticlding which precede the
posthumously published Journal of @ Voyage to Lisbo!
are the Proposal for Making an Effectual Provision for
Poor, ctCy & pamphlet dedicated to the Right Honbl
Heory Petham, published in January 1753; and tt
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Clear State of the Case of Elzalbeth Canming, published in
March. The farmer, which the lutherto unfriendly

leman's p gly styles an “excellent piece,”
conceived in a manner which gives “a high idea of his
{tho author's] prescnt temper, manners and ability,"
is an elaborate project for the erection, tfer alia, of a
vast building, of which a plan, * drawn by zn Eminent
Hand,” was given, to be called tho County-house, capable
of containing 5000 inmates, and inclnding work-rooms
prisons, an infirmary, and other features, the details of
which are too minute to be repeated in these pages, even
if they had received any attention from the Legislstare,
which they did not. The latter was Fielding’s contri-
bution to the extrsordinary judicial puzzle, which
agitated London in 17534 It is needless to do more
than recall its outline, On the 29th of January 1753,
one Elizabeth Canning, s domestic servant aged eighteen
or thereabouts, and who had hitherto borne an excellent
character, returned to her mother, having been miszing
from the house of her master, a carpenter in Alderman.
bury, sinco the 1st of the samo month. She was hali
starved and half clad, and alleged that she had been
abducted, and confined during her absenco 1 a house on
the Hertford Road, from which she had just escaped.
This houso she afterwards identified as that of one
Mother Wells, o person of very indifferent reputation.
Anill-favoured old gipsy woman named Mary Squires was
&lso declared by her to have been the mamn agent 1 all-
using and detaining her. The gipsy, it is true, sverred
that at the time of the occurrenco ehe was a hundred and
twenty miles away ; but Canning persisted in her state’
ment. Among other people before whom <=
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interest in reform, and his keen appreciation‘of the
defects which existed both in the law itself and in the
administration of the law; while the numerous cases
heard before him, and perjodically reported in his paper
by his clerk, afford ample evidence of his judicial activity.
How completely he regarded himself (Bathurst and Rigby
notwithstanding) as the servant of the public, may be
gathered from the following regularly repeated notice:—

“To the Pusuic.

“ All Persons who shall for the Future, suffer by Robbers,
Burglars, &e., are desired immediately to bring, or send, the
best Description they can of such Robbers, &e., with the Time
and Place, and Circumstances of the Fact, to Henry Fieldiag,
Esq. ; at his House in Bow Street.”

Another instance of his energy in his vocation is to be
found in the little collection of cases entitled Zzampics
of the Inferposition of Providence, in the Deteclion and
Punishment of Murder, published, with Preface and In. .
troduction, in April 1752, and prompted, as advertise-
ment announces, *by the many horrid Murders com-
mitted within this last Year.” It appeared, as a matter
of fact, only a few days after the exccution at Oxford,
for parricide, of the notorious Miss Mary Blardy, and
might be nssumed to have a more or less timely intention ;
but the purity of Fielding's purpose is placed beyond a
doubt by the fact that he freely distributed it in court
to those whom it seemed calculated to profit. .

The only other works of Fielding which precede the
posthumonsly published Journal of a Voyage to Lisbon
are the Proposal for Maling an Effectual Provision for the
Poor, ete., a pamphlet dedicated to the Right Honble.
Henry Pelham, published in January 1753; and the
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Clear Siate of the Case of Ehzadeth Canning, published In
March,  The former, which the hitherto unfriendly
Centleman's p isingly styles an * llent piece,”
conceived in » Tanner which gives “s high idea °€ his
[the author’s) present temper, manuers and ability,
is an elaborate project for the erection, infer alig, of &
vast building, of which a plan, “drawn by 1o Eminent
Hand,” was given, to be called the County-house, eapoble
of containing 5000 inmates, and including work-rooms,
prisons, an infirmary, and other features, the details of
which are too minute to be repeated in these pages, even
if they had received any attention from the Legislatore,
which they did not. The latter was Fielding’s contri-
bution to the estraordinary judicial puszle, which
agitated London in 17534 Ttis needless to do rore
than recall its outlipe. On the 29th of January 1733,
one Elizabeth Canning, s domestic servant aged eighteen
or thereabouts, and who hsd hitherto borne an excellent
character, returned to her mother, having been wissing
from the honse of her master, a carpenter in Aldermaz-
bury, since the 1st of the sume month She was hali
starved and half clad, and alleged that she bad beex
abducted, and confined during ker sbsence m a hozse ¢n
the Hertford Road, from which the had just escaped
This houss the afterwards identified ss that of oxe
Mother Wells, a person of very indifferent reputaton.
Anillfavoured old gipsy woman named Mary Squires was
alto declared by her to have been the mam azent ¢ {0
vsing and detaining ber  The mpey, 1t is tree, averred
thst at the time of the ocorrrence she was & bendred and

twenty miles away ; but Caaning persicted in Eer state.

ment.  Among other people before whor she came wa3
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Tielding, who examined her, as well as a young woman '
called Virtue Hall, who appeared subsequently as one
* of Canning’s witnesses. Fielding seems to have been
strongly impressed by her appearance and her story,
and his pamphlet (which was contradicted in every par-
ticular by his adversary, John Hill) gives a curious and
not very edifying picture of the magisterial proced-
ure of the time, In February, Wells and Squires were
tried ; Squires was sentenced to death, and Wells to
imprisonment and burning in the hand. Then, by the
exertions of the Lord Mayor, Sir Crisp Gascoyne, who
doubted the justice of the verdict, Squires was respited
and pardoned. Forthwith London was split up into
Egyptisn and Canningite factions; a hailstorm of
.._.bpamphlehs set in; portraits and carieatures of the

“principal personages were in all the print shops; and,

“'$0 use Churchill’s words,

“ —Betly Canning was at least,
With Gascoyne’s help, o six months feast.”

In April 1754, however, Fate so far prevailed against her
that she herself, in turn, was tried for perjury. Thirty-
eight witnesses swore that Squires had been in Dorset-
shire ; twenty-seven that she had been scen in Middlesex.
After some hesitation, quite of a piece with the rest of
the proceedings, the jury found Canning guilty; snd
she was transported for seven years. At the end of her
sentence she returned to England to receive o legacy
of £500, which had been left her by an enthusiastic old
lndy of Newington-green.! Her “case” is full of the
most inexplicable contradictions ; and it occupies in the
State Trials some four hundred and twenty closely-printed
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pages of the most curious and picturesque eighteenth-
century details  But how, from the 1st of January
1753 to the 29th of the same mouth, Elizabeth Canning
really did manago to spend her time is a secret that, to
this day, remains undivulged.

1 8o says the Annual Register for 1761, p. 179.  Bat according

1o Iater aecounts (Fent. Mag. x1ul 413), she nerer retarned, dying
1In 1773 at WeathenLeld in Connecticut.



CHAPTER VIL
THE JOURNAL OF A VOYAGE TO LISBON.

In March 1753, when Fielding published his pamphlet
on Elizabeth Canning, his life was plainly drawing to a
close. His energies indeed were unabated, as may be
gathered from o brief record in the Gentleman's for that
month, describing his judicial raid, at four in the morn-
ing, upon a gaming-room, where he suspected certain
highwaymen to be assembled. But his body was en-
feebled by disense, and he knew he could not look for
length of days. He had lived not long, but much ; he
had seen in little space, as the motto te Tom Jones
announced, “the manners of many men;” and now
that, promaturely, the imevitable hour approached, he
called Cicoro and Horace to his aid, and prepared to
meot his fate with philosophic fortitude, Between

** Quem fors dierum cunque dabit, lucro
Appone,”
and
“ Grala superveniet, que non sperabilur, lora,

he tells us in his too-little-consulted Proposal for the Poor,
he had schooled himself to regard events with equa-
nimity, striving above all, in what romained to him of
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life, to perform the duties of his offico efficiently, and
solicitous only for thoso ho must leave behind him.
Henceforward his literary efforts should be mainly
philanthropic and practical, not without the hopo that,
if successful, they might be the means of securing some
provision for his family, Of fiction he had taken formal
leave in the trial of Ameha; and of lighter writing
generally in tho last paper of the Corent-Garden Journal.
But, if wo may trust his Introduction, the amount of
work he had done for his poordaw project must have
been coormous, for bie had read and considered all the
laws upon the subject, as well 23 everything that had
been written on it sinco the days of Elizabeth, yet he
speaks nevertheless as one over whose head the sword
had all the while been impending :—

In words still more resigned and dignified, he con-
cludes the book :—

His enemies, he says, will no doubt “ discover, that instead
of intending a Provision for the Poor, I bave been carving
out one for myeelf,} and have very curningly projected to
build myselfl » fine House et the Expence of the Pullc
This would be to att in direct Opposition to the Advice of
my above Master [{.e. Horace]; 1t would be mdecd

Stritere domas smmemor sepulchrs

Those who do not know me, may bLelieve this; Lut those

¥ Presamably as Governor of the proposed County-bouse,
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who do, will hardly be so deceived by that Chearfulness
which was always natural to me ; and which, I thank God,
my Conscience doth not reprove me for, to imagine that I
am not sensible of my declining Constitution. . . . Ambition
or Avarice can no longer raise s Hope, or dictate :my Scheme
to me, who have no further Design than to pass my short
Remainder of Life in some Degree of Ease, and barely to
preserve my Family from being the Ohjects of any such
Laws as I have here proposed.”

