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DEAR 'SIR,

41

3 |

IT has been faid, that he who is raifed to eminence, be-
comes a butt for énvy~—it is perhaps equally the misfortune
of fuch men, that they are frequently confidered as butts
to write at. The very honourable fituation which you fill,
as a Secretary. of the firft Literary Society mn this kingdom,
has already fet you up as a mark for eme writer; may [ pre-
fume to hope, Sir, you will have the paticnce to fland
fair for another ? To induce you, to 'de,fo, I can only
promife, that on my part, one Ait. only, fhall be made at
you, and that a few moments thall releafe your attention.

.Having been for nearly four months paft abfent from
this country, 1 learned, only by aceident, on my arrival,
that a Letter had been addrefled to you, fome time back,
by Mr. Prefton, relative to the Preface prefixed to my
Effay on Manufatures.

That Mr. P. fhould have written fomething relating to
the fubje of that Preface, I did not wonder—for it was
the opinion of other perfons, as well as mine, that a gen-
tleman of Mr, P’%, chara&er, fhould, in fome way eor
other, account te the public for the apparent indelicacy of
his condudt, .in thattranfaltion. [ therefore perufed Mr.
P’s. Lietter, with that kind of curiofity, which one always
feels, when an apparently inexplicable circumftance is
about to be explained. Iread, butam forry to fay, found
little to fatisfy my curiofity on that point on which only
it wasexcited, Whether others, if others have thought
it worth while toattend to the fubje&, have received more
fatisfadion, is not for me to judge—If they have, I re-
30!00 at it—as well forthe honour of Mr. P. himfelf, as

. for the honour of that chara&er, which he fuftains—that
~ofa Scholar and a Gentleman,
& A2 As

| PRURREE Ve




SR s -t e & it e e s o g
( 4) |

As, however, the vindication of Mr. P’s. chara&er
was a matter in which he only was concerned, I thould not
have troubled you, Sir, withany obfervations of mine on
his Defence, however valid or weak that defence might
have been, had not Mr. P. made, or infinuated, fome
charges againft me, for which I fhould be very forry that
there were any juft grounds. To thofe charges, the few
obfervations with which I fhall now trouble you, will prin-
cipally relate—for with refpe€t to Mr. P. I'can with great
truth affure him, I have no wifh to give an unfavourable *#
colour to his condu&t, nor to faften on him ‘any impu-
tation, which that condué, confidered in the moft impar-
tial manner, will not warrant.© Had Mr. Piwritten in
that fpirit, and exhibited lefs ftrong fymptoms of acerbity
and anger, you would not now be troubled-with my cor-
refpondence. \

Mr. P. obferves, that the tranfaion, whichis the fub-
je€t of his Letter, has been introduced to public netice, in
a very coarfe manner. [f this expreflion related only to |
coarfenefs of language, asdiftinguifhed from the neat and
polifhed ftyle of Mr. P. I 'fhould have acquiefced in filence ;
for I know too well the defeéls of my own vocabulary, and
how little equal I am to that gentleman, in working up
the plaineft materials, ‘into oratorical beauty, and poetic
{moothnefs ; but it is evident from the tenour of Mr. P’s.
Letter, that he means a coarfenefs of idea—that coarfe~
nefs which is apt to fhock delicacy, and which, when it
comes in collifion with a mind like his, tremblingly alive to
every fine feeling, creates a fenfation of pain. If “any
thing which has efcaped me in the Preface to which he al-
ludes, has thus hurt Mr, P.—I lament it. Had I forefecn
fuch an effe& from it, I would have been more fmooth—
I would have endeavoured to fheathe the fharp points of
any obfervations which fell from me, fo as to render the
fri€tion of them lefs irritating to his foftnefs.

I cannot



I cannot help thinking, however, that whatever might
have been my coarfenefls of expreffion, Mr. P. has thewn
an equal coarfenels of wunderflanding, when he fays 1
% have brought forward a chargé againft him, and thro” his
fides, againft the Council of the Acadtmy, no lefs a
charge, indeed, than thatof unfair dealing, in obtaining
the premium,” with which his Effay has been honoured.

