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NARR AT T V1

OF WHAT PASSED RELATIVE TO
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Mr. DAVID HUME axp JEAN JACQUES ROUSSEAU,
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[ 240 1]

NAR R AT TVE AGe:

I WENT to Paris in September 1765, Mr. Hume was there, fecretary to
the Englith ambaflador, the earl of Hertford. About that time the curate
of Motiers in Switzerland had excited the mob againft Rouflcau, and it
was no longer fafe for him to ftay in that country. He petitioned the magif=
trates of the place to imprifon him, affirming that he was troubled with a
rupture, and in fo bad a ftate of health that it was impoflible for him to tra-
vel. There was no law in Switzerland againft ruptures, and the magiftrates
could not comply with his requeft. Mr. Hume was defired by fome friends
of Roufleau to procure him a rétreat in England, and undertook it zealoufly.
He fpoke to me, and faid, he had thoughts of obtaining permiffion for him to
live in Richmond new park, ~Ifaid, an old groom, that had been fervant of
my father, was one of the keepers there, had a comfortable little lodge in a re-
tired part of that park, and I could anfwer for procuring a lodging there.  We
afterwards recollected that lord Bute was ranger of the park, and might not
care to have a man who had givenmuch offence by his writings to pious per-
fons, appear to be particularly under his prote€tion ; on which we dropped that
idea. Sir Gilbert Elliot was then at Paris, and going to England: to him Mr,
Hume applied to look out for fome folitary habitation for Roufleau, as the
latter had defired.
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The king of Pruflia, hearing that Roufleau could not remain in Swiflerland,
had offered him a retreat in his dominions, which Roufleau declined. It hap-
pened that I was one evening at madame Geoffrin’s in a mixed company,
where the converfation turned on this refufal, and many inftances were quoted
of Rouffeau’s affe@ed fingularities, and of his proje@s to make himfelf celebra-
ted by courting perfecution. I dropped two or three things, that diverted the
company, of whom monfieur Helvetius was one. When I went home, I re-
duced thofe thoughts into a little letter from the king of Pruffia to Rouffeau’,
and dining the next day with M. Helvetius, I fhowed it to him. He was
much diverted with it, and pointed out one or two faults in the French, which
Iam far from pretending to write correly. A day or two afterwards I fhow-
ed it to two or three perfons at madame de Rochfort’s, who were all pleafed
with it, among whom the duc de Nivernois propofed the alteration of one
verb. I {howed the letter too to madame du Deffand, and fhe defired to com-
municate it to the prefident Henault, and he changed the conftru@ion of the
laft phrafe, though the thought remained exactly the fame. Madame de
Jonfac, the prefident’s niece, faid, if I had a mind it hould appear, fhe would
difperfe it without letting the author be known. I replied, No, it had never
been intended for the public, was a private piece of pleafantry, and I had no
mind it fhould be talked of. One night at madame du Deffand’s, the latter
defired me to read it to madame la marechale de Mirepoix, who liked it fo
much, that the infifted upon having a copy; and this, as far as I can remember,
was the firlt occafion of the difperfion.

I have recounted circumftantially the trifling incidents of the correétions of

¥ The letter was as follows :
% T.e Roi de Prusse & Mon{. RoussEav.
¢ MON CHERE JEAN JACQUES,

« Vous avez renoncéa Geneve votre patrie;
vous vous étes fait chaffér de la Suifle, pays
tant vanté dans ves €crits ; la France vous a de-
creté. >

« Vencz donc chez moi: j'admire vos ta-
Jents; je m'amufe de vos reveries, qui (foit dit
en paflant) vous occupent trop, et trop long tems.
11 faut 2 la fin étre fage etheureux. Vousavez
fait aflez pavler de vous par des fingularités pen
convenables 4 un veritable grand homme. De-
montrez i V0§ ennemis que vous pOUvEZ avoir
quelquefois Ie fens commun: cela les fachera,