With the exception of the above, and kindred pass-
ages quoted from the Prefaces to the IMiscellanics and
the Plays, the preceding pages, as the reader has no
doubt observed, contain little of a purely autobiographical
character. Moreover, the anecdotes related of Fielding
by Murphy and others have not always been of such a
nature as to inspire implicit confidence in their accuracy,
“while of the very few letters that have been referred to,
none have any of those intimate and familiar touches
which reveal the individuality of the writer. But from
the middle of 1753 up to a short time before his death,
Ticlding has himself related the story of his life, in one
of the most unfeigned and touching little tracts in our
own or any other literature. The only thing which, at the
moment, suggests itself for comparison with the Journal
of a Poyage fo Lisbon is the letter and dedication which
Fielding’s predecessor, Cervantes, prefixes to his last
romance of Persiles and Sigismunda. In each case tho
words are animated by the same uncomplaining kindli-
ness—the same gallant and indomitable spirit; in each
case the writer is & dying man. Cervantes survived
the date of his letter to the Conde do Lemos but thres
days; and the Journal, says Fielding's editor (probahbly
his brother John), was “finished almost at the same
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period with life” It was written, from its anthor's
account, in those moments of the voyage when, his
womankind being sca-sick, and the crew wholly absorbed
in working the thip, he was thrown upon his own re-
sources, sad compelled to employ his pen to while away
the time. Tho Preface, and perbaps the Introduction,
wero added after his arrival at Lisbon, in the brief period
befors his death, 'The former i3 a eemi-humorous
apology for voyage-writing; the latter gives an account
of the circomstances which led to this, his Jast expedition
in search of health.

At the beginning of August 1753, Fielding tells us,
having taken tho Duke of Portland’s medicine! for neara
year, “the effects of which had been the carrying off the
symptoms of a lingering jmperfect gout,” Mr. Ranby,
the King's Sergeant-Sorgeon? (to whom complimentary
reference had been made in the Man of the Hill's
story in Tom Jones), with other able physicians, advised
him “to go immedistely to Bath.” He accordingly
engaged lodginge, and prepared to leave town forthwith.
While he was making ready for his departure, and was
“almost {atigued to death with several long examina-
tions, relating to five different murders, all committed
within the space of 4 weck, by different gangs of street
robbers,” ho received a messago from the Duke of New-
castle, afterwards Premier, through that Mr Carrington
whom Walpole calls “the cleverest of all ministerial
terriers,” requesting bis attendanes in Lincoln's - Jon

? A popular eighteenth-century gout-powder, but a4 old as Galen
The recelpt for it Is prven in the Gentloman's Magazine, vol. xrus.,
24

1 Mr. Fanby was slso the fnend of Hogarth, who etched hue
bouse st Chiswick.
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Ficlds (Newcastle House). Being lame, and greatly
over-taxed, Ficlding excused himself. But the Duke
sent Mr. Carrington again next day, and Fielding with
great difficulty obeyed the summons. After waiting
" some three hours in the antechamber (no unusual fea-
ture, as Lord Chesterfield informs us, of the Newcastlo
audiences), 2 gentleman was deputed to consult him as
to the devising of a plan for putting an immediate end
to the murders and robberies which had becomo so
common. This, although the visit eost him “a severe
cold,” Fielding at once undertook. A proposal was
speedily drawn out and submitted to the Privy Council.
Its essential features were the employment of a known
informer, and the provision of funds for that purpose.
By the time this scheme was finally approved, Field-
ing's disorder had “turned to a deep jaundice,” in which
cago the Bath waters were generally regarded as * almost
infallible.” But his eager desire to break up ¢ this gang of
villains and cut-throats” delayed him in London; and a
day or two after he had received a portion of the stipulated
grant, (which portion, it scems, took several weeks in
arriving), the whole body were entirely dispersed,—
' “seven of them were in actual custody, and the rest
driven, some out of town, and others out of the kingdom.”
In examining them, however, and in taking depositions,
which often occupied whole days and sometimes nights,
although he had the satisfaction of knowing that during
the dark months of November and December the metro-
polis enjoyed complete immunity from murder and
robbery, his own health was “reduced to the last -
oxtremity.”
“Mine (he says) was now no longer what is called a
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Bath case,” por, if it had been, could his strength have
sustained the “intolerable fatigue” of the journey
thither. He accordingly gave up his Bath lodgings,
which he ha! hitherto retaned, and went inte tho
country “in a very weak and deplorable condition.”
He was suffering from janndice, dropsy, and astbma,
under which combination of discases his body was “so
entirely emaciated, that it had Jost al) its muscnlar flesh.™
He had begun with reason “to look on his case as
desperate,” and might fairly have regarded hmscli as
voluntarily sacrificed ta the good of the public. Bat he
is far too bonest to assign his action to philanthropy
alone. His chief object (ho owns) had been, if possible,
to securo somo provision for hus family w the event of
his death. Not being a “trading justice,”—thas ix a
justice who took bribes from smtors, like Jostice
Thrasher in Amelia, or Justice Squeeztm iz the ¢
Hlouse Polilician,—his post at Bow Secreet had sexr
been a lucrative one.  * By composmyz, msead
flaming, the quarrels of porters g=i &
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went into it with some little resolution. My wife, who
behaved more like a heroine and philosopher, tho’ at the
same time the tenderest mother in the world, and my eldest
daughter, followed me ; some friends went with us, and others
here took their leave ; and I heard my behaviour applanded,
with many murmurs and praises to which I well knew I had
no title ; as all other such philosephers may, if they have
any modesty, confess on the like occasions.”

Two hours later the party reached Rotherhithe.
Hore, with the kindly assistance of his and Hogarth’s
friend, Mr. Saunders Welch, High Constable of Holborn,
the sick man, who, at this time, “had no use of his
limbs,” was carried to a boat, and hoisted in a chair over
the ship’s side. This latter journey, far more fatiguing
to the sufferer than the twelve miles ride which he had
previously undergone, was not rendered more easy to
bear by the jests of the watermen and sailors, to whom
his ghastly, death-stricken countenance seemed matter
for merriment; and he was greatly rejoiced to find
himself safely seated in the cabin. The voyage, how-
ever, alrendy more than once deferred, was not yet to
begin. Wednesday, being King’s Proclamation Day, the
vessel could not be cleared at the Custom House ; and
on Thursday the skipper announced that he should not
set out until Saturday. As Fielding’s complaint was
again becoming troublesome, and no surgeon was avail-
able on board, he sent for his friend, the famous ana-
tomist, Mr. Hunter, of Covent Garden,! by whom he
was fapped, to his own relief, and the admiration of
the simple sea-captain, who (he writes) was greatly im-
pressed by “the heroic constancy, with which I had -

1 ‘This must have been Willlam Hunter, for in 1754 his ruore
distinguished brother John had not yet become celebrated.
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borne an operation that is attended with scares any
degreo of pain” On Sunday the vessel dropped down
to Gravesend, where, on the next day, Mr. Welch,
who until then had attended them, took his leavo ; and,
Ficlding, relieved by the trocar of any immediate appro-
bensions of discomfort, might, in spita of his forlorn
case, have been fairly at ease. Ho had a new concern,
however, in the stato of Mrs Fielding, whe was in
agouy with toothache, which successivo operators failed
to relievo; snd there is an unconsciously tonching
little pictars of the aick man and his skipper, who was
deaf, sitting silently over “a small bowl of punch” in
the natraw cabin, for fear of waking the pain-worn
sleeper in the adjoining state-room.  Of his second wife,
83 may he gathered from tho operung words of the
Jeurnal, Fielding always speaks with the warmest affec-
tion snd gratitude. Elsewhere, recording a storm off
the Jsle of Wight, he sayps, “My dear wife and child
wmust pandon me, if what I did not conceive to be any
great evil to myscll, I was not much terrified with the
thoughts of bappening to them - in truth, I have often
thought they are both too good, and too gentle, to be
trsted to the power of any man.”  With what a tenseity
of courtesy he trested the whilom Mary Daniel may be
pathered from the following vignette of insolence in
office, which can bo taken as a set-off ta the malicions
tattle of Walpole:—

“Soon after their departure fre Mr Weleh and a com-
ranion] our ealan, where my wife and I were mtting together,
was vinted by two rofians, whose appeirance grestly corre-
rended with that of the shenffs, or rather the knight-
manbals Lailifla  One of thes, especrally, who seemed to
dfiet 2 more than onhinary degres of rudeness and insolence,

N
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came in without any kind of ceremony, with & broad gold
lace upon his hat, which was cocked with much military
fierceness on his head. An inkhorn at his button-hole, and
some papers in his hand, sufficiently assured me what he
was, ond I asked him if he and his companions were not
custom-house officers ; he answered with sufficient dignity
that they were, as an information which he seemed to consider
would strike the hearer with awe, and suppress all further
inquiry ; but on the contrary I proceeded to ask of what
rank he was in the Custom house, and receiving an answer
from his companion, as I remember, that the gentleman was
a riding surveyor ; I replied, that he might be a riding sur-
veyor, but could be no gentleman, for that none who had
any title to that denomination would bresk into the presence
of o lady, without any apology, or even moving his hat. He
then took his covering from his head, and laid it on the
table, saying, he asked pardon, and blamed the mate, who
should, he said, have informed him if ‘any persons of dis-
tinction were below. I told him he might guess from our -
appearance (whick, perhaps, was rather more than eould be
eaid with the strictest adherence to truth) that he was before
a gentleman and lady, which shounld teach him to be very
civil in his behaviour, tho’ we should not happen to be of
the number whom the world calls people of fashion and
distinetion. However, 1 said, that as he scemed sensible of
tds error, and had ssked pardon, the lady would permit him
to put his hat on again, if he chose it. This he refused with
gome degree of surliness, and failed not to convinee me that,
if I should condescend to become more gentle, he would soon
grow more rude.” ’

The date of this occurrence was July the Ist. On’
the evening of the same day they weighed anchor and
managed to reach the Nore. For miore tham a weck
they were wind-bound in the Downs, but on the 11th
they anchored off Ryde, from which place, on the next
morning, Fielding despatched the following letter to
his brother. Besides giving the names of the captain and
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the ship, which are carefally suppressed in the Journal,!
it is especially interesting as being the last letter written
by Fielding of which we have any knowledge :—

#0n board the Queen of Portugal, Rich? Veal at
anchor on the Mcther Dank, off Ryde, to the
Care of the Post Master of Portsmonth—this iy

my Date and y* Direction,

July 12 1754,

“Dear Jack, After receiving that agreeatle Lre from
Mem Ficlding apd Co., we weighed on monday morning
and miled from Deal to the Westward  Four Days Jong bat
inconceivably pleasant Pemsge brought ps yesterday to sn
Anchor on the Mother Bank, on the Back of the Isle of
Wigkt, where we hod last Night in Safety the Pleasure of
bearing the Winds pear over cur Heada in ¢ violent & Tem-
pest a1 I hsve known, and where my only Consideration
wers the Fears which must postess any Friend of ours, Gf
there is happily any such) who really makes our Wellbeing
the Object of his Concern especially 1f such Friend ehonld be
totally inexperienced in Sea Affaire. [ therefore Leg thaten
the Day you receive this 3™ Damel? may know that we are
jnrt risen from Breakfast in Health and Spints thus twelfth
Instant at O in the moming  Our Voyage hath proved fruit-
ful in Adrentures all which being to be written 1n the Book,
you must postpone y* Cuniority  As the Incidents which

§ Protubly this was intentional Notwithstanding the state-
ment fn the *“Dedication to the Public™ that the text is piven
“as [t ame from the hands of the autkor,” the Journal, ia tha
£t fumme of J7U5, scems to Lave been conmdenably “edited”
**Mre, Francia® (the Ryde lindlady) s thers called **Mrs. Hum.
phrys” and the gortrut of the rulitary coxcomb, together with
soe particnlars of Fielding's vieit to the Duke of Newcastle, and
otber details, are wholly omitted.