N you, S:r, have thought it worth your while to read the

Preface to which he alludes, yéur underftanding will per-
ceive that [ made no charge even againft Mr. P. and much
le(s againt a body, which I refpé@ fo highly as the Coun-
cil of the Academy. ‘That Preface, you muft have feen,
was deligned to account for the publication of ‘the work,
which it precedes—it therefore ftates falts, and fa&s only.
1t charges be inveolved in thoft faéls, it is the delicacy or
the fi “'lClt)' of Mr. P. which muft inferthém, and if he
has inferred a charge again{t himfelf, it'is not for me to de-
ny the corre@nefs of his underflanding. But if he infi-
nuates that any charge of unfairnefsis made againft the
Counctl, or the Academy, I muft fay ke infers that, which
was, of all things, the moftremotefrom the mind of the
writer, and that which, I think, found reafoning will not
warrant. ,

"T'o refute this infinuation of Mr. P. and to prevent him
from making a common caufc with either the Academy or
the Council, is the chief reafon which induces me now to
trouble you. You will, ‘therefare, permit me to be on
this head a little prec:fe and explicit.

Mr. P. afferts that-my complaint againft the Academy
may be refolved o two charges : “ Delay in the adju-
+dication, and . ﬂl\ppoﬁ.d unfairnefs in the mode by which
that adludlchlon was at laft obtained;” and then Mr, P.
very in emoqﬂy, and at great length proves that * e
did not mfufere with the Academy or the Council, to pro-
cure that delay.” ‘To this I anfwer, that thereis not in
N my

g K"‘

.i“ ‘ - : ‘



e

(50 S o
my Preface the thadow of fuch a charge againft him, and
therefore when he labours to refute it, he wreftles with the
wind. So far indeed am I from charging him with pfocu-
ring the delay, thatI agree perfeély with him, he muft,
by that delay, have been injured. The ftatement of his
fufferings, is, no doubt, equally true and pathetic; when
he tells us his manufeript was kept from him for twelve
months, during which time he loft the ¢ ineflimable advan-
tage,” the dear delight, of revifing and corre&ting it ; he
Joft the opportunity of publithing in a_fair-weather fea-
fon, ¢ while the horizon was not yet overcaft by gloomy
clouds, menacing a fatal ftorm ;” nay, what is more than
all this, he loft the glorious opportunity of being thought
to have influenced the legiflature in laying a certain duty on
water-twift, and of boldly differing from them on the quefti-
on of the tax on pap,cr,' a manufa&ure, which, heing
ftill in an infant ftate in Ireland, fays Mr. P. € re-
quired to be foflered and cherifbed, inftead of being
clogged and loaded with any burden.”  All thefe are
to be fure very ferious loffes, and moft fincerely do I
condole with Mr. P. on having fuffered them, be-
caufe, being an equal fufferer in almoft all thofe inftances,
{ feel as he muithave felt. ButI differ from Mr. P.
when he fays, I complained of the delay—I undoubtedly
did think it would have becn right and wife in the council,
to have fulfilled literally, or as nearly as poffible, their pro-
mife tothe public—-becaufc[ think juftice claims fuch ful-
filment for the candidate, and policy dire&s it—if it be of
any ufe to the public, that for literary preemiums, candi-
dates. thould appear—I might even have hinted that opini-
pn—perhaps too I might have felt what Mr. P. my fuc-
«gefsful opponent, fo delicately attributes to me, ¢ {pleen and
difappointment,” qualities which, I fear, unfuccefsful can-

didates in fome degree always feel : but the queruloufacfs

of complaint, I fcorned, and feorn; with me, Ican affure
him, neither {pleen nor difappointment terminates in that

