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lizt “ Whirlwind of disaster ” in the Ropub-

sucgass‘?ﬂ away, it is more than likely that
will be the case.

J. CASTELL HOPKINS.
e @ e —

WILLIAM COWPER’S COPY OF ROBERT
BURNS’ POEMS: 1787.

the Dr. Grosart, in drawing the attention of
X readers of 7he Bookman to Burns and
i:pe‘", has done a real service to the al-
of f;: (and they are an increasing number)
Rors h posts. "Oa this account it is all the
i of to be regretted that the paper, which
. Aracterised by that easy diction which
of i°°t9!' has taught his readers to expect
led em’ 18 not also marked by the know-
u§ of Burns that it displays of Cowper.
o *(;({lurteous as the paper undoubtedly is
ey poets, it somehow tilts against the
e hat Coyvper's copy, with red and
of §re“?11 markings, of the London edition
the n’?,B Poems carries the book-plate of
of pagi’_e'o 8 uncle—William Cowp r-—clerk
Cow elaments, and not that of William
“Rls%fr’hpoet’ sometime clerk of the jour-
Tattgy the Houfie of Lords, is but a small
no bOn.e be mistake was easy and break.s
ting of tlsx. But why exaggerate the quali-
the onrli e thntd, or Lnandon 9d1tlpn, over
~aun ier E“ll'nblll‘gll edition ! Six copies
cOrre%y B“ﬁlm‘entAto enable one to make a
g g generallzxthn——nre now before us,
Tetoiyeq Y8 no hegitation in confirming'the
tor whi l;’leon that the Edinburgh book,
te'ﬁblect the portrait was engraved, is pre-
engfﬁvedo t‘he_obher. Nor was the plate re-
Volumg t_ll_l 1t was required for the two-
€ edition of 1793.

" Why whine over the scantiness of
qresources when no such scant exist-
Ogatic us for ever be done with all apol-
Hbrgy ant as to the library of Burns. His
art, tgk;::ys' ampgs for his purpose, as his
o big peys into abcount the literary horizon
ang kin(i lLOd’ Shows.. Poter Hill was handy
collectiu 0 Burns in the matter of book
Baloy in%  AMr. Hill hunted the evening
h,ooka \;va‘ Inburgh auction-rooms for the
Buthopy ;ted by the poet, who, like most
b°°ke iv ad (m addition to loans) many
Byl ¢ i 0 to him by friends, with the re-
taip) OtItl would take to-day wmore (cer-
©s8) than £200 to replace in
hﬁlonged { ® the books known as having
From i;) urus at the time of his death.
N oxigts estimate is excluded the five
Works 08) editions of the poet’s own

lll‘ng's
ed)

0
Yorg &;nzlch for the library of Burns. A
%00rdin o his knowledge of Cowper, which,
Such atatg to Dr, Grosart, was nil. With
Y gy 1. S00ts before him, one is tempted

Arg e 3Urng  becomi bsolete ?
+ ¢ the oy . becoming obsolete ¢ and
lmportan tstandmg facts of his life of no

log Bina C 10 ¢ present-day "
n ay "’ authors? Not
Poggq E:nl hﬂd_ (in refery'lence to the pro-
:ne Orate tz Exhibition in Glasgow to com-
hletter frome Oentenary of the poet's death)
I8 they Mr. Grant Allen, in which he
™ fron, te B0w3 Burns only as a name ;
EA'K'HBe Venerable St. Andrews divine
g:t oulq FI had another, to th> effsct
\v: Whey t), L. pr.d_ happen to be in Glas-
v % Opey b © exhibition of the Burns relics
.'}I"h ' % would not think it worthy of
th, Re .
he Iltbe:-lu::‘lon of the relation of Burns to
Cwy ]‘_'ge fo ™8 of the day is a large one—

tul':dllke our present purpose—but one
g, 00 o o o8art has so confidently ven-
® surg ofgm‘"ld should (at least) have
the roaq, According to Dr.

THE WEEK.

(trosart, Burns was entirely ignorant of the
existence of his contemporary—Cowper.
“I am not aware,’’ says the learned doctor,
“that Cowper's name occurs in the corres-
pondence of Barns, The first and early
editions of his successive volum=s were ex-
pensive, and the S:ot’s resources limited.
This perhaps explaing how it cama about
that no knowledge of the *Task’ is shown
by Burns,”

What are the fact«? Burns himself, in
a ¢ Christmas Morning " letter to Mrs.
Dunlop, published in the first Cuarrie—
1800 —says, * Now that T talk of authors,
how do you like Cowper? Is not the ‘ Task ’
a glorious poem? The religion of the
‘Task,” bating a few scraps of Calvinistic
divinity, is the religion of God and Natuve ;
the religion thit exalts, that ennobles
man,

Allan  Cunningham informs us that
Cowper's ‘ Task ' was the pecket companion
of Burns ; and that when he had on occa-
gion to wait till he could conveniently
‘“ gaugy the broust,” he would take to read-
ing the poem. In the letter to Mrs. Dun-
lop (already quoted) Buarns says, T would
not give a farthing for any book, unless I
were at liberty to blot it with my criti-
cisms.” [t is to be vegretted that Mra.
Dunlop’s copy of the ‘Task, with Burn#s
jottings, which was restored to her after the
poet’s death, was afterwards destroyed by
fire. It is also worthy of note that when
the end came, Burns's own copy of the
¢ Task ’ remaiped in the family. But apart
from such evidence, it is anything but com-
plimentary to Burns to suppose that he
would be ignorant of the existence of a book
of the importance of the ‘Task,” which was
published three years before the London
edition of his own poems, which Cowper
took so much trouble to understand, and
which he says ¢ quite ramfeezled *' one of
his friends.