? 1t will te remembered that the maiden-name of Fieldlng's
second wife, a3 given In the Register of St Dene't's, was Mary
Danlel **3r. Dasiel™ wan therefore, in all probability, Field.
feg's mother in law; and it may reasonably be assumed that she
bad remaiond fn charge of the Little family at Fordhaok
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fall under y* Cognizance will possibly he consigned to
Oblivion, do give them to us as they pass, Tell y* Neigh-
bour I am much obliged to him for recommending me to the
Care of & most able and experienced Seaman to whom other
Captains scem to pay such Deference that they attend and
watch his Motions, and think themselves only safe when
they act under his Direction and Example. Our Ship in
Truth seems to give Laws on the Water with as much
Authority and Superiority as you Dispense Laws to the
Public and Examples to y°* Brethren in Commission. FPlease
{o direct y° Answer to me on Board as in the Date, if gone
to be returned, and then send it by the Post and Pacquet to
Lishon to
YT affect Brother
“1l, FieupiNe

“To John Fielding Esq. at his House in ;

Bow Street Covt Garden London.”

As the Queen of Porlugal did nob leave Ryde until
the 23d, it is possible that Fielding received a reply.
During the remainder of this desultory voyage he con-
tinued to beguile his solitary hours—hours of which
we are loft to imagine the physical torture and mono-
tony, for he says but little of himself-——by jottings
and notes of the, for the most part, trivial accidents of
his progress. That happy cheerfulness, of which he
spoke in the Proposal for the Poor, had not yet deserted
him; and there are moments when he seems rather
on a pleasure-trip than a forlorn pilgrimage in search
of health, At Ryde, where, for change of air, he went
ashore, he chronicles, after many discomforts from
the most disobliging of landladies (let the pame of -
Mrs. Francis go down to posterity!), *the best, the
pleasantest, and the merriest meal, [in & barn] with more
appetite, more real, solid luxury, and more festivity, than
was ever seen in an enfertainment at Whites.” At
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Torbay, he expatistes upon the merits and flavour of the
John Dory, a specimen of which “gloriously regaled”
the party, and furnished him with a pretext for 2 dis-
scrtation on the London Fish Supply. Another page he
devotes to commendation of the excellent Finum Pomonee,
or Sonthamm cyder, supplied by “Mr. Giles Loverance of
Cheeshurst, near Dartmouth in Devon,” of which, for
the eum of five pounds ten shillings, he extravagantly
purchases threo hogsheads, one for himself, and the
others as presents for friends, among whom no doubt was
kindly Mr, Welch. Hera and there he sketches, with
bat little abatement of Lis earlicr gaiety and vigour, the
human nature around him. OF the objectionable Ryde
landlady and her husband there are portraits not much
inferior to those of the Tow-wouses in Joseph Andrews,
whilo the military fop, who visits his unclo the captain
off Spithead, is drawn with all the insight which depicted
tho vagaries of Ensign Northerton, whom indeed the real
hero of the Journal not & little resembles  The best
charaeter sketeh, however, in the whole is that of Captain
Richard Veal himself (one almost feels inclmed to wonder
whether he was in any way related to the worthy lady
whose apparition visited Mrs, Bargrave at Canterbury 1),
but it is of necessity somewhat dispersed. It has also an
additional attraction, beeause, if we remember rightly, it
i Fielding's eole excursion into the domain of Smollstt.
The rough old sea-dog of the Haddock and Vernon pertod,
who had been a privateer; and who still, as ekipper of &
merchant-man, when he visits o friend or gallants the
tadies, decorates himself with a searlet coat, cockade, and
sword ; who gives vent to a kind of Irish howl when hus

favourito kitten is suffocated under a feather bed, and
-
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falls abjectly on his knees when threatened with the dread-
ful name of Law, is a character which, in its surly good-
humour and sensitive dignity, might easily, under more
favourable circumstances, have grown into an individu-
ality, if not equal to that of Squire Western, at least
on alevel with Partridge or Colonel Bath. There are
numbers of minute touches—as, for example, his mis-
taking “a lion” for #Elias” when he reads prayers to
the ship's company ; and his quaint asseverations when
excrcised by the inconstancy of the wind—which show
how closely Fielding studied his deaf companion. But
it would occupy too large & space to examine the Journal
moro in detail. It is sufficient to say that after some
further delays from wind and tide, the travellers sailed up
the Tagus. Here, having undergone the usual quarantine
and custom-house obstruction, they landed, and Fielding's
penultimate words record a good supper at Lisbon, «for
which we were as well charged, as if the bill had been
made on the Bath Road, between Newbury and London.”
The book ends with a line from the poet whom, in the
Proposal for the Poor, he had called his master :—

“—~hic fints chartaque vieque.”

Two months afterwards he died at Lisbon, on the 8th of
October, in the forty-cighth year of his age.

He was buried on the hillside in the centre of the
beautiful English cemetery, which faces the great Basilica
of the Heurt of Jesus, otherwise known as the Church
of the Estrella. Here, in a leafy spot where the night-
ingales fill the still air with song, and watched by those
secular cypresses from which the place takes its Portu-
guese name of Os Cypresics, lies all that was mortal of

»
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him whom Scott called the-*Father of the English
Novel.” His first tomb, which Wraxall found in 1772,
“nearly concealed by weeds and nettles,” was erected by
the English factory, in consequence mainly—as it seems
—of a proposal made by an enthusiastic Chevalier de
Moyrionnet, to provide one (with an epitaph) at his
own expense. That now oxisting was substitated in

. 1830, by the exertions of the Rev. Christopher Neville,
British Chaplain at Lisbon, 1t is a heavy sarco-
phagus, resting upon a large base, and surmounted by
just such another urn and flame &s that on Hogarth's
Tomb at Chiswick. On the front is a long Latin inscrip-
tion ; on the back the better-known words :—

Luarr BriTaNnza GREMIO NOX DART
FovERE NATUM!

It is to this Jast memonal that the late George Borrow
referred in his Bible 1n Spain -—

“Let travellers deyote one entire morning to ipspecting
the Arcos and the Mai das agoss, after which they may
repair to the English church and cemetery, Pére-la.chaise in
minjature, where, if they be of England, they may well be
excused if they kiss the cold tomb, as I dud, of the author of
“ Amelia,” the most gingnlar genius which their island ever
produced, whose works it has long been the fashion to abuse
in public and to read in secret.”

Borrow’s book was first published in 1843, Of late
years the tomb had been somewhat neglected, but
from a jcation in the 4k of May 1879,
it appears that it had then been recently cleaned, and

1 The fifth word 13 generally mven ss “‘datom.” Bat thea'
version, which has been venfied st Lisbon, may be accept/
torrect,




-

184 FIELDING. {crar,

the imscriptions restored, by order of the present
chaplain, the Rev. Godfrey Pope.

There is but one authentic portrait of Henry Fielding
This is the pen-and-ink sketch drawn from memory by
Hogarth, long after Fielding’s death, to serve as a {rontis-
piece for Murphy’s edition of his works. It was engraved
in facsimile by James Basire, with such success that
the artist is said to have mistaken an impression of ‘the
plate (without its emblematic border) for his.own draw-
ing. Hogarth's sketch is the sole source of all the
portraits, more or less “romanced,” which are prefixed
to editions of Fielding; and also, there is good reason
to suspect, of the dubious little miniature, still in pos-
session of his descendants, which figures in Hutchins's
History of Dorset and elsewhere. More than one account -
has been given of the way in which the drawing was
produced. The most effective, and, unfortunately, the
most populer, version has, of course, been selected by
Murphy. In this he tells us that Hogarth, being un-
able to recall his dead friond’s features, had recourse
to o profile cut in paper by a lady, who possessed the
happy talent which Pope ascribes to Lady Burlington.
Her name, which is given in Nichols, was Margaret
Collier, and she was possibly the identical Miss Col-
lier who figures in Richardson’s Correspondence. Set-
ting aside the fact that, as Hogarth’s eyc-memory was
marvellous, this story is highly improbable, it was ex-
prossly contradicted by George Stecvens in 1781, and by
John Ireland in 1798, both of whom, from their relations
with Hogarth’s family, were likely to be credibly in-
formed. Steovens, after referring to Murphy's fable,
says in the Biographical dncodoles of illiam Iogarth, “1
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am assored that our artist began and finished the head
in the presenco of his wife aund another lady. He had
o assistance but from his own memory, which, on such
fons, Was rematkabl jons.” Ireland, in his
Hogarth NMusirated, gives us as the simple fact the fol-
Yowing:—*Fogartn being toid, wier s Srend’s death,
thst & portrait was wanted as a frontispieco to bis works,
cketched this from memory.” According to the jnscrip-
tion on Basires plate, it represents Fielding at the age
of forty-cight, or in the year of Lis death. This, how-
ever, can only mean that it represents him as Hogarth
" had last scen him. But long before ha died, disease had
greatly altered his sppearance; and be must have been
fittle mora than the shadew of the handsome Harry
Frelding, who wrote farces for Mrs. Clive, 2nd heard the
chimes at midnight. As ho himself sags in the Poyage
to Lrshon, ho had lost his teeth, and the consequent fall-
ingin of the lips js plainly perceptible in the profile.
The shape of the Roman nose, which Colonel James in
Ameha i ly styled a “proboseis,” would, how-
ever, remzin unaltered, and it is etill possible to divine a
carl, half humorous, half ironic, in the short upper lip.
The eye, apparently, was dark and deepset. Oddly
enough, the chin, to the length of which he had bimseit
selerred in the Chammon, does not appear abnormal?