iffue.
My




My fecond complaint according to Mr. P. is unfairnefs
in the mode of adjudging the prize—I here again contras
t gi& Mr. P. nothing like a charge of unfairne(s on the part
of the Academy (indeed I blufh at the imputation) was
made by me—but as I think Mr. P. rather mifunderftood
than meant to mifreprefent me, I fhall explain as expli-
citly as I am able, my notion refpe&ing that tranfaction.
In a word, then, I think the mode of a fele& committee
of three, fo chofen as that to which the council reforted
to decide between the contending eflays, was injudieious,
not unfair. Unfairnels feems to imply a fraudulent de-
fign, and who would attribute this to a fct of Gentlemen of
the firft rank in this country, for probity, learning and ta-
lents? Toa& injudicioufly is often the refult of inattention,
and why may not even thofe Gentlemen be thought liable
to err from fuch a caufe? Te prove that they really did
not attend to all the inconveniencies with which that mode
might be attended, I refer only to the fa& itfelf ; had they
confidered that by deciding in this way, one of the com-
petitors for the prize might himfelf become judge in the
cafe, they would have guarded againft that mifchief ;—but
it appears, one of the competitors did really become his
own judge ; what further argument is neceflary to prove
that they a&ted inconfiderately ? It may be faid, there was
but a very remote probability of this inconvenience occur-
ring, becaufe there is not one Gentleman in ten thoufand
who would fuffer himfelf, if a ecandidate, to be appointed of
the committee—1I grant it, but yet it appears, that tha¢
one of ten thoufand was aually to be met with,

There are otheér reafons why the appointment of a fe-
le&t Committeeofthree only, and thofe three feleted only
on account of their Jeifure*, feems a bad mode of deciding
on the rpents of a work relating, notto a queftion of fcience
or of Ieuers, on the whole of whlch each individual might
be able to ) form a competent knowledge, but to a queftion

_",_' co-extenfive

* 1infer this from what Mr. P. fays of the tranfaction, Sce page 9
of his letter,
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co-extenfive with the natural and political capacities of a
kingdom, and converfant about {fubjeéts on which literature
and fcience can give no knowledge: a qticﬂ:ion . on
which no information can be gained but by laborious ine
duftry, not feeking in books for abftra& notions, and me-
taphyfic {yftems, but traverfing waftes where 'fanc;_;,r can
find no flowers, dipping inte enquiries, which genius
fcorns to touch, and accumulating materials which learning
would tofs from her with difguft! Is it likely for inftanc,
that a young clergyman juft emerged from the abftrufe
ftudies of the fellow-fhip courfe, could judge competently
on the relative value to Ireland of a_raw hide and a
pound of yarn? Or that a do&or of phyfic with extenfive
pra&tice, fhould calculate accurately the comparative ad-
vantages of a glafshoufe and a pottery? And yet humble as
thefe fubje&ts appear, they muft not be anknown to him who
would judge truly between contending effays on national
manuta&ures. If fuch eflays, however, were fubmitted
to the judgment of {everal men, promifcuoufly fcholars,
men of letters, and of the world, each would be able to
afcertain in both,wthe relative merit of particular parts,
and the fuperiority would be juftly adjudged to that which
fhould be approved by the majority.

Having thus explicitly declared my opinion refpecting
the delay of the Academy, and the mode in which they
decided on the prize effays, and having proved that I nei-
ther complained of the Academy, nor infinuated that any
thing unfair had been done by them in the adjudication.
[ am-inclified to ftop here ; but my refpe& for Mr. P. will
not fuffer me to pafs over, in what might be called con-
temptuous filence the reft of his vindication. I fhall, there-
fore, with great deference, offer a few thoughts on that
head : fhould they unfortunately tend rather to irritate his

feeling than evince the propricty of his condu&, to

himfelf whohas called them forth the misfortune muft be

attributed.
- However
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However anxious Mr. P. appears to vindicate the cha-
raer of the Council, on which no fhadow of imputation
had been made, and which if it had been attacked, would
I think haye found a more able champion, for Aaud tali aux=
ilio, €9¢. yet he very properly perceives, that the great
difficulty is to vindicate Aimfelf, not fromany charge made
by me, but from' the obvious inference which fa&ts have
furnifhed—he therefore fays,

¢ But I was one of the Sele& Committee—I difdain the
infinuation attempted to be made from this, yet [ forefaw
there might be found perfons capable of giving an unfair
colouring to even an innocent tranfa&ion, and therefore,
in the firft inftance, when I was imporfuned to be one of
of the Committee, I pofitively refufed.’

