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Presumably Philfips was not respon-
sible for thc altcration of the 1661
title to The Religion of the Hypo-
critical Preshyterinng; if he had had
anything to do with thc_cdition, he
would not have allowed the text to be
based on the carher printed version.
IFurchermore, it must be remcmbered
that ‘Preshyterian,” particularly after
the Rcstoration, was frequently used
in the generic sense of ‘Puritan’ instead
of in the more restricted sense. In
othcr works as well, Phillips did not
make a fine distinction between Puri-
tan and Presbyterian, He was aware,
however, that ‘Presbyterian’ could be
uscd to include mare than one sect;
far when he wrote against the vindica-
tion of the Catholics, he cxplained:

These men ... would fain throw
their Crimes upon the Presbyterians,
under that Notion aiming at the whole
Body of the Protestants in general.#2

Nothing John Phillips wrote in all
the subsequent years of his literary
carcer was so popular as 4 Satyr
against Hypoerites. We can anly
regret that, once be had found his true
vein of expression, he did not cxploit
it further. The pride wihich he him-

= PDr. Qates’s Narrative of the Popish
Plot, Vindicated (London, 1GBo}, sig. Orr

(p. 49).

scif took n the work 1s indicated in
onc of the contcmporary references
to him:

Then firing a Folley of half Oaths, and
contpleat Ones,

He hearuly swears both by Jisle and
great Ones,

They may talk what they will, bur there
ne'er was a Safyr

Siace His against I{ypocrites writ, wou'd
hold YWV ater.13

Although the wit and humor of the
Satyr must bave been admired cven
during the Commonsweaith era, its
greatest success naturally came after
the Restoration. It is of special value
historically because it offers a vivid
though unqucstionably biased descrip-
tion of religious abuses at the very
time they were taking place. The
images, drawn as they are with such
striking realism and biting satire, are
not casily forpotten. Despite later
misrepresentation  of his  purpose,
Phillips succeeded in exposing the
hypocrisy of those who used the
sham of self-riphteousness to hide
their own immorality. His moral
serves for all times.

Furnericn L, BEATY

O A Search after Wit; or, 6 Visitation of
the Authors {London, 16e1}, sig. Bar (p. 3).

The Swift-Pope Miscellanies of 1732

BITHERTO unknown docu-
ment in the hand of Jonathan
Swift, recently acquired by the
Harvard College Library, helps to
clarify the confused procecdings that
accompanicd the publication in Octo-
ber 1732 of the final volumc of the
Swift-Pope Aiscellanies. One may re-

call that che third volume of these
Miscellantes  (March  1727/8) was
called on the title-page ‘the last)
though already a fourth was contem-
plated; and now in 1732 this final vol-
ume 15 called *the third.” Further com-
plexities arose over difficuley with the
booksellers employed.
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Bepjaomin Motte was Swift’s pre-
ferred publisher in London. He had
done Gidliver’s Travels, and, by an
agreement signed by Swift and Pope
on 29 March 1727, had been employed
as publisher of the first three volumes
of Aiscellanics. 'The ‘last® volume
(1728) bhad been dclayed because Pope
got more interested then he intended
in his new pocm, The Dupeizd, This
was to have been the first picee in the
‘last’” volume, but, perceiving its sen-
sational value, Pope decided to publish
it separately, and substituted his Pes/
Bathowus in the Adiscellanies. The fail-
urce to sccure The Dunciad evidently
irked Morte, and Motee’s failore to
fulfill monctary aspects of the agree-
ment of 29 March annoyed Pope, This
agreement is printed in the Gentle-
mair's Magozine for October 1855 (p.
363}, and there Is a signed manuscript
copy in the Pjerpoot Morgan Library.
The comment in the Gentlenan’s Mag-
azine (p. 366) is not in accord with the
documents presented. The agreement
stipulated that Motte should pay the
authors within four months after pub-
lication. Only strong-arm treatment
by Pope made him complete his due
payments fifteciz months latcr. Motte
got his receipt 1 July 172g. The cor-
respondence between him and Pope
is to be found in Elwin-Courthope
(Pope’s Warks, IX, 524-520) and in
Balls edition of Swift's Correspond-
ence (IV, 480—87). In January 1729
Pope wrote that if and when this past
agreement was fulfiiled, he would give
Mortte {ull title to the first three vol-
umes, and for an additionat £25 wauld
give him a title to the projected final
voleme when it appeared — ‘to which
you shall have liberty on my word to