1 In the bost of Fielding whichk Miss Margaret Thomas hay
becn commigsioned by Mr. R A. Kinglake to execute for the
Somerset Valhalla, the Shire-TIall st Tauntan, these points hsve
been carefally considered ; and the aculptor has succeeded 1 ro-
duchug & work which, while it enggests the mungling of humour and
dignity that 1s Fleling's chief chartctersti, 15 also generally faith.
falto Hogarth's indrcations  From these, 1ndred, 1t 18 wmpasatble
to deviste. Not only 1s kus portrait unique; but 1t was admitted
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Boyond the fact that he was above six feet in hoight,
and, until the gout had broken his constitution, unusu-
ally robust, Murphy adds nothing further to our idea of
his personal appearance.

That other picture of his character, traced and retraced
(often with much exaggeration of outline), is so familiar
in English literature, that it cannot now be materially
altered or amended. Yet it is impossible not to wish
that it were derived from some less prejudiced or more
trustworthy witnesses than those who have spoken,—
say, for. example, from Lyttclton or Allen. There are
always signs that Walpole's malice, and Smollott's ani-
mosity, and the rancour of Richardson, have had too much
to do with the representation; and even Murphy and
Lady Mary are scarcely persons whom one would select
as ideal biographers. The latter is probably right-in
comparing her cousin to Sir Richard Steele. Both were
generous, kindly, brave, and sensitive ; both were impro-
vident ; both loved women and little children; both
sinned often, and had their moments of sincere repent-
ance; to both was given that irrepressible hopefulness,
and full delight of being which forgets to-morrow in
to-day. That Henry Fielding was wild and reckless in
his youth it would be idle to contest ;—indeed it is an
intelligible, if not a necessary, consequence of his physique
and his temperament.  But it is not fair to speak of him
as if his youth lasted for ever. *Critics and biographers,”
says Mr. Leslie Stephen, “have dwelt far too exclusively
upon the uglier side of his Bohemian life;” and Field-
ing himself, in the Jacobite’s Journal, complains sadly

to be like Fielding by Fielding's friends. [The bust was placed in
the Shire Hall, 4th September 1853.]
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that his enemies have traced his impeachment “even
to his boyish Years” That he who was prodigal as
a lad was prodigal ss a man may be conceded ; that
he who was sangnine at twenty would be sanguine at
forty (although this is less defensible) may also be allowed.
But, if we press for “better assarance than Bardolph,”
there is absolutely no good evidence that Fielding's
career after his marrisge materially differed from that of
other men struggling for 4 livelihood, hampered with
illhealth, and exposed to all the shifts and bumiliations
of pecessity. If any portrait of him is to be handed
down to posterity, let it be the last rather than the first ;
—not the Fielding of the green-room and the tavern—
of Covent Garden frolics and *modern conversations;”
but the energetic magistrate, the tender husband and
father, the kindly host of his poorer friends, the prac-
tical philanthropist, the patient and magnanimous hero
of the Poyage to Liston. If these things be remembered,
it will seem of minor importance that to his dying
day he never knew the value of money, or that he forgot
bis troubles over a chicken and champagne. And even
his improvidence was not without its excusablo side.
Once—go runs the legend—Andrew Millsr made him
an advance to meet the claims of an importunste tax-
gatherer.  Carrying it home, he met & friend, in even
worse straits than his own; and the money changed
hands. When the tax-gatherer arnived thers was nothing
but the answer—*Friendship has called for the moncy
and had it; let the collector call again” Justice, it
is needless to say, was satisfied by a second advance
from the bookseller. But who shall condemn the man
of whom such a story can be told 1
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The literary work of Ficlding is so inextricably inter- °
woven with what is lmown of his life that most of it has
been examined in the course of the foregoing narrative.
What remains to be said is chiefly in summary of what
has been said already. As a dramatist he has no emi-
nence ; and though his plays do not deserve the sweeping
condemnation with which Macaulay once spoke of them
in the House of Commons, they are not likely to atbract
any critics but those for whom the inferior cfforts of a
great genius possess a morbid fascination. Some of them
serve, in a measure, to illustrate his career ; others contain
hints and situations which he afterwards worked into his -
novels ; but the only ones that possess real stage qualities
are those which he borrowed from Regnard and Molidre.
Don Quizote in England, Pasquin, the Historical Register,
can claim no present consideration commensurate with
that which they received as contemporary satires, and
their interest is mainly antiquarian; while Tom Thumb
and the Corent-Garden Tragedy, the former of which would
make the reputation of a smaller man, can scarcely hope
to be remembered beside Amelia or Jonathan ¥Vild.
Nor can it be admitted that, as a periodical writer,
Fielding was at his best. In spite of effective passages,
his essays remain far below the work of the great
Augustans, and are not above the level of many of
their less illustrious imitators. That instinet of popular
selection, which retains a faint hold upon the Rambler,
the Adeenfurer, the TWorld, and the Connoisseur, or at
least consents to give them honourable interment as
“British Essayists” in a sccluded corner of the shelves,
has made no pretence to any preservation, or even any |
winnowing, of the Champion and the True Patriof. Field-
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iog’s papers are Jearped and ingenjous; they xfre fre-
quently humorous ; they aro often earpest but it must
be a loiterer in Literature who, in these days, except for
antiquarian or biographical purposes, can honestly find it
worth whils to consult them. His pamphlets and projects
are more valuable, if only that they prove him to have
Tooked curiously and sagaciously at social and political
problems, and to have striven, a3 far as ip him lay, toset
the crooked straight. Their mmport, to-day, is chiefly
that of links in a chain—of contributions to & progressive
literatare which has travelled into regions unforeseen by
the suthor of the Proposal for the Poor, and the Inquiry
into the Causes of the late Increase of Robbers  As such, they
have their place in that library of Political Economy of
which AMr. MCnlloch has eatalogued the riches. It is
- not, however, by his pamphlets, his essays, or his plays
that Fielding is really memorable ; it is by his triad of
novels, and the surpassing study in irony of Jowathan
JFild. In Josepk Andrews wa havo the first eprightly
runuings of a genius that, after much uncertainty, had
at last fonnd its fitting vein, but was yet doubtful
and undisciplined : in Tom Jomes the perfect plan has
come, with the perfected method and the assured ex-
pression.  There is an inevitable loss of that fine way-
wardness which is sometimes the result of untrained
effort, but there is the general gain of order, and the
full production which results of art. The highest point
is reached in Tom Jones, which is the earliest definite
and authoritative manifestation of the modern novel
Tts relation to De Foe is that of the vertebrate to the
invertebrate: to Richardson, that of the resl to tha
ideal—~one might almost add, the impossible. It ean
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be compared to no contemporary English work of its-
own kind; and if we seek for its parallel at the time
of publication we must go beyond literature to art—to
the masterpiece of that great plctomal satirist who
was Fielding’s friend. In both Fielding and Hogarth
there is the same constructive power, the same rigid
sequence of cause and effect, the same significance of
detail, the same sidelight of allusion. Both have.the
-same hatred of affectation and hypocrisy—the same un-
erring insight into character. Both are equally attracted
by striking contrasts and comic situations; in both there
is the same declared morality of purpose, coupled with
the same sturdy virility of expression. One, it is true,
leaned more strongly to tragedy, the other to comedy.
But if Fielding had painted pictures, it would have been
in the style of the Marringe & la Mode ; if Hogarth had
written novels, they would have been in the style of Tom
Jones. In the gentler and more subdued Amelia, with
its tender and womanly central-figure, there is a certain
change of plan, due to altered conditions—it may be,
to an altered philosophy of art. The narrative is less
brisk and animated ; the character-painting less broadly
humorous ; the philanthropic clement more strongly
doveloped. To trace the influence of these three great
works in succceding writers would hold us too long. It
mny, nevertheless, be safely asserted that there are fev
English novels of manners, written since Fielding’s day
which do not descend from him as from their fount an
source ; and that more than one of our modern master
betray unmistakable signs of a form and fashion studie
minutely from their frank and manly ancestor.



POSTSCRIPT.