It would, perhaps, have been for the honour of Mr. P.
had he perfevered in this laudable refolution, becaufe as he
very fagacioufly forefaw, there are perfons and great num-
bers of them in the world, who would be very apt to look
unfavourably on this innocent tran{a&ion ; but unfortu-
nately tho” Mr. P. was egy he was not inexorable—tho’
at firft he nobly refifted importunity, yet when that jm-
portunity became a little more importunate, he—yiclded!
Female virtue has, alas!but too often vanifthed thus before
a lover’s fighs | butthat the mafculine refolution of a man,
an old man, a poet, and a philofopher, fhould fo eafly
yield to a little wooing, alack-a-day ! how it proves the
effeminacy of times! But fays Mr. P. T refifted till 1 could
no longer fend any decent pretext for refiftance.” Let Mr.
P. believe that there are perfons who would think any pre-
text more decent than his accepting the fituation, particu-
larly as M. P. himfelf allows, that feveral ¢ other Gen-
tlemen efcaped the talk by alledging their various avoca-
tions, deterred by the length of the effays.”

{ But, fays Mr. P. again * Mr. H. Usther, and Dr. Harvey
weremy coacjutars, and every one whoknows thofe Gentle-
: B men
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men muft be {'enf' ble, that they would have reje&cd with
marked indignation, any attempt on my part to biafs their
integrity.” I have not the honour of being at all acquaint-
ed with either of thofe Gentlemen, but I agree with-Mr.
P. that their chara&er, to which I give full credit, places
them infinitely too high to be fufpedted either of injuftice
or partiality ; nay, let Mr. P. himfelf believe that'l think
him incapable of the vile meannefs of foliciting others to
violate good faith in his favour. Iam incapable of attribu-
ting fuch grofsnefs to any man; but I maintain at, the
fame time, thatthe frequent communication of an author
with his judges, his opportunity of explaining what was
obfcure, and defending what was weak, if his opinion were

folicited, as it was natural to fuppofe it “might be when

the author was himfelf fitting in the difguife of a judge;
all thefe circumftances, I fay, and others which 1 might
name, would inevitably create a biafs in his favour, with-
out the flighteft violation of truth, honour, and integrity on
their part. MTr, P. however, afferts that this mifchief did
not refult from his being of the Committee, for “he tells
you, he remains not only * neufer and impartial, but what
was more, perfe&ly paffive and acquicfeent.” 1f fo, and
take Mr. P’s. word for it, he certainly alted in that way
in which when he once {uffered himfelf tofit in judgment, he
did me the Jeaf? injury—but injury he did me even alting
in this way, while at the fame time he fruftrated the in-
tention of the Academy : he deprived me of the benefit
which I might derive from the intelligence of an experien-
ced and able judge, and by fitting a blank in that chair in
which he could not a& without injuftice, he compelled the
Academy to decide by the opinion of 7we members, that
which they intended to have decided by three. -

But fays Mr. P. ¢ the decifion of the Committee was not
final—the Eflays lay on the table, the Council might
have annulled the report, they confirmed it unanimoufly,