fans vous faire tort. Mes états vous offrent une
retraite paifible; je vous veux du bien, et je
vous en ferai, fi vous le trouvez bon, Mais
fi vous vous oblliniez i rejetter mon fecours,
attendez vous que je ne le dirai & perfonne.  §i
vous perfiftez it vous crenfer Pelprit pour trouver
de nouveaux malheurs, choiliffez les tels que vous
voudrez. [e fuisroi, je puis vous en procurer aa
gre de vos fouhaits : et ce qui furement ne vous
arrivera pas vis i vis de vos ennemis; je ceflerai
de vous perfecuter quand yous ceflerez de mettre
votre gloire & létre.
“ Votre bon ami,
“ FREDERIC™®
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the letter, becaufe they were afterwards moft unjuftly the occafion of the let-
ter being imputed to one who had not the fmalleft {hare in it, and who was
afperfed from private pique. As foon as the letter made a noife, I was fo
afraid of affe@ing to write French better than I could, that 1 mentioned every
where, and particularly to M. Diderot at baron Holbach’s, that the letter had
been corre&ted, though I did not tell by whom, for fear of involving others in
a difpute ; but I never, as M. D’Alembert has falfely afferted, avowed that I
had had any afliftance in the compofition, which would have been an untruth,
This attention of not committing others, has fince moft abfurdly been com-
plained of by D'Alembert. Has he fet his name to every thing he has writ-
ten ? Do his principles lead him to betray every thing that has palled in confi-
dence between him and others ? But I fhall unmafk his motives, and dete&
his fpleen. He had formerly been a great friend of madame du Deffand. She
had brought to Paris a poor young gentlewoman, a mademoifelle de L’Efpi-
nafle, who lived with her as a companion. They had quarrelled (1 neither
know nor care about what) fome time before I came to Paris, and had parted.
Mademoifelle de L’Efpinafle had talents, drew company and authors about
her, and of the latter, D’Alembert was the moft afliduous; and a total cool-
nefs enfued between him and madame du Deffand. The latter foon after my
arrival had thown me great diflin&tions and kindnefs. Mr. Hume propofed to
carry me to mademoilelle de L’Elpinaffe, where I might be fure of feeing
D’Alembert. - I faid, I had not the honour of knowing mademoifelic de
L’Efpinafle ; that madame du Deffand had been remarkably good to me, and
as I underftood they did not love one another, I did not care to difoblige ma-
dame du Deffand, nor to be involved in a quarrel with which I had nothing
to do; and for monficur D’Alembert, I was mighty indifferent about fecing
him ; that it was not my cuftom to feek authors, who are a conceited trouble-
fome fet of people, and that I was not come to Paris to pay homage to their
vanity, This was by no means levelled particularly at D'Alembert, of whom
I knew nothing, but fo much my way of thinking, that in feven months and
a half that I was at Paris, I would vifit but two authors, whom 1 infinitely pre-
ferred to all the reft, which were the younger Crebillon and monfieur Buffon,
the latter of whom is one of the moft amiable, modeft, humane men I ever
knew. This negle of D’Alembert and his friend, and my attachment to
madame du Deffand, was not to be forgiven ; and I am glad he did not for-
give it, as it drew him to expofe his peevifh fpite.

= Kk 2 Me,
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Mr., Hume remained fome time longer at Paris ; and though he lodged in
the fame hotel with me, T declare, and Mr. Crawfurd is my" witnefs, that I
never thowed or mentioned the king of Pruffia’s letter to him.

In the mean time, a pafiport had been obtained for Rouffeau ; and notwith=
flanding he was incapable of travelling, he came to Paris in his Armenian ha-
bit, which he had worn fome time, as he faid, to conceal his rupture, He was
lodged by the prince of Conti in the Temple; feveral perfons obtained his
permiffion to vifit him, though he made it a great favour, and yet he was fo
good as to indulge the curiofity of the nmltitude, by often walking in the pub-
lic walks, where the fingularity of his drefs prevented his efcaping their eyes.
He ftaid a formight, till the parliament who had pafled a decree againft him
began to complain of his refidence in their jurifdiion. On their murmurs,
the minifters alleged that the paffport had been granted merely to facilitate
his journey to England, and was not underftood to extend beyond two or three
days. The duchefs of Choifeul told me, that the duke her hufband was very
angry that his indulgence had been abufed, and at Roufleau’s public exhibition
of himfelf. I faid, I hoped the duke would excufe Roufleau’s delay, as'T knew
he had flaid in complaifance to Mr. Hume, who had not been ready to depart.
She replied, “ Then he paid more deference to friendfhip than to obedience.”
Mr. Hume and Roufleau fet out for England. They had not been there many
days before accounts were written from thence to Paris of Roufleau’s vanity
and extravagant folly ; as of his complaining to Mr. Hume one afternoon
that few perfons had been to fee him that day ; and of his refufing to fettle
in a gentleman’s family, becaufe the latter would not admit Rouffeau’s houfe-
keeper to dine with his wife. I pitied Mr. Hume, and thought, as 1 had
done before, that he would be heartily fick of his charge; but Mr. Hume was
beyond meafare attached to him, and thought he could not do too much to
pleafe him and compenfate for his paft misfortunes.