A vew particulars respecting Fielding's family and
posthumous works can scarcely be.omitted from the
present memoir. It has been stated that by his first
wife be had one daughter, the Harriet or Harriot who
accompanied him to Lishon, and survived him, aithough
Mr., Keightley says, but without giving his anthority,
she did not survive him long. Of his family by Mary
Daniel, the cldest som, William, to whoso birth refer-
ence has already been made, was bred to the law, became
a barrister of the Middle Temple eminent gs a special
pleader, and nltimately & Westmis d He
died in October 1820, at the age of seventy-threo. Ho
seems to have shared his father’s conversational qualities,!
2nd, Yike him, 1o have been a strepuous advocate of the
poor and unfortunate. Southey, writing from Keswick
in 1830 to Sir Egerton Brydges, spesks of a meeting
he had in St. James's Park, about 1817, with one of
the novelist’s sons. *“He was then,” says Southey,
“a fine old man, though visibly shaken by time : he re-
ceived me in a manner which bad much of old courtesy
about jt, and I looked upon him with great interest for
his father’s sake.” 'The date, and the fact that William
3 Fide Lockbart's Infe of Seott, chap L
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Fielding had bhad a puralytic stroke, make it almost
certain that this was he; and a further reference by
Southey to his religious opinions is confirmed by the
obituary notice in the Gentleman’s, which speaks of him
as a worthy and pious man. The names and baptisms -
of the remaining children, as supplied for these pages by
the late Colonel Chester, were Mary Amelis, baptized
January 6, 1749 ; Sophia, January 21, 1750 ; Louisa,
December 3, 1752 ; and- Allen, April 6, 1754, about a
month before Fielding removed to Ealing” All these
baptisms took place at St. Paul's, Covent Garden, from
the registers of which these particulars were extracted.
The eldest daughter, Mary Amelin, does not appear to
have long survived, for the same registers record her
burial on the 17th December 1749. Allen Fielding
became a clergyman, and died, nccording to Burke,
in 1823, being then vicar of St. Stephen’s, Canterbury.
He left a family of four sons and three daughters. One
of the sons, George, became rector of North Ockendon,
Essex, and married, in 1825, Mary Rebecca, daughter
of Ferdinand Hanbury-Williams, and grandniece of
Fielding’s friend and school-fellow Sir Charles. This |
Iady, who so curiously linked the present and the past,
died not long since at Hereford Square, Brompton, in
her eighty-fifth year. Mrs. Fielding herself (Mary
Daniel) appears to have attained a good old age. Her
death took place at Canterbury on the 11th of March
1802, perhaps in the house of her son Allen, who is
stated by Nichols in his Leicesfershire to have been
rector in 1803 of St. Cosmus and Damian-in-the-Blean.
After her husband’s death, her children wero educated
by their uncle John and Ralph Allen, the latter of
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whom—says Murphy—made a very liberal annual dona-
tion for that purpose; and (adds Chalmers in & note),
when he died in 1764, bequeathed to the widow and
those of her family then living, the sum of £100 each.
Among Fieldings other connections it is only neces-
sary tospeak of his sister Sarah, and his above-mentioned
brother John. Sarah Fielding continued to write; and in
addition to Darid Simple, published the Gorerness, 1749 ;
a translation of Xenophon's Memorabilia; a dramstic
fable called the Cry, and some other forgotten books.
During the latter part of her life she lived at Bath,
whero she was highly popular, both for her personal
charncter and her accomplishments. She died in
1769 ; and ker friend, Dr. John Hoadly, who wrote the
verees to the Rald's Progress, erected a monument to
her memory in the Abbey Church,
“Her unaffected Manners, candid Mind,

Her Heart benevolent, and Sen) resign’d ;

Were more her Prajse than all ehe knew or thought

Thongh Athens Wisdom to her Sex she taught,”—
says he; but in mere facts the inscrption is, as he
modestly styles it, a * deficient Memorial,” for she is de-
scribed as having been born in 1714 jnstead of 1710,
and as being the second daughter. of General Henry
instead of General. Edmund Fielding. Jobn Fieldmg,
the novelist's half-brother, as already stated, succeeded
kim at Bow Street, though the post 1s sometimes
claimed (on Boswell's authority) for Mr. Welch, The
mistske po doubt arose from the circumstance that
they frequently worked in concert.  Previous to his
appointment 2s a magistrate, Jobn Fielding, in add:-
tion to assisting his brother, seems to have been largely

o
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concerned in the promotion of that curious _enterprise,
the “ Universal-Register-Office,” so often advertised in
the Covend-Garden Journal. It appears to have been an
Estate Office, Lost Property Office, Servants’ Registry,
Curiosity Shop, and multifarious General Agency. As
a magistrate, in spite of his blindness, John Fielding
was remarkably energetic, and is reported to have known
more than 3000 thieves by their voices alone, and could
recognise them when brought into Court. A description
of London and Westminster is often aseribed to him, but
he denied the authorship. He was knighted in 1761,
and died at Brompton Place in 1780. Lyttelton, who
had become Sir George in 1761, was raised to the peer-
age as Baron Lyttelton of Frankley three years after .
Fielding’s death. He died in 1773., In 1760-5 he pub-
lished his Dialogues of the Dead, profanely characterised by
Mr. Walpole as *Dead Dialogues.” = No. 28 of theseisa
colloquy between “Plutarch, Charon, and a Modern Book-
seller,” and it contains the following reference to Fielding :
~“We have [says Mr. Bookseller] another writer of these
imaginary histories, one who has not long since descended
to these regions. His name is Fielding; and his works,
as T have heard the best judges say, have a true spirit of
comedy, and an exact representation of nature, with fine
moral tonches. He has not indeed given lessons of pure
and consummate virtue, but he has exposed vico and
meanness with all the powers of ridicule.” It is perhaps
excusable that Lawrence, like Roscoe and others, should
have attributed this to Lyttelton; but the preface never-
theless assigns it, with two other dialogues, to a “ different
hand.” They were, in fact, the first essays in authorship
of that illustrious blue-stocking, Mrs. Elizabeth Montagu
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Fielding's only posthumous works are the Journal
of & Voyoge fo Lisbon and the comedy of The Fathers;
or, The Good-Natur'd Man. The Journal was published
in February 1755, together with a fragment of a Com-
ment-on Bolingbroke's Essays, which Mallet had jssued
in March of the previous year. This fragment must
therefore have been begun in the last months of Field-
ing's life; and, according to Murphy, he made very
careful preparation for the work, as attested by long
extracts from the Fathers and the leading controver-
sialists, which, after his death, wero preserved by his
brother. Beyond a passage or two in Richardson's
Correspondence, and a sneering reference by Walpole to
Fielding’s “account how his dropsy was treated and
teased by an innkeeper's wife in the Isle of Wight,”
thers is nothing to show how the Journal was received,
still Jess that it bronght any substantial pecuniary relief
to “those innocents,” to whom reference had been made
in the “ Dedication.” Tbe play was not placed upon the
stage until 1778, Its story, which is related in the
Adrertisement, is curious. After it had been set aside
in 1742, it seems to have been submitted to Sir Charles
Hanbury Williams, Sir Charles was just starting for
Russia, a3 Eunvoy Extraordivary. Whether the MS,
went, with him or not is unknown ; but it was lost until
1775 or 1776, when it was recovered in a tattered
and forlorn condition by Mr. Johnes, M.I'. for Cardigan,
trom a person who entertsined a very poor and even
contemptuous opinion of 11s ments. Mr. Johnea thought
otherwise. He sent it to Garmck, who at once secog-
nised it as “Harry Fielding's Comedy ” Revised and

3 Pudechap iv. p 9L,
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retouched by the actor and Sheriden, it was produced
at Drury Lane, as The Fathers, with a Prologue and Epi-
logus by Garrick For a few nights it was received
with interest, and even some flickering enthusiasm. It
was then withdrawn ; and there is no likelihood that it
will ever be revived.



APPENDIX No L
FIELDING AND BARAH ANDREW.

By the courtesy of the editor of the Athenmum, the fol.
Jowing letter is here reprinted from that paper for 2d June
1883 :—
75 Eaton Rise, Ealing.
In 1855, when Mr. Frederick Lawrence published lus
Life of Henry Ficlding, he thus referred {ck. vir p. €7) to
an “early ” mn the novehst's career: “On his
{Fieldng’s] return from Leyden he conceived s desperate
attachnient for his cousin, Miss Sarah Andrews [#ic] That
L. e e e et s 2t .

an abduction or elopement. . . . His counn was afterwards
married to & plain country gentleman, and in thot alhance™
found, perhaps, more solid happiness than she wonld have
experienced m an early and improvident marriage with her
gifted kinsman. Her 1mage, however, was never effaced from
it u 5 and there s a charming pacture (so tradition
tell)) of her luzuriant beauty fn the portrait of Sophia
Western, in Tom Jones.” Mr. Lawrence gave no hint or sign
of his suthority for this P and hitherto ded
incident. But the review of s book in the Athencum for
10tk November 1855 elicited the follawang notes on the
eubject from 3fr. George Roberts, some time mayor of Lyme,
and author of & brief history of that town. “He
Fielding,” wrote Mr, Roberts, “ was at Lyme Regis, Doraet,
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for the purpose of carrying off an heiress, Mies Andrew, the
daughter of Solomon Andrew, Esq, the last of a series of
merchants of that name at Lyme. The young lady was living
with Mr. Andrew Tucker, one of the corporation, who sent
her away to Modbury, in South Devon, where she married
an ancestor of the present Rev. Mr. Rhodes, an eloguent
preacher of Bath, who possesses the Andrew property. M.~
Rhodes’s son married the young lady upon his return to
Modbury from Oxford. The circumstances about the at-
tempts of Henry Fielding to carry off the young lady, handed
down in the nucient Tucker family, were doubted by the
Inte head of his family, Dr. Rhodes, of Shapwick, Uplyme,
etc. Since his decease I have found an entry in the old
archives of Lyme about the fears of Andrew Tucker, Esq,
the guardian, as to his safety, owing to the behaviour of
Henry Fielding and his attendant, or man. According to
the tradition of the Tucker family, given in my History of
Lyme, Sophin Western was intended fo pourtrny Miss
Andrew.” To Mr. Roberts's communication succeeded that .
of another correspondent—one “P. S/'-—who gave some
additional particulars: “There iz now, at Bellair, in the
immediate neighbourhood of Exeter the portrait of fSophin
Western” [Miss Andrew]. Bellair belongs to the Rhodes
family, and was the residence of the late George Ambrosa
Rhodes, Fellow of Caius College, and formerly Physician to
the Devon and Exeter Hospitel. He himself directed my
attention to this picture. In the board-room of the above
hospital there is also the three-quarter length portrait of
Ralph Allen, Esq,, the ¢ Squire Allworthy’ of the same novel”
No further contribution appears to have been made to the
literature of the subject. The late Mr. Keightley, in his
articles on Lawrence’s book in Fraser’s Magazine for January
and February 1858, did, as a matter of fact, refer to the
story and Mr. Robertds confirmation of it; but beyond
pointing out that Miss Andrew could not have beén the
original of Sophin Western, who is declared by Fielding
himself (Tom Jones, bk, xiil. ch. i.) to have been the portrait
of his first wife, Charlotte Cradock, he added nothing to the
existing information.
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Letters,” ‘ . .= 2t
that any supplementary detmls conld be obtained. I was,
indeed, fortunate enough to discover that Burke's Landed
Centry for 1858 gave the year of Miss Andrew’s marriage a3
1726; and inquiries at Modbury, though they did not
actuslly confirm fhis, practically d:d so, by disclosing the
fact that o chid of Mr. and Mrs Ambrose Rhodes was
baptized at that place in Apnl 1727. It became clear,
therefore, that instead of being subsequent to Ficldings
“return from Leyden” in 1728, as Lawrence supposed, the
date of the reported attempt at elopement could not have been
later than 1725 or the early part of 1726—s0 far back, in
fact, in Fielding’s life that I confess to having entertamed &
private doubt whether 1t ever occurred at all.  That doubt
has now been completely removed by the appearance of
some new and wholly unlooked-for evidence,