and

i
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and among thofe who voted for it were, Lord Charlemont,
Mr. Kirwan, General Vallancy, Dr. Elrington, Dr.
Browne, Mr. Greaves, and yourfelf Sir,~Were thefa
Gentlemen” he triumphantly afks, « ignorant of the fubje
matter of the Effays ? would t%¢y fport with their reputation,
&c. &c. by a partial or ‘inconfiderate adjudication” of
the prize #”* Of all of thefe Gentlemen 1 think as high-
ly and as refpe@fully as Mr. P. can do; of four of them,
a long refidence in the Univerfity has taught me to reve-
rence the virtues, and refpe the learning and the talents ;
and as to the venerable Nobleman whom Mr. P. has
placed in front of the array, I proteft I look up to him with
akind of feeling which would for ever pl"e‘\fcnt me, and I
with a fimilar feeling had prevented M+, P from naming
him on an occafion fo /ittle as that by which we are
occupied. With fuch fentiments it may be fuppofed I
will anfwer Mr. P’s. quere’s in the ‘negasive—I allow
~in the firft place, that thefe Gentlemen were not ig-
norant of the fubject matter of the Effay——no, tkey knew
the fubje& matter nearly in the fime manner as the public
know the fubje& matter of Mr. P’s. book, from his t4ble
of contents; but they knew little more. They could not
have read and compared the Effays minutely and with at-
tention, for if they could, there would bave been no need
of referring them to a fele& Committee, I am convinced
alfo they would not ¢ fport with their own chara&ers,
compromife the charaéer of the Academy, countera& the
patriotic tendency of the queftion, or violate the principles
of integrity by a partial adjudication of the prize;” whe-
ther there was any thing inconfiderate in the adjudication,
let every man judge for himfelf, when He refle&ts that
the decifion was not made on the principle which the Coun-
cil th_gfn"fe'ivcs adopted, for they determined that three
- members fhould determine on the merit of the work ;
by Mr. P. fuffering himfelf to become an inefficient or a
partial judge, two only gave a fair opinion,
' But
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But ¢ a fortninight elapfed between the decifion and the
award ; why was this, fays Mr, P. but that every member
of Council might compare the report of the fecret Coni-
mittee with the prize Effays, and examine whether it
was founded in juftice 2" 1 anfwer it could mot be for any
fuch purpofe, becaufe, if in twelve months the Council
collectively had not been able to get thro’ a perufal of the
works, and therefore were obliged torefer them to a Com-
mittee, they could not individually bave perufed them in
a fortnight ; and without perufal they could form no judg-
ment of the merits. If Mr. P. reafons 1n filling up his
¢¢ table of contents” as he does in thispart of his letter, the
public certainly need not regret the fuppreflion of the
contents themfelves. .

Having now adverted to Mr P’s. defence, 1 mauft take
fome notice of what concerns myf{elf perfonally'. Mr. P.
charges me with expending much pains of colouring and
infinuatien on this tranfa&tion : let me affure Mr. P.{heré 1S
nothing I fo much difdain or avoid as infinuation—whatever
{entiments 1 entertain are generally very openly avow-
ed, and with refpeé to Mr. P. and the Academy, I think
I have already been open and explicit. Left there fhould,
however, ftill remain doubt about what I have advanced
on thefe heads, 1 repeat in the firft place, that with ref-
pe&t to the Academy and the Council whofe good and
great name it is as much above my power as it is far from
my wifh to injure, I think they a@sd from the moft pure,
upright, and patriotic motives; [ think, howeyer, with
* very great humility, and it may be perhaps with a judg-
ment under a_ partial biafs, that the mode in which they
decided was injudi'ciow and incautious. With refpeét to
_Mr. P. himfclf, I am as free to fay openly, without colour-
ing or infinuation that in fuffering the Council, in their ig-
norance of the fadt, to appoint him judge in his own cafe,
“%e rendered mifchievous the incautious mode which the
Council had adopted, and did that which a gentleman and

a man



’W-—-!V—"—-"W."-—'— sl i bl 4

7
a‘ man of found fenfe always moft cautioufly avoids ;—
When I fay this, I am equally free to'declareit asmy
opinion, that however Mr. P. may have injured me by this
condu&, I am convinced he had not the moft diftant idea
of a&ing with ill-faith.

‘Let me now be permitted toadd, that it isMr. P. who
feems todealin colouring and infinuation ; What does he
‘mean, But to infinuate fomething more thanis exprefled, ]
when he fays, “ The public will know and feel what efti-
‘Wation, and what epithets are due to him, who, in a
‘moment of fpleen and difappointment, could rafhly fport
with the good name of the fociety, andthe individual.”
It would have been more bold and manly in Mr. P. to
fhzvg fpoken his ownmind, whatever itis, on this {fubjeét,
and the application of it, than todeal in thefe oblique refe-
rences to the public. I confefs I fhould be very glad to hear
Mr. P. exprefs himfelf a little explicitly on thefe points.

