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terton afterwards chofe to allot them. ~ A’s no one circumftance has come out
to thake my veracity, but many to confirm it, and as no arrogance can be dif
covered in my firft letter, is it probable that I fhould treat the poor lad with
infolence afterwards without any provocation? True it is, that he did write
to me in a manner that might have provoked me ; and yet, o far from treat-
ing him arrogantly in feturn, I made not a word of reply, but returned his
papers in {ilence. If zbat was the behaviour of arrogance, I am yet to learn
the meaning of the term.

Remarks on a Letter figned Scrutator, which appeared n the

Cambridge Chronicle of June 16th 17g2.

A LETTER in the Cambridge Chronicle, of June 16, 1792, figned Scruta-
tor *, and dated May gth, fwarms with blunders and falfe facts, A perfon

t The letter was as follows :
To the Printer of the CanBrinGE CHRONICLE.
SIR, Fune 16, 1792,

A WRITER in The Gentleman's Maga-
zine for laft month having thought proper to
call in queftion the authenticity of a letter in-
lerted fome time ago in your paper, from the
hon. Horace Walpole to Thomas Chatter-
ton of Briftol, I think it incumbent upon me
to tranfmit you an attefted copy of the above
letter, as the beft anfwer to any doubts or deni-
als which may be entertained about it. I have
only to add, that befides the notary-public’s
teftation, this letter agrees very exaftly wit
other letters of Mr. Walpole’s hand-writdng—
and that from its allulions; both to the two let-
ters from Chatterton, to which it is an anfwer,
and from the text and notes accn:np:zrlyheg them,
it is utterly impoflible but that it fhould be ge.
nuine,

The fate of this curious controverfy has in-
desd been very hard. Fa/bion, fomehow or other,
feems to have influenced it more than convic.

Vei. 1IV.

totally

tion—and the authority of a name or two of
note in oppofition to the authenticity of the
poems, &c. has been fubftituted inflead of fair
enquiry and candid inveftigation.

In the prefent inflance it appears, that fo far
back as the year 1769, Thomas Chatterton ap-
plied to the hon. Horace Walpole for his pro=
tetion and patronage of the very curious fpeci-
mens of ancient Englith poerry, 8c. the whole
of which he then tendered-to him (Mr. W.)
T'o thefe letters of application Mr. W. replied
with many complime nd in terms of much
civility and deference, exprefling his admiration
of what Chatterton had already thought proper
to communicate to him.  Why, at any future
period, this corn'f"pom!eu\‘c was to be difavosved
on the part of Mr. WL is hard to conceive ; but
trueit is, that in the year 1780, immediately
after the death of Mr. Barrett, who, in his Hil-
tory of Briftol, had printed the twa letters of
Chatterton above altuded to, the fallowing claufe
of a letter, or to the fame purpofe, from Mr,
Walpole to a friend of his, was cirenlated with

14 much
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totally unknown to Mr. Horace Walpole, and fighing a name of which he
had never heard, difputed the authenticity of a letter, publifhed as the firlk
written by that gentleman to Thomas Chatterton, and which, though Mr. V.
had kept no copy of it, he believes is genuine, as it perfeilly agrees
with the account he had given of it. Do&or Farmer has fhown the ab-
furdity of fuppofing that Mr. W. fhould for no poflible reafon deny a let~
ter, of which he himfelf had given the firft account by memory, and which
is one of the many proofs of his veracity in his relation of his correfpondence
with Chatterton.

Scrutator, with officious and trifling pomp, took the ufelels pains to verify
by a notary-public the authenticity of the letter, and of Mr. W.’s hand-
writing, It would be more worth while (though perhaps no very grate-
ful office to Scrutator) to get fight of Mr. W.'s friendly letter of advice
to Chatterton, and authenticate the writing of that too, of which Mr. W.
has demanded the publication, and of the fuppreflion of which he fo juftly
complains.

Mr., W. was glad of feeing his firft letter printed, and hoped it would be
followed by the other. Scrutator exults in Mr. W, having been a momen-
tary dupe of Chatterton—has not he faid as much himfelf? He did not in-
deed remain fo, like Scrutator, who, to fupport his own obdurate blindnefs,
imputes the total expofure of the forgery of Rowley’s poems to the authority
of 2 name or two of note, and laments that thofe forgeries have not undergone
fair enquiry and candid inveftigation. Can a falfer affertion be advanced ¢
Pamphlets upon pamphlets, volumes upon volumes, were Written on that
enquiry. Was the laborious Mr. Tyrrwhit, who firft defended and then gave

much indufiry about the Univerfity of Cam-
bridge :

¢ My, Walpole gives all his friends full au-
« thority to fay, that he never before faw thofe
e Jetters publifhied by Mr. Barrett in his Hif-
s tory of Briftol, as letters fent to him by The-
¢ mas Chatterton 5 and he wifhes this to be ge-
« nerally known, left, after his death, fome pre-
< tended anfwers to them fhould be produced,
< a5 having been written by him.”

I fhall make no other obfexvation, than that

4

the letter, which you lately publifhed, is moft
undoubtedly genuine; that it has been com-
pared, as I have faid above, with the hand-wri-
ting of Mr. Walpole upon many other occa-
fions, with which it exactly agrees; and as fuch,
being now given to the world before Mr. Wal-
pole’s death, that gentleman can have no reafon
to complain of his being deprived of the power

of properly explaining this tranfaction himfelf.
SCRUTATOR.