After the publication 1 1858 of us Fraser papers, Mr.
Keightley seems to have continued hus researches with the
intention of wnting o final biography of Fielding. In this,
which was to include a reprint of the Journal of a Voyage
to Lisbon and a cntical examination of Frelding’s works, ke
made considerable progress; and by the courtesy of his
nephew, Mr, Alfred C. Lyster, hus MSS have been placed at
my disposal. Bluch that relates to Frelding’s life has mani-
festly the disadvantage of having been wrtten more than
twenty years ag0, and 1t reproduces some aspects of Fielding
which have now been abandoned ; but 1n the elucidation and
expansion of the Sarah Andrew episode Mr. Keightley leaves
little to be desired. Ihs first step, apparently, was to com-
mumeate with Mr Roberts, who furmshed lim (gth May
1859) with the following transcript or summary of the
original record in the Register Book of Lyme Regts —

#John Bowdidge, Jun., was Mayor when Andrew Tucker,
Gent., one of the corporation, coused Henry Fielding, Gent.,
end his servant or companson, Joseph Lewrs—both row and
for ome time past residing m the borough—to be bound
aver to keep the peace, as he was 10 fear of hus life or some
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bodily hurt to be done or to be procured to be done to him
by H. Ficlding and his man. Mr. A, Tucker feared that
the man would beat, maim, or kill him. 14th November
17257
We thus get the exact date of the occurrence, 14th
November 1725 (i.c. when Fielding was eighteen), the fact
that he had been staying for some time in Lyme at that date,
and the name of his servant. In a further letter of 14th
May 1859, Mr. Roberts referred Mr. Keightley to Mr.
James Davidson, » Devon antiquary, in whose History of
Newenham Abbey, Longmans, 1843 (surely a most out-of-the-
way source of information !), he found the following, derived
by the author from the Rhodes family (pp. 165, 166) :—
“The estate [of Shapwick, near Axminster] continued but

o short time the property of the noble family of Petre, being
sold by William the fourth baron, on the 10th of November
1670, to Solomon Andrew of Lyme Regis, o gentleman, who
possessed a considerable property obtained by his ancestors
and himeelf in mercantile affairs, From him it descended to
his only son, who died at the age of tweniy-nine years,
leaving two sons and a daughter, the latter of whom, by the
decease of her brothers, became heiress to the estate, Thit
young lady was placed under the guardianship of Mr. Rhode
of Modbury, and her uncle, Mr. Tucker of Lyme, in whos
family she resided. At this time Henry Fielding, whos
very objectionable but once popular works have placed h
name high on the list of novel-writers, was an occasion
visitor at the place, and enraptured with the charms and 1]
more eolid attractions of Miss Andrew, paid her the mc
assiduous attention. The views of her guardians were, ho
ever, opposed to a connection with so dissipated, thongh wx
born and well-educated a youth, who is said to have in ¢
sequence made o desperate attempt to carry the lady off
force on & Sunday, when she was on ler way to chw
The residence of the heiress was then removed to Modbt

. and the disappointed admirer found consolation in the foc

of a beauty at Salisbury whom he married”
There are some manifest misconceptions in this acec
due, uo doubt, to Mr. Davidson's ignorance of the

v
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iod of the vecurrence as established by the above vecord
indm Lyme archives, 1In the first place, it most hnve' Deen
four or five years at least before Fielding consoled himselt
with Migs Charlotte Cradock, and nearly ten (nccording to
the Teceived date) before ke married her. Again, in saying
that he was “dissipated,” Mr, Davidson must have been
thinking of his conventional after-character, for in 1725 he
was but & boy fresh from Etou, and could scarcely have
established any reputation as o roke.  Nor is there anything
in our whole knowledge of him to justify us in supposing
that he was st any time a mere mercenary fortune-hunter.
Finally, sccording to one of 3Mr. Roberts's letters to Ar.
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Roberts, by tradition consider themselves tricked out of the
heiress, Miss Apdrew, by Mr. Rbodes of Modbury, AMr.
Andrew Tucker intending the lady for his own gon” Never-
theless, these reservations made, Mr. Davidson’s version,
although ez parts, eupplies colowr and detail to the story.
From a pedigree which he gives in his book, it further
appears that Mrs, Rhodes died on the 22d of August 1783,
aged eeventy-three. ‘This wonld make her fifteen ip 1725,
There remained Tawrence’s enigmatical declamstion that she
was Fiellings cousin. Briefly stated, the result of Mr
Keightley’s inquires 1 this direction tends to show that
Miss Andrew’s mother was connected with the family of
Fielding’s mother, the Goulds of Sharpham Park ; and as
Mr. Zawrence does mot seem to have been aware of the
existence of Davidson's hook, or to have had any acquaintance
with the froditions or archives of Lyme, Mr Keightley sur-
mises, very plansibly, that his unvouched data must have
Leen derived, direetly or sndurectly, from the Bhodes family.

Mr. Kejghtley also ingeniously atterpts to connect
Fielding’s subsequent recidence at Leyden (1726-28 ) with

2 See Peacock’s Indez to English-speaking Students who Rave
S e i f 10 Mk TR o S e
0 o arch 1728, a il {7
Korvember 1863~ A Scotchman rn Holland,” it Aagosing for



202 APPENDIX IL

this affair by assuming that he was despatched to the Dutch
university, instead of Oxford or Cambridge, in order to keep
him out of harm’s way. This is, however, to travel some-
what from the realm of fact into that of romance. At the
same time, it must be admitted that the materials for romance
are tempting, A charming girl, who is also an heiress; o
pusillanimous guardian with ulterior views of his own; a
handsome and high-spirited young suitor ; & faithful attendant
ready to “Deat, maim, or kill” in his master’s behalf; a
frastrated elopement and a compulsory visit to the mayor—
all these, with the picturesque old town of Lyme for a back-
ground, suggest a most appropriate first act to Harry Field-
ing’s biographieal tragi-comedy. But o do such a theme
justice we must ’
“cal) up im that left half-told J

the story of Denés Duval,

APPENDIX No. IL

FIELDING AND MRS. HUSSEY.

At pp. 124.5, vol i, of J. T. SmitWs Nollchens and his
Times, 1828, oceurs the following note +—

“Henry Fielding was fond of colouring his pictures of
life with the glowing and variegated tints of Nature, by
conversing with persons of every situation and calling, as I
have frequently been informed by one of my [7.. J. T. Smitl’s]
great-aunts, the late Mre. Hussey, who knew him intimately.
I have heard her say, that Mr. Fielding never suffered his
talent for sprightly conversation to mildew for a moment;
and that his manners were so gentlemanly, that even with
the lower classes, with which he frequently condescended
particularly to chat, such as Sir Roger de Coverleys old
friends, the Vauxhall watermen, they seldom outstepped the
limits of propriety. 3y aunt, who lived to the age of 105,
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had been blessed with four busbands, and her name had twice
been changed to that of Hussey: she was of a most delightfal
dispocition, of a retentive memory, hughly entertaimng, and
liberally communieative ; and to her I have frequently been
obliged for an interesting anecdote, She was, after the death
of her second husband, Mr. Hussey, & fashionable sacque and
mantua-maker, and ived in the Strand, & few doors west of
the residence of the celebrated Le Beck, a famous eook, who
had & large portrust of himself for the mgn of his house, ot
the north-west corner of Half-moon Street, since called Lattle
Bodford Street, Ope day Mr. Frelding observed to Mra
Inssey, that he was then engaged i wnting s novel, which
he thought wonld be hus best production ; and that he in
tended to introduce in 1t the characters of all hus friends.
Mrs. Hussey, with a smile, ventured to remark, that ke must
have many niches, and that surely they must already be
filled. “X assure you, my dear rmadam,’ replied ke, ‘there
shall be a bracket for a bust of you! Some time sfter this,
he informed Mrs. Hussey that the work was in the press;
but, immediately recollectiug that he had forgotten s pro-
mise to ker, went to the printer, and was time enough to
insert, in vol ui p. 17 [bk. x. ch 1v}, where he speaks of
the shape of Sophia Western—¢Such charms are there in
affabality, and so sure 151t to attract the prasses of all kinds of
people—*¢ It may, indeed, be compared to the celebrated Mra.
Hussey! To which observation he has given the followmng
note: ‘A celebratel mantua-maker in the Strand, famous
for setting off the shapes of women.'”

There is no reason for supposing that this neglected anec.
dote shonld not be in all respects authentic. In fact, npon
the venerated principle that