In the laft place, Mr. P. comes to difculs a fubjet,
in which the public, as well as Mr. P. is interefted—
% Why has not his book been publithed ” It muft cer-
'tainly have been the intention of Mr. Cunningham, who,
for public benefit, bequeathed sol. for an Effay, that that
Effay thould be given to the public—Why Mr. P. after
getting the money, fhould keep his work in his clofet, it
behoved him to account for—Permit me to fay, Sir, that
in attempting to do this, he feems tobe a little embarrafled.
The fubftance of his defence on this head, is his MODES-
+TY, and yetithere appear thro’ that delicate veil, fome
fcintillations of confcious fufficiency. He avows a con-

-{cioufnefs of .defeét in his produéion, but he will not ad-
- mit relative inferiority—in the council he could difcover
no wvariance. of opinien, on themerit of his Effay, yet his
modefty will not let him publith. Well! but all thisis pri-
vate, matter between Mr. P. and the Council, and unfor-
tunately the public, too, are to be fatisfied; how are
. ; the
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the public to judge? ¢ Oh! very well,” fays Mr. P.
“ The public have already before them the unfuccefsful
Effay—and to enable them to compare, I herewith - give

them”—what? % My TABLE OF CONTENTS!

Let my choice of topics, and arrangement of my fubject
matter, fpeak for themfelves !” ‘This is jn;:orr_;pa,;[gblcl
the moft happy mode of trying the fagacity of the public,

which has yet been thought of—For this only, Mr. P.

deferved a prlz.e -

That it is only Mr. P’. table of contents, we
are at prefent to be gratified with, I lamenti——rI re-
joice, however, that tho’at prefent we cannot hope to
be favoured with Mr. P’s. Effay, yet he affordsus fome
reafon to exped, ata future day, fome Eflay, on Manu-
faGtures— When he fhall have made further enquiry and
obfervation, when he fhall have colle&ed more details,
not only by reference to books, but by converfation with
intelligent perfons acquainted with the fubje& ;” then will
Mr. P. give his work to the public. 'With him the recep-
tion of the reward, is but.an excitement to indultry, for
in a ftyle which hastoo commonly been called Irifb, he
receives the prize firft, and labours to deferve it afterwards.
The public, no doubt, will benefit by this, and yet I am
felfifh enough to regret it, becaufe when Mr. P’s. book
thall come. into the world, if I live at that time, 1 fhall
lofe the advantage I had promifed myfelf, of comparing
my humble. produftion, with tkat which bore away the
meed—of tracing thofe marks of fuperior information,
and more juft reafoning, which mult have induced the
judges of both, to imprefs on it the fanction of their ap-
probation., I regret that Mr.P’s. Effay is not to be pub-
lithed in its original ftate, for anotherreafon, becaufe it
_fhews the futility of thatargument which detained my ma-
nufcript, namely, ¢ left its publication in an improved
ftate, might one day impeach the judgment of the Coun-
gil”  Alas! itsfmall ftock of merit, mult now remain a

fixed
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fixed quantity, while that of my competitor’s is verging,
like the fpirits of juft men, toward infinite improvement !

It is time I fhould conclude Sir: the fubje& upon which
I have been writing to you, is indeed too trifling to occu-
Py your attention for five minutes—to you therefore I
fhould apologize ; to the public apology is unneceflary,
for no doubt the fpublic will trouble themfelves little with
an affair in which Mr. P. and I are the only parties.
I cannot, however, terminate my letter without
thanking Mr. P. for the mod:/! liberality with which
he permits me to give energy and quicknefs to
thefe fluggith times for bookfelling by the ufe of #is
name. In thefe days of democratic rage, Sir, the
ufe of a good name is highly valuable; I muft inform
him, however, that having, with lefs caution than him-
felf, ventured on book making in a bad feafon, and made
fo much lefs than he has done by my firft venture, [
intend for the prefent to give up the trade, nor will I
refume it until [ find, like fome others, that to be in a
profeffion without pragtice, is ftill worfe than to be an
author without fame,

I have the honour to be
Rev. Sir,
Yours, &c.

THOMAS WALLACE.
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