Cambridge, May gth.

them
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them up, not a candid enquirer? Is the very learned, upright, and moderate Mr.,
Bryant not a fair inveftigator? Was the archzologift Dr, Milles biaffed by a
name or two of note? If ever controver{ly was amply and candidly difcuffed,
and utterly abandoned upon the fulleft examination, the Chattertonian con~
teft had that fate—the paffionate dullnefs of Scrutator remains almeft alone
impenetrable by illumination from refearches ; and it is queftionable, whether
fuch a head could be purged of its Chattertonimania by the ableft and moft an-
cient phyfician in the Univerfity of Cambridge.

Scrutator does avow himfelf hard of conception, as he certainly is, and
cannot comprehend why Mr. W. fhould difavow his correfpondence with
Chatterton, after having given a clear and full accountof it. It would be
marvellous indeed; as has been faid, if he fhould difallow his own affertions
when verified—but Scrutator’s ftatement is an entire blunder, if not a wilful
mifreprefentation.  Here is the exaé truth,

In poor Barrett’s Hiftory of Briftol,hegave twonew letters, which he faid had
been found among Chatterton’s papers, and were the very originals pretended
to have been fent to H, W, efq. They were fo original, that no copy of
them had ever been fent toMr. Wi at lealt he never received them—and
the probability is, that though Chatterton had defigned to fend them, yet find-
ing Mr. W.’s diftruft of Rowley’s poems, he did not venture to fend two
pieces teeming with ftill groffer forgeries, and ftill more liable to detection.
For inftance, the lad, fo very fuperficially tin€tured with antique lore, in thofe
letters afcribed the introduétion of heraldry to Hengift, and of painted glafs
to one Afflem, who lived in the reign of K. Edmund.

On the publication of the two new letters, Mr. W. wrote to the late Dr.
Lort, to defire he would deny Mr. W.’s having ever received them, That re-
qucft was probably circulated by Dr. Lort at Cambridge ; and out of a difa-
vowal of two letters that Mr. W. wever received, has {prung up his pretended’
denial of a letter that he a&tually did write himfelf, and has in print declared
he did,

Is it blundering, or wilfully mifreprefenting, when Scrutator ftates Mr. W.’s
difavowal of having received the two new letters, as a corroboration of his
denying his own letter? Was it poflible to confound two circumftances fo

Iiz diffonant,
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diffonant, but by a head that confefles it does not conceive how Mr. W. could
fall into fo prepofterous contradi@ion, and fo deftru@tive of his own unims
peached veracity in the narrative he has given of his correfpondence with
Chatterton 2

But as Scrutator has beffowed fuch pains on authenticating Mr. W.’s firft
letter, he is called upon to be as juft in verifying the friendly letter, and pro-
ducing it while Mr. W, is living. = Ifit exifls, there can be no reaion for with-
holding it—if it is not replete with as kind and wholefome advice as Mr.. W.
has afferted, let it be brought forth, ~ Scrutator, fo ready toload Mr. W. with
contradictions, has probably not tendernefs enough to fpare him a more crucl
dete@tion ; and when there is fo much alacrity in charging him falfely, the pre-
fumption is, thata letter. that would do honour to his {enfibility is fupprefled
from malevolence. - Sheuld at any future period a letter of har(her complexion
appear, than Mr. W. has affirmed he ever wrote to Chatterton, no notary-
public, no fimilitude of hand-writing, which it is but too well known can be
forged, will evergain credit, when the poflefior or fautors of theraccufations
above quated are dared and defied to produce itat prefent. With fo much
induftrious malice has Mr. W. been purftied, that no man living will believe
that if he had tréated Chatterton with harfhnefs or arrogance, fuch a letter
would have been fupprefled.  Mr. W.’s falfe accufers wanted even a thadow
of truth to juftify their affertions—would they have ftifled a vindication of
their charges; and left-him to trivmph in a dete@ion of all their calumnies?
So far from being able to fix a ftain ew him for his treatment of Chatterton,
the bungler, Scrutator is reduced to fuppofe, that he firft notified and then de-
nied his own letter, though to his credit ; and then transfers Mr. W.’s denial of
two letters which he never did receive, to a difavowal of a letter that he wrote,
and declared he had written. ! i

If Scrutator can believe that Mr. W, ever did deny his own letter, no won-
der he fill adheres to the authenticity of Kowley’s poems. Incapable of rea-
foning himfelf, his head muft be equally impervious to the arguments of others;
and in proportion as he aflerts falfe falis, he may have a propenfity to be-
lieving them, efpecially if of his own coinage, as fome men are more partial to
their fpurious iffue than to their legitimate children,

If this is the cale of Scrutator, he is heartily welcome to {fuppofe, that his
2 3 confounding
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confounding Mr. W.’s denial of the receipt of Chatterton’s two embryo letters
was a denial of his own adual letter, and that the verification of that letter
by a notary-public is a corroboration of Mr. W.'s difavowal of it, though he
never did difavow it, and does firmly believe it is his own genuine letter,
and fhould be forry not to have it thought fo. He laughs at the ridi-
culous pains Scrutator has taken to identify it, and thinks, as others do think,
that Scrutator himfelf wrote or procured theletter in the Magazine, which af-
ferted that Mr. W. denied having ever written to Chatterton, though Mr. W.
had in print declared, that he had wrote to that young man more than once :—
So that, in fa@, Scrutator may have only aflerted and confuted himfelf, like a
man that plays at cards alone, right hand againft left—and to that merry paf-
time he is willingly abandoned.
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