A more important question—and one
ou which 1 am not inclined to dogmatise—
is the authorship of the red and blue pencil
marks on the Cowper-Burns. Cowper died
in 1800, and the late Mr. Eiias Wolfe
(founder of the firm of Wolfe & Sons, the
celebrated pencil makers,) claimed to have
invented the coloured pencil. If this he
o0, and I have no doubt it is 8o, rad and
blue pencils, which formed part of the Creta
Leevis, came first into use about thirty
years after Cowper’s death. The probability
is that there is some mistake as to the auth-
orship of the pencil markings, on which we
have been treated to an eloquently idle ho-
mily. I cannot (on the evidence produced)
believe that a sensitive and delicate hand,
such as Cowper’s was, would have disfigur-
ed a beautifu! brok like unto the London
Burns, with inartistic strokes, barren of all
meaning. W. CrAIBE ANcGus,

II.

By the courtesy of several correspond-
ents I find that the book-plate reproduced
in my paper in last Bookman belonged to a
William Cowper, uncle of the poet, who was
“ Clerk of the Parliaments,” as the book-
plate bears. I must confess tha’ I had for-
gotten this earlier William Cowper, if ever
T knew of him ; and hence naturally, inevi-
tably assigned the book-plate to the poet.
I was aware, of course, that the unbappy
poet had never really entered on the duties
of the office to which he had been appointed
and I think instituted ; but I assumed that
the book-plate had been engraved in antici-
pation, and before the cloud of insanity

. the book-plats,
" certain ; for in wmy copy of his Thucydides
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darkened down upon him. I further ax
naturally and insvitably assumed that
“QOlerk of th: Parliaments” dedgnatd
more accurately “ Clerk of the Journals,”
and that on his recovery the poet utiliz>d
That he did so utilizs it is

(described in my papar) not only is the
identically same bookplate on the front
board of vols. i. and ii. (in one), but on the
fly-leaf the poet has written in his well-
known form,

W Cowper
Nov: 21. 1768

Seeing that the uncle William Cowper
of the book-plate died in 1740, it is clear
that his Thucydides had somehow come into
possession of the poet. Further, in his
copy of Vaughan’s little book, as in his
copy of Burns, the uncle’s book-plate (as it
turns out) is found. The uncle, dead in
1740, could not havo placed it in the Burns
of 1787. 1t is noticeable also that the red
pencil and blue pencil markings of the poet
are common to tha Burng, the Vaughan,
and the Thucydides and others known.

That the poet, beside books that had be-
longed to his uncle, also cam= into posses-
sion of impressions, at least, of his book-
plate, is further verified, in that it con-
tinued to appear in his books up to 1790.
It is not found, I believe, a‘ter that year.
But why ! The explanation is a simple
one, viz,, that in 1790 he had procurad a
book-plate of his own, which I have repeat-
edly met with, and which, I am informed,
was reproduced in the Ex Libris Journal so
recently as July, 1893

I must add, that whatever may be the
secret of this book-plate of his uncle appear-
ing in many of the poet’s books (with dated
autograph ut supra), thre is not the sha-
dow of a doubt that the Burns and Vaughan
belonged to the William Cowper. These,
together with a copy of John Nswton's
“ Mossiah 7 (2 vols.), containinz a long
page-full gife inscription to his wife in his
own handwriting, I was mide a present of
more than thirty years ago by a dear old
lady friend of our family who kaew the poet
and John Newton, and had received direct-
ly from Mrs. Nawton these book+ and other
relics. They naver had been out of her
possession, as they have never boen out of
mine. Hence the markings in Burns ani
Vaughan (and in Thucydides) are precious
memorials of our great sacred poret of the
eightecnth century.

T am indebted to V. Bolton, Esq., Ad-
discombe, for the following note, which
shows that I had overlook :d Burns's pos-
session of Cowper's Poems -

“On a letter to Mrs. Dunlop, written
Dec'. 25, Xmas, 1793, Allan Cunningham
annotates : Burns carried Oowper’s Poems
in his pocket, and read it in a lonsly room
or in a brew-house while he waited to gauge.
Mrs. Dunlop lent him her copy, and he en-
riched the margin with notes, criticisms and
annotations. The book was d stroyed by
fire with the Dunlop library.”

This is extremely welcome.  May there
be resurrection of the prezious book !

A. B. Grosarr, in The Bookman.
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The advertising business of the late S. R.
Niles, of Boston, Mass., will be carricd on by
The S. R. Niles Advertising Agency, which was
incorporated prior to Mr. Niles’ death, The
managentent 1s as follows: K. G. Niles,
President ; Carl G. Zerrahn, Vice-President
and General Manager ; J. C. Howard, Treas:
urer. -