) “ther {t stands nnto this day
o witness if 1 he,"—
the existence of the paseage and note in Tom Jones is practi-
eally sufficient argument for its veracty. This being so, 1t
enrely deserves some considerstion for the light which it
throws on Fielding’s chamcter. Mrs Huseey's testimony as
to bis dignified and gentlemanly manuers, which does not
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seem to be advanced fo meeb any particular charge, may
gurely be set against any innuendoes of the Bumey and
Walpole type as to his mean environment and coarse conver-
sation, And the suggestion that “the characters of all s
friends"—by which must be intended rather mention of
them than portraits—are to be found in his wasterpiece, bt
fairly borne out by the most casual inspection of Tom Jonss,
especially the first edition, where all the proper names are in
italics, 1In the dedication slone are references to the
« princely Benefactions” of John, Duke of “Bedford, and to
Lyttelton and Ralph Allen, both of whom are also mentioned
by name in bk, xifi. ch. i The names of Hogarth and
Garrick also oceur frequently, In bk. iv. ch. 1. is an anet-
dote of Wilks the player, who hiad been one of Fieldings
ea?hest patrons. The surgeon in the story of the “Man of the
Hill” (bk. viil. ch. xiil) “ whose Name began with an R sad .
}vho ¥ ywas S’ergeax.xt-S.utgeon to the King,” evidently stands
or ‘Hogarths Chiswick neighbour, Mr. Ranby, by whose
advice Fielding was ordered to B;\th in 1753 ’ Again, };e
knew, though he did @dmi ! fton,
g not grently sdmire, Warburton, 0
\vho_se learning there is a handsome compli;nent in bk ’x'xii
¢h. i, In bk xv. ch. iv. is the namé of a Mlm'mf end o;'
acquaintance (alco mentioned in the Jowmne ﬁ'om:'th;:e;}i’ orld
to the Next), Hooke, of the Roman H«'s’f'o-ry who, Zike the
author of Tom Jones, had drawn his pen for ’Samh, e’h 5
of Marll?orough. Bk. xi. ¢h, iv. contains an an‘ecé “?’ Ej
or imaginary, of Richard Nash, with whom FieldiL e,ﬁl\;’
?ertamli’ have become familiar in his visits to Batl n.g 1111:«.
is probab_le that Square’s medical advisers (bk \:\giil ’ Ian'( y
Dr. Harm.)gton and Dr. Brewster, both of wlio-m ‘ISL 1};2],
;\? the .chellam'cs of 1743, were well-known Bscgixiifil'uw
Wrxl xx;g%;gffb%o ulls?, afsnbscriber, was probably “Jus‘ticz
Novle” referr . ik .
the use of Handei’s nam:nif;l ;?{.I?Vblz‘hnt' c.h. ? Y'Vlgeﬂ};r
cance there 'is no evidence ; but the (iesclri .tizs ¥ RI?)Z !flgl?l] 5
xI"l. of Conscience “sitting on its Throne inpthél I:Ix;nd -1;;; fble
Fomn i Cmoaion of s Kingion i i ot
eses ‘ { with a Knowledge which nothing
apes, a Penetration which nothing can deceive, and mz
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Taseqrity which pothizg exm eomrvpt” is czarly zn oblique
panegyric of Phillp Yerke, Lod Hardwicke, to wkez, two
years fater, Fislding decictied his Enquiry iwlo e late
Ireren of Ems, ete. Pesides these, there are referenses
1 Buhep Headly bk it ek vii}, M Whitefeld, of the
« BT 2t Gloueester, azd Mr, Timothy Haeris [i23 i ch.
+iii), Mex Clive, 624 Mr. Miller of the Gardewrs Dictimary
(L ix. ek LY; 224 closer examination would no doakt reveal
forsker ellasisme. Meanwhils the atove will te sxSicient
show that the staterment of the “eel-trated mantuamaker in
the Strand ™ respectizs Fielding’s frisnds 1 Toms Jemer is net
withous fmnlatizn

. APPENDIX Xo. ITL

AMTLI'S ACCTDEST.
Ix 23%tien to the alterations meztimme] at p. 100 ., Fislding
imserted the f2llowing paregraph in the Comend-Gardes Journal,
¥ 3, for 11tk Jazmary 1752 :—

“1t is exrrently reported that a famoos Sargron, wha
atentutely eared cne Mre. Amelia Poth, of 3 violent Hevt i
Ler Note, inrmurh, that sle ksl scaree & Sear Ieft on e,
iztends to bring Aetionz aminet several ill-meaning and
slanderams People, who kave reported that the sail Lady had
72 Noez, merely berazse the Antkor of ker Histry, in a
Heery, Lot 1 fefem Bie Readers of that Pastienlar, 221
which, 1f those Realers Bad any Neee themselves, exeept that
which is mentioned in the Matin of this Paper, ther wonld
Lave rzelt omt”

The wmottn is the pewace from Martial Ep i 4. € 1
wkizh ke speake of the rang rhinccercion

1842,
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APPENDIX No. 1V,

FIELDINGIANA.

Tae three foregoing Appendices were added to the second
edition of 1889. In this Appendix, No..IV., I propose to
bring together a few dispersed fragments of information,
which, either in the way of fresh particulars, or in correction
of hitherto-accepted statements made in the body of the
book, have come to light during the interval. Much that is
absolutely new cannot, at this date, be reasonnbly anticipated.
But the nnexpected always happens; and the unexpected in
the present instance has been productive of two or three
items which are not unworthy of brief record.

The first relates to that famous “enlogy of Gibbon?
mentioned in the second sentence of the book. The con-
nexion of Fielding’s family with the Hapsburgs is now
no longer asserted. In April 1894 the question was
exhaustively exsmined in the Genealogist (New Series) by
Mr, J. Horace Round, who came to the conclusion that
such a claim could not be established; and that, con-
sequently, any picturesque conjunction between that “ex-
quisite picture of human manners” (as Gibbon called Zom
Jones)1 and the * Imperial Bagle of the house of Austrin”-
must henceforth be abandoned. Mr. Round has since re-
printed his paper at pp. 216-49 of his Studies tn Peerage and
Family History, 1001 ; and in a final paragraph he announces
that his arguroents, at first hotly contested, have now been
accepted by Burke, from whose records the story has been
withdrawn.

The next matter is the exact period of Fielding’s residence
at Leyden {(p. 8). This, although somewhat developed, long
remained obscure. In 1883, in the absence of other data, 1
nceepted, as my predecessors had done, Murphy’s statement
that Fielding “went from Eton fo Leyden, and there con-

“tinued to show an eager thirst for knowledge, and to study
the civilians with a remarkable application for about tiwo years,

v Autobiographies of Edward Gibbon, 1806, p. 418,
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when, temittances fsiling, he was obliged to return to
I:::ﬂl:m, ol then quite thty years old [i.e. before 22nd April
1727]7! When the “Sarsh Andrew” episode was con-
clusively traced to November 1725 (Appendix L p- 200%
it seemed only reasonsble to suppoee that it was aucceeded
Dy the Leyden expatriation, especially 2s Flddx{:g‘ﬂ first p}ay
waa produced {n Febrnary 1728,  Nor was this suppomtion
seriously distarbed by the appearance of further information.
Ameng Mr. Keightley’s MSS. I found reference to a paper
in the Comhdll Magazine for November 1863, entitled ¥ A
Scotchman in Holland ¥ (I beheve it to have been by James
Hannay). In this the wnter stated that he had been
allowed to 1spect the Album of the Umversity of Leyden,
and bad there, under 1728, found the entry, *Henricus
Fielding, Apglus, Ann, 20. Stud. Lit” Farther, that Fielding
waa living at the Hotel of Antwerp. It will be noted that this
acconnt was derived from the Album itsell ; and that Fielding
is styled “Stud. Lit” Twelve years after the Cormhill
article, the Univeraity published their list of students from
1575 to 1876 ; and 10 1883 Mr. Fdward Peacock, FS.A,
compiled from it, for the # Index Bociety,” an Index to Englith
speaking Students who have graduated af Leydem Univernly.
Ab p. 35 of thu appeara “Fielding, Henncns, Anglus,
16 Mart, 1728. [col.] 8156.” This, it will be observed, sdds
the month and day, but reveals nothing as to the class of study.
As 1 have impled, nexther of thess entres wes eenously
inconsistent wih * Murphy’s statement, except as regards
“studying the civilians.” ~But in 1006, Mr. A. E. H. Swaen
rinted in the Modern Zanguage Review? what waa apparently
the follest version of the wscription.  From col. 915 (the
colnmn given by Mr. Peacork) ha anmiad tha £
“Febr. 16. 1728 : Rec +=.
ing, Anglue, 20, 1" 3 .
he date vamed, Freld . « . . PP .
;;D‘I;ige,:mh;‘ n::"bﬁf’. ‘:;swonuel:t f;u;wbzm his stay in
and Mr. Bwaen went on to .eq t th . szry 16 1328 .

Pl ugiea that a3 Frelding’s * first

ing/s Worl 3
Y01 o pp 3918 (Saty Toog, me sz i
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ploys Love in Several Masqutes, WS staged 8b Drury Lane in
is nest PIAYs ls Beau, w8

TFebruar 1728, and
jn January 1730," the barren snterval ornpalrt o

yrodnced in

it, may have been ed by residence 8% Tey

The fresh complicati® imported into the gquestion by
this new aspech of it will be at once PPATER Upte 1875
there had been but one Fielding 0B e Leyaen books 5 80
that oll these differing accounts were variations from o singie
cource. 1T this difficulty 1 was fortunste eno gh to enlist

of Historyy L Picter BIOEs the following B thoritative
acticulars TB exact words it the 1 Afhum Acodemi-
cum BTe T 16 Aartit 172 Henricus Tieldings lus,
amnor. < Litt. Stud. He then staying 2 {he
« Clasteel vAR Antw n¥—as relsted by « A Seotchmad in

i 2 o fhe yesny &

1730,—ibe gth Februery being the birta
gity, after which all cpdents had be ennasily Tesicts
The entty in ib 3

admission eniTY 3 o0 2

s gpiving 08 Grilisns” Tielding micth I those 88T

Dr Blok exp'mins——bare had privei? lessons ’

fossars, DL eomid oot hsve sodied in e Toivers -

being on the haoks. 1o FEF ap —AfeT prodnting

in Seeral Argssuss 81 DT s, yr:?c:-.'ﬂ} :
uy
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before he was twenty. But it is by no means improbable
that the proximate cause of his coming home was the failure
of remittances, .

Another of the hitherto-unsolved difficulties in Fieldings
1ife has been the date of his first martiege (p. 38). Lawrence
gave the year as 1735 ; and Keightley suggested the spring
of that yesr This, as Swift would say, is near the
mark, though confirmation has been slow in coming. In
a letter dated 16th June 1906, Mr. Thomas 3. Bumsh
announced in the Bath Chronicle that the desired information
was to be found in & register (not at Salisbury, where search
bad been fruitlessly made, but) at the tiny church of St. Mary,
Charlcombe, a tecluded parish about one and a balf miles
rorth of Bath. Here is the record :—*November y* 28,
1734,~—Henry Fielding, of y* Parish of 8t. James in Bath,
Eeq, and Charlotte Cradock, of y* eame Parish, apineter,
were married by virtae of & hcense from y* Court of Wells.”
All Fielding lovera owe a debt of gratitude to Mr. Bush, whose
researches also revealed the fact that Sarah Fielding, the
novelist's third sister, was buried, not in Bath Abbey, where
Dr. John Headly? raiced & mural memorial to her, but #in y*
entrance of the chancel [of Charlcombe Church] close to y*
Rector’s seat,” 14th April 1768. These are not the only
freah traces of the connexion of the Fieldings with the old
“Queen of the West.” In June last a tablet to Fielding
and his sister was placed on the wall of Yew Cottage,
now Wideombe Yodge, Church Street, Widcombe, where
they once lived.