Some few days before I left Paris, I went to madame Ceoflrin ; the was
writing in her clofet : in the cabinet I found two perfons, one of whom was
talking with much warmth, and in the ftyle in fafhion, on religion. By the
turn of his converfation, and by what Ihad heard of his perfon, I concluded
this was D’Alembert.  Ft was, I walked about the room, till madame Geof-
frin came to us. D’Alembert went away, and this was the only time L
faw him. ‘

The
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The J\rery day before fet out, I was thowed in an Englith newfpaper; Rouf=
feaw’s ridiculous letrer to the printer; in which he complains with fo much bit-
ternefs of the letter of the king of Pruflia. Before I went tol bed, I wrote a
letter to Rouffeau, under the name of his own Emile, to laugh at his folly ;
but on refleétion I fupprefled this, as T had done a {econd letter in the name of
the king of Pruffia, in which I foretold the variety of eventswhich would happen
in England to interfere with the noife which Rouffeau hoped: to make there,
which would occafion his being forgotten and neglefted, and which confe-
quently would foon make him difgufted with our country. Thefe events
were, politics, Mr. Pitt’s return to power, horfe-races, ele@ions, &c. all ealily
forefeen, and which did happen of courfe, and which did contribute to make
Rouffeau weary of the folitude: which he pretended to feek, which he had
found, and which he could not bear.

After'Tcame to England, Mr. Hume told me he had folicited Mr. Conway,
one of the fecretaries of flate, to obtain for Roufleau from theking a penfion
of an hundred pounds a year. Mr. Conway afked, and the king confented
to it; but in confideration of Roufleau’s obnoxious writings, his majefty de-
fired the penfion fhould be a fecret. Roufleau wiflied to have it public, and
had not yielded then to receive it in a private manner. Afterwards followed
Rouffeau’s extravagant quarrel with Mr. Hume, in the courfe of which Mr.
Hume begged me to prefs Mr. Conway to obtain the penfion in the way
which would pleafe Rouffeau moft. T'willingly undertook it, urged Mr. Con-
way to purfue it; which he promifed me to do; but I'told Mr, Hume that he
muft by no means let Rouffeau know that I'had any fhare in it, as he proba~
bly would not care to owe it to me.

Then arrived Roufleau’s long abfurd letter to Mr, Hume, which moft people
in England, and I amongft the reft, thought was fuch an an(wer to itfelf]
that Mr. Hume had no occafion to vindicate himf{elf from the imputations con-
tained in it. The gens de lettres at Paris, who aim at being an order, and

~who.in default of parts raifc a duft by their fquabbles, were of a different

opinion, and preffed Mr. Hume to publifh on the occafion. Mr. Hume how-
ever declared he was convinced by the arguments of his friends in England,
and would not engage in a, controverly. Lord Mansficld told me, he was
glad to hear I was of his opinion, and had‘diffuaded Mr. Hume from publifh-
ing. Indeed I was convinced he did not intend it: and when he came to

6 me
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me one morning, and defired I would give him a letter under my hand to
thow to his friends, difculpating liim from having been privy to the king of
Pruflia’s letter, I willingly confented, and wrote one, which I gave him, and
the beginning of which proved how ftrong my opinion was againft his
publifhing.

I am forry to fay, that on this occafion Mr. Hume did not a& quite
fairly by me. In the beginning of my letter, I laughed at his /earned friends,
who withed him to publifh, which, as I told him, was only to gratify their
own fpleen to Roufleau. I had no fpleen to him, I had laughed at his affec-
tation, but had tried to ferve him ; and above all things, I defpifed the child-
ith quarrels of pedants and pretended philofophers. This commencement of
my letter was therefore a diffuafive againft printing. Could I imagine that
Mr. Hume would make ufe of part of my letter, and fuffer it to be printed—
and even without atking my confent? I had told him he might do what he
pleafed with it : but when he had defired it only to thow, and when it ad-
vifed him not to publifh, could my words imply a permiflion to print my let-
ter ? Much lefs could they imply permiffion to curtail my letter, and give it
to the public as if I approved his printing. = And I repeat it again, Was he at
liberty to do this without afking and obtaining my confent ? Itis very true, I
heartily defpifed Rouffeau’s ingratitude to Mr. Hume ; but had I thought my
letter would have been publifhed, L fhould not have exprefled my feeling in
fuch harth terms as a thorough contempt—at leaft I thould have particularized
the caufe of that contempt, becaufe the fuperiority and excellence of Roufleau’s
genius ought not to be confounded with his defe@s., Nor fhould I have
treated him with the fame indifference as I thould treat the prefent gens de
lettres at Paris, the mufhrooms of the moment. But Mr. Hume was pene-
trated with refpe@ for them, and not to wound their vain and fenfitive ears,
{upprefled the commencement of my letter, and in that mangled form fuffered
them to publifh it. 'When it was publifhed, he made an apology to me: his
letters and my anfwers I fhall annex to this narrative.