add the poem’ (i.e, to reprint The
Diunciad). ,

Further correspondence Implies that
when Motte got his full discharge from
Popc on 1 July 1729, both of them
were inclined to call it guits, and Pope
scemed at liberty to employ anyone
— as presently he did employ his cur-
rent hookseller, Lawton Gilliver -—— to
bring out the final volume of Afiscel-
lanier.

Elrington Ball (Swifc’s Correspond-
ence, IV, 342 n. 2) has told the svory of
this volume in a fashion necdicssly
prejudicial to 'ope. Swift and Pope
had madc the agrecment of March 1727
with Motte jointly, and there is no
cvidence of real profit-mongering on
Pope’s part in 1732; it was Motte's
{ailure ro pay according to past agree-
ment that had annoyed Pope. It is nor
quite true, as Ball says, that the cor-
respondence concerning the fourth
volumc ‘has becn destroyed.” Not all
of it has survived, but much has.

For example, on 12 June 1732 Swift
replics to Pope’s request for copy for
the volume, and depreciates the quality
of the pieces he has to offer. Swift
seems at no time eager to have this vol-
ume appear; but thar attitude is 2 com-
mon pose with him, and since he is
dealing with three agents for the publi-
cation of his Ylittl¢ accidental things,
onc must conclude that he was not
aversc to publication in itsclf. The
truth seems to be that in trying to be
kind to all he succeeded only in being
dificulr. He was not eager to let Pope
publish, but he does not refuse, and in
fact (Ball, IV, 307-309) practically
tells Pope what he may publish,

Swift found a sccond agent in Motte,
who, learning that Popc planned a final
volume, suddenly began to take an in-
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terest in the matter. This surprised
Popc (Llwin-Courthope, IX, - 519),
who had employed Gilliver, but pres-
ently allowed Motte to join Gilliver
as publisher. Both names appear on
the title-page.

But meanwhile Swift hepan dealing
with a third agent — his not too credit-
able protépé the Reverend Macthew
Pilkington. In the summer of 1732
Swift secured for Pilkington the post
of chaplain to the current Lord Mayor
of London (Alderman Barber), and
gave the clergyman a curious docu-
ment conveying publication rights in
some of his works to Pilkington —
who wished to use William Bowyer
of London as publishcr. This is the
decament in Swift’s hand already men-
tioned as now in the Harvard Library.
It is very characreristic of Swift, and
rcads as follows:

Whereas severall scattered Papers
in prose and verse for three or four years
last past, were printed in Dublin, by Mr
George Faulkner, some of which were
sent in AManuscript to Mr William Bow-
yer of London, Printer, which picces
arc Suppaosed to be written by me, and
are now by the means of the Reverend
Mathew Pilkington who delivered or
sent them to the sd Faulkner and Bow-
yer, become the Property of the sd
Faulkner and Bowver, I do here without
specifying the sd Papers, give up all
manner of right 1 may be thonght to
have in the sd Papers, to Mr Mathew
Pilkington aforesd, who informs me
that he intends to give up the sd right
to Mr Bowyer aforesd.

Witness my hand. Jul. 22.
Jonath: Swift.

From the Deanry-house in Dublin, the
day and year above written.