Sarah Fielding figures frequently in Richardeon’s Corre-
spondenca ; and 1t i3 with Richardeon 8s much a9 with
Fielding that the next jotting is concerned. Previously to
1900, although second-haud booksellers bad, I belreve,
occasionally attributed to Fielding the pamphlet known as
An Apology for the Lofe of Mrs, Shamela Andrews, Apnil 1741,
no one had devoted much attention to that unworahipful

1 Bishop Hoadly is sometumes
1 A i ot o it b o
;I;'é;lpl!ory, for Dr. Benjamus Houdly, Bishop of Winchester, died 1

r
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performance. But when Miss Clara Thomson began to
prepare her excellent and careful life of Richardson (1900),
it became a part of her task to examine into this question.
She found, first, that Richardson had himself ascribed Shamela
to Fielding in o letter to * Mrs, Belfour” (Lady Bradshaigh);?
and she was acute enough to discover, in the pamphlet
iteelf, which appeared some months before Joscph Andrews,
the suggestive, though not conclusive, fact that “Mr. B.”
was provisionally transformed into  Mr. Booby” When, in
1902, I was engaged wpon my own Memoir of Richardeon
for the “Men of Letters” scries, I was naturally indisposed
to conneet this undoubtedly clever, but also unguestionably
gross production with Fielding, already “ unjustly censured,”
18 he complained in the “Preface” to the Miscellanies of
1743, for much that he had never written (p. 72). But I
must honestly confess that for the present it has been my
jll-fortune to discover only corroborative evidence. To a docun-
ment at South Kensington, in which Skamela is mentioned,
I found that Richardson had appended, in the tremulous
seript of his old age :—* Written by Mr. H. Fielding” ; and
gince the publication of my book on Richardson, Mr.
Frederick Macmillan has drawn my attention to the fact
that a letter written in July 1741, by Mr. T. Dampicr,
afterwards Sub-Master of Eton and Dean of Durbam, to one
of the Windhams, contains the following ::—* The book that
has made the greatest noisc lately in the polite world is
Pamela, o romance in low life. It is thought to contain
such excellent precepls, that a learned divine at London?®
recommended it very strougly from the pulpit. . .. The
dedication [of Conyers Middletow’s Life of Cicero] to Lord
Hervey has been very justly and prettily ridiculed by
Fielding in a dedication to a pamphlet called Shamela which
he wrote to burlesque the fore-mentioned romance.”® This

Y Correspondence, 1803, iv. p. 286.

¥ This ennbles me to correct o error at p. 74.  As Miss Thomson
points out (Samuel Richardson, 1900, p. 81) it was Dr. Benjamin
Slocotk of St. Saviour's, Southwark, and not Dr. Sherlock, who

praised Pamela from the pulpit. The mistake scems to have originated
with Jeffrey, and was freely ropoated,

¥ Ifist. MSS. Commission, 12th Report, Appendix, Part 1X., p. 204,
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shows anmistakably that Shamela was attnbuted to Fielding
by contemporary gossip. But then so was The Causidicads
( 112), and The Apology for the Life of Mr. The Cibber,
Comedian (p. 72) [ etill cling to the hope that Fielding
was not the author of Shamela. The matter is exsmined at
some length at pp. 42.45 of the *Men of Letters” Memoir
of Rechardson ; and it 19 plan that, if Frelding bad wished
to father it, be would have included it in the Aftscdllanies of
1743.

The remaining points wlich eall for potice are little
more than dispersed adversaria, To the amende homorable
which Fielding made to Richardson m the Jacohtes Jonrnal
{pp. 113.24) ekould be added a {urther passage from the
later Covemt-Garden Journal, No 10 :—* Pleasantry (as the
ingenious Anthor of Clarissa says of a Story) should b made
only the Fehicle of Instruction” Among other places con-

[ . o el A0 mam hn
.

Prior Park; and, 3f we are to behieve Rambles round Edge
Hulls, 1896, p. 17, Fielding actually read that work m MB,
ta Lyttelton and Lord Chatham ip the dining-room of
Radway Grange in Warwickshire (3r. Miller's) It should
alio be added that the agreement for Tom Jones (p. 121),
dated 5th March 1749, together with Fielding’s antecedent
. receipt for the money, dated 11th June 1748, of which m
1883 1 conld obtam no tidngs, are (or were lately) in the
Huth collection. But perbaps the most mportant item
which hes come to light xince 1883 1y the Will discavered
l':x‘ the Prerogative Court of Canterbury by Mr. George A.
\

. . . ) 3
of Somerset Eag® and to Ine bewrs execntors administrators
and asagns for ever for the use of the said Ralph hia heirs,
&e all my estate real sud personal and whatsoever and do
appoint him sole executor of this my last will Beseeching

r2
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liim that the whole {(except my share in the Register Office)
may be sold and forthwith converted into money and
annuities purchased thercout for the lives of my dear wife
Mary and my daughters Harriet and Sophia and what pro-
portiona my said executor shall please to reserve to my sons
Willion and Allen shall he paid them severally as they shall
attain the age of twenty and three. And as for my shares
in the Register or Univereal Register Office I give ten thereof
to my aforesaid wife seven to my daughter Harriet and
three to my daughter Sophia my wife to be put in im-
wediate posseasion of her shares and my daughters of theirs
a9 they shall severally arrive at the age of twenty one the
immediate profits to be then lkewice paid to my two
daughters by my executor who is desired to rotain the same
in his hands until that time. Witness my hand Henry
Ficlding. Signed and acknowledged as his Inst will and
testament by the within named testator in the presence of
Margaret Collier, Rich®. Boor, Jsabella Ash.”

“On the 14th November 1754,” comments Mr, Aitken,
“administration (with the will annexed) of the goods, &e., of
Henry Ficlding, at Lisbon, deceased, was granted to John
Ficlding, Esq.,, uncle and guardisn lawfully assigned to
Harriet Fielding, spinster, & minor, and Sophia Fielding, an -
infant, for the use and benefit and of the minor and infant
until they were twenty one; Ralph Allen, Esq.,, having
renounced as well the execution of the will as administra-
tion of the goods, & ; and Mary Fielding, the relict,
having also renounced administration of the goods of the
decensed.?

The Regiater Office, above mentioned, is that referred to
at p. 194, What was the amount of the property so disposed
of is mot known, But in making inguiries in connexion
with an edition of the Journal of @ Voyage to Lisbon issued by
the Chiswick Press in 18922 I discovered that Fielding died
possessed of & considerable library (653 lots), which was eold

! Athenaum, Febraary 1, 1800, A portraft of Mary Fielding
by Cotes, described by one who knew it as ““a very fine drawing of a
very ugly woman,” was sold not many years since at Christie's,

? 'This considerably elaborates the first note at p, 179,
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in February 1755, *for the Bepefit of his Wife 2nd Family,”
by Seomwel Baker of York Street, Covent Garden, realising
£364:7:1, or about £100 more than the public gave in
1785 for the books of Johnson, An account of this collection,
rich particularly in law, classics, poetry and drama, is given
in the third series of my Eighteenth Century ¥ignettes, 1896,
pp- 164-178,

IR N S Ty}

038, it is ntated that she afterwards became the second wife
of Calonel James Gabriel Montresor.  As his first wife died
in March 1761, when he was more than fifty-eight; and as
be afterwards married for the third time, a widow, Alrs.
Kenrp of Teynham, Kent, it is probable that, as Keightley
rays, Harriet Montresor was not long-lived.! Of the other
children spoken of at p. 182, Louisa died in MMay 1753,
being buried from a house in Hammersmith. And this
brings me to a final question a3 to Frelding's sisters.  Richard-
N R My ey S g i AP P
. v

Jearn pothing,  Yith Colenel Prideaux’s help, and the kind
offices of Mr. Samuel Martin of the Hammersmith Free
Library, the matter has now been set atrest. In 1887 the
late Sir Leslie Stephen hed suggested to me that Catherie
ond Utsala were probably born st Sharpham Park. Thie
most have been the ecase, though Keightley had failed
to establish it At ali events Catherme and Ursula
existed, for they both died in 1750, The Hammersmith
Registers ¢ Fulham record the followmg burials :~
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1760 July oth, Mre. Catherine TFeilding {si0)-

1750 Nov. 19th, Mre. Ursula Tielding:

1750[-1] Feb. 24th, Mrs. Beatrice TFielding: )

1753 May 10th, Louisa, d. of Henry Ticlding, Es%:

The first three with Sarah, make up Richnrdson’s « Four
3 ” . 3

probable that, in Moy 1753, Fielding was staying jn the
iouse 8% Hammersmith then oceupied ©Y pis sarviving gister
Sarah.

No well—authenticated jikeness of Tielding has yet super-
seded Hogarth’s outline (pP: 184-5), 10T, if Murphy's state-
ment (770l 1762, 1- P 47) that 10 portra.ih of him had ever
been made” previously, e accurate, cam any new likeness be
Jooked for- Nevertheless, both at the Guelph (1891) and
Georgian (1906) exhibitions, the Hom. Gerald Ponsonby
exhibited & portrait of Fielding) and another ;s included in
the picture attributed 0 Hogarth (slso showR at the lntter

(posthumous) by W. F Woodington at Xton. And this
reminds me¢ that no more fitting tail-piece to this Appendi
can be conceived than the compach and penctmting line

which the late James Russell Towell composed 28 8 inseri]
tion for the pust of Henry Tielding ot Taunton ==

« J1¢ looked 0B naked nature \mas\mmed,
And saw the Sphinx, now pestial, nowW divine,
in change and re-change s Tie nor praise nor plamed,
But drow her 88 he 83W with fearless line.
Did he good gervice ! God must judge, not we.
Manly he was, and generous and sincerd s
English in all, of genius blithely free:
Who loves & Man may see his image here.”

March 1907
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