In confequence however of my contempt of controverfy, with a proper fcorn
of D’Alembert’s womanifh motives, and in tendernefs to Mr. Hume, I forbore
to expofe D’Alembert as he deferved. The little infe@s produced by this quar-
rel kept it up for fome time in print, and Freron, who exifts on fuch four nutri-
ment, attacked me in one of his journals, which to this hour I never faw ; nor

fa
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fo much as heard of; till I was informed from Paris, that the duchefs of Choi-
feul obliged him to make “a public retraltation, and, as well as the duke, was
much incenfed againft D'Alembert, madame du Deffand being the duchefs’s
particular friend. T immediately wrote to Paris to beg the duchefs would
fuffer Freron and D’Alembert, or any of the tribe, to write what they pleafed,
and get what money they could by abufing me.

Rouffeau remained for fome months longer in Derbythire, in a cottage near
Mr. Davenport—but in the {pring, Roufleau and his houlekeeper fuddenly de-
parted. The poll-mafter where he hired horfes told him, Mr. Davenport
weuld be much concerned at being quitted fo abruptly, Roufleau replied,
he took that method not to fhotk Mr. Davenport by his complaints.—How-
ever, heleft aletter behind him for this laft benefactor, not much inferior in re-
proaches to the one he had addrefled to Mr. Hume. = The chief caufe of his
difcontent had been a long quarrel between his houfekeeper and Mr, Daven-
port’s cook-maid, who, as Roufleau affirmed, had always dreffed their dinner
veryill, and at laft had fprinkled afhes on their victuals.

Rouffeau, quitting his Armenian mafquerade, croed the country with his
gouvernante, and arrived at Bofton in Lincolnfhire. There a gentleman who
admired his writings waited on him, offered him afliftance in money, and
called him zbe great Rouffean.  He replied with warmth, ** No, fir, no, | am
not the great Rouffear, 1am the poor neglefed Roufleau, of whom nobody
takes any notice.”  Thus broke forth the true fource of all his unhappinefs.
The brighteft parts, the moft efablithed fame, could net {atisfy him, unlefs he
was the perpetual objec of admiration and difcourfe ; and to keep up this at-
tention, he defcended to-all the little tricks of a mountebank.

From Bofton he wrote to the lord chancellor Camden, to defire his lord-
fhip would fend him a guard to condu& him to Dover. A guard! and in
England ! where he or any body may travel in the moft perfe@ fecurity ! and
where there was no {entence of law or decree of parliament againft him !— And
for what ? To conduc him to France, where he was profcribed and liable to be
apprechended by the firft guard that thould meet him. The chancellor fmiled
at his folly, and defired Mr. Fitzherbert to acquaint him, that he had no oc-
cafion for a guard, and might go with the utmoft fafety to Dover—and fo
he did.

From
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From Dover he wrote to Mr, Conway the moft extravagaat of all his let-
ters, and which indeed amounted to madnefs. In it he entreated Mr. Conway
in the moft earneft'and pathetic terms to fuffer him to quit England (from
whence he would be failed long before Mr. Conway could receive his letter) ;
he intimated - a violent apprehenfion'that he was to be aflaflinated at fea ; he
promifed, if he was permitted to depart, that he never would write a {yllable
againft England, or the Englifh ; offered to depofit all his unprinted writings
there, and, to prove his fincerity, demanded his penfion (an odd requeft for a
man going to perifh), the acceptance of which, he faid, would conflitute him
the greateft of villaing, if he fhould ever afterwards abufe England: and he con-
cluded his folicitation of leave to depart, with a promife of acquainting $ir.
Conway how to dire@ to him, as foon as he fhould be landed at Calais.

Mr. Conway fhowed me this letter. I begged him, as foon as he fhould
receive the dire@ion, to acquaint Rouffeau, that he was at full liberty to write
what he pleafed ; that nobody withed to prevent his writing any thing he had
a mind to fay ; and I begged Mr. Conway to obtain the penfion, which he did,
and which was granted.

Still withing to compenfate for any uneafinefs I'had given Roufleau by the
king of Pruffia’s letter, and now really thinking him difiracted enough tothruft
himfelf on a&ual - calamities, I wrote to the duchefs of Choifeul to reprefent
his cafe, to beg her prote€tion for him, and to entreat that {he-would fave him,
if the parliament of Paris or the government fhould be difpofed to exercife
their refentment on him,

He arrived fafcly at Patis, was received by his old friend the prince of Conti,
was for fome time lodged near Meudon ; and when I returned to Paris in Au-
guft 1767, he lived very privately at a little diftance' from that capital on an
eftate belonging to the fame prinee, where I thallleave him, and concludethis
idle hiftory.

HORACE WALPOLE:

Paris,

Bept. 13, 1 767,

LET-
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