1732 /

The striking thing about this docu-
ment is the fact that the works con-

veyed to Pilkington are nowhere in it
named — a fact which of conrse made
the document legally of littlc value.
Since Pilkington in a letter to Bowyer
of 28 August 1732 (Ball, TV, 483-484)
gives a list of cightcen worles that Swift
has given him, we do know what
the picces were, Several of the things
Swifc seems also to have sent to Pope;
for at least cight of them appear in the
1732 volume of Afiscellanies —a vol-
ume very largely composed of Swift’s
work, What, if anything, Swift sent
dircetly to Mottc we do not know;
buc his desire to have Motte remain
his sole London publisher is strongly
expressed in his Ictrer to Motte of 15
July 1732 (Ball, IV, 317), and ir doubt-
less influenced Pope to employ Motte
with Gilliver and to neglect Bowyer.
Swift was apparently unaware of
Afotte’s part in the publication, since he
writes, a monch afeer the volume is out,
to Morte (4 November 1732) com-
plaining of the volume, and saying, ‘I
have sent a kind of certificate’ owning
my consent to the publishing this last
Miscellany, against my will. . .
The certificate was not prescrved by
Gilliver, Pape, or Motte, apparently.

Meanwhile, (also in November:)
Pope writes to Pilkington to report on
information that he has had from
Swift:

. . . the Dean answered no man had any
title from him more than Curell. Never-
theless 1 writ again that Bowyer had
something under his hand, He answered,
his intention was nothing of a perpetu-
ity, but a leave only to reprint [to] Afr.,
Faulkner and him, with promisc not to
molest them. . . . {Ball, IV, 485).

Pope hercupon lcaves the dispute o
Gilliver and Bowyer to settle: he has
no more to say abyout it,
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Nor had Swift, so far as we know.
Pope had protested to (Gay against
Swift’s dealings with other agents,
having heard that *Motte and another
idle fellow [Pilkington?] .. . have been
writing to the Dean to get him to give
them some copyrighz. . . . Surely ]
should be a properer person to trust
the distribution of his works wwith,
than a comnien bookseller.’” This re-
mark Gay retailed to Swilt in 2 letter
of 28 Aupust 1732. Fhe document

here first printed had already bcen
camposed — with no works named in
it. Doubtless the absence of titles in it
was a part of Swift's fixed policy of
not admitting authorship of anything.
His dealings with three agents led to
a rccording of the titles involved, and
ro some slight unpleasantness with his
agents. The affair is a curious example
of his attitude towards publication —
secretive, but very casual,

(FFORGE SHERBURN

Dividing Library Catalogues

PROPOSAL for consolidation
of the two- Widener cata-
logues, as outlined in the Win-

ter 1949 and Winter 1g50 issues of the
BurLErin, was discussed over a peried
of three years by the Library Commit-
tec of the Faculty of Arts and Scicnces,
the Library staff, and, toward the end
of that period, administrative officers of
the University. The final decision was
that it would be unwise to carry out
the proposed mergcr at this.time. Divi-
sion of the catalogue or catalogues
into two or more alphabets has 2lso
been under consideration during this
period, If the verdict on consolidation
had becn favorable it would have been
necessary to rcach a decision on divi-
sion at once, for the two projects ought
to have been carricd out togcther.
Therc is now no urgency; either or
both of the catalogues could be divided
at any time, but it has been decided
that action onght to be postponed in-
definitely., :

It is always easy to suggest changes
in library records and procedures, but,
generally speaking, it is desirable to

put ofl expensive reorganizations until
there seenis to be a real necessity for
them; somectimes it turns out that they
never become c¢ssentigl. Thorough-
going discussion of such proposals is
desirable, however, in order to make
sure that they are not rejected simply
because of inertia, Division of the
Widener catalogues has been debated
at length, and may need to be con-
sidered again five or ten years from
now; consequently it seems worth
while to summarize the arguments far
and against division that have been
presented during recent months.

The public cataloguce will probably
outgrow its present room within ten
years, and some of the cards will then
presumably have to go either into the
reading room, where readers wili be
disturbed by an intrusion of the cata-
logue, or into the marble labby, which
is cold and dralty durmp the winter
and 15 ill designed, both practically and
acsthetically, for the housing of cata-
logue cases and consultation rables. At
that time, If a printed catalogue has not
vet replaced the cards, it will be neces-
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