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Pierre-Louis Roederer and The Adresse d'un 
Constitutionnel Aux Constitutionnels (1835): 
Notes on a Recent Acquisition 

CHARLES K . WARNER 

In 1832, Louis-Philippe, King of the French since the July Revolution 
of 1830, appointed Count Pierre-Louis Roederer, an aging but still ener
getic notable of the Revolutionary and Napoleonic eras, to the Chamber 
of Peers, the upper house of France's new parliament. In February 1835, 
during what was to be his eighty-second and last year, Roederer published 
a small pamphlet, Adresse d'un constitutionnel aux constitutionnels, which 
burst like an embarrassing bombshell in the middle of the worst ministerial 
crisis of the July Monarchy's early years.1 Briefly, Roederer's pamphlet 
fustigated the efforts of such parliamentary leaders as Thiers, De Broglie 
and Guizot to obtain a ministry in some degree responsible to parliament 
and, more immediately, the right for the cabinet to meet apart from the 
King. According to Roederer, there was no constitutional basis for such 
"dangerous" maneuvers or precedents. The Charter (constitution) gave 
all executive power to the King. The ministers named by and responsible 
to him merely administered this power, and it was not intended they should 
entertain a policy independent of the King's. "To govern," Roederer tells 
us, "is the task of the King with one of his ministers at least, with several, 
with all, with others than his ministers, when the King desires it." 2 Roe
derer's conclusions were, in fact, a direct refutation of Thiers' current and 
popular dictum that "the King reigns but does not govern." 

By February 1835, Louis-Philippe's proclivity for governing rather than 
just reigning was obvious and growing. In the months since April 1834, 
it had given France the then unprecedented total, for so short a period, 
of four changes of government. Emerging from the latter was a succession 
of military men—"illustrious scabbards" to borrow a description of Marshal 
Soult, the best known of them—who were prime ministers (presidents du 
conseil) in name only. In fact, on the same day, February 21, 1835, that 
the contents of Roederer's pamphlet were first revealed by the press (it 
had been published anonymously and for private circulation) the last of 
these figurehead prime ministers, Marshal Mortier, "a military innocent 
lost in the wilderness of a spiteful chamber,"3 resigned. The conjuncture 
was unfortunate for Louis-Philippe. According to Charlety's Monarchic de 
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juillet, Roederer's pamphlet "compromised the King by too faithfully trans
lating the views attributed to him." 4 Thus, while a hostile Parisian press 
daily excerpted and excoriated Roederer's pamphlet, some newspapers even 
claiming it was written by the King, Louis-Philippe frantically and fruit
lessly searched for still another compliant prime minister. Frustrated at 
last by a hostile climate in large part engendered by Roederer's pamphlet, 
he had to fall back, on March 12, 1835, on De Broglie, the strong man whose 
resignation on April 1, 1834, had originally inspired the eleven-month 
experiment in personal rule. This was a bitter pill to swallow for which 
Louis-Philippe can hardly have been grateful to Roederer however much 
he may have sympathized with the latter's views. One of De Broglie's 
conditions for return was that the cabinet have the right to meet by itself 
when it wished. To quote Charlety again, Roederer's "clumsy defense" of 
the King had rallied parliament to De Broglie, and Louis-Philippe had 
"had to understand that the hour of personal rule had not yet sounded."5 

Recently the Spencer Library of the University of Kansas has been for
tunate in acquiring a copy of the anonymous and rare first edition of the 
Adresse d'un constitutionnel aux constitutionnels.e This octavo pamphlet 
is bound in a handsome period binding with four other interesting and 
valuable items: a copy of the second edition of the Adresse also published 
February 1835, this time under the author's name and with the addition of 
a twelve-page avant-propos,'' the page proofs of this avant-propos with 
corrections and annotations in the author's hand, another copy of the second 
edition of the Adresse with further correction of the avant-propos in the 
author's hand intended for a third edition which was never published, and 
a copy of the original edition of a small brochure, Fragments de divers 
memoires pour servir a I'histoire de la societe polie en France, published 
in 1834.8 

This last item represents the more literary side of Roederer's career pur
sued when he was rusticated by the Bourbon Restoration (1815-1830) and 
is an abstract of a longer work, Memoire pour servir a I'histoire de la 
societe polie en France, published, like the Adresse, in the last year of 
Roederer's life. The Memoire is the enduring work of Roederer's belles-
lettres period having been introduced belatedly to a wider public in 1853 
by the praise of no less a critic than Sainte-Beuve.9 However, by far the 
greatest part of Roederer's work deals with political, economic and adminis
trative topics. And the most interesting sections of it are his observations 
and descriptions of events and personalities, particularly of the Consulate 
and Empire, which he intended to include in his never-completed memoirs. 
Octave Aubry calls him the best interviewer and memorialist of his era 
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and notes that there is not a historian of Napoleon who has not drawn 
on him. 1 0 

Part of the interest that attaches to these last-mentioned writings was 
that Roederer was at the center of many of the events he describes. His 
career stretches back to the Ancien Regime when he was a young parle-
mentaire in his native Metz drafting remonstrances to the King. Subse
quently he was an important member of the National Constituent Assembly 
(1789-1791) where he was associated with Sieyes, Talleyrand and Mirabeau 
and joined the Jacobins. In 1792 he became procureur-generaLsyndic of the 
department of the Seine (roughly comparable to a latter-day prefect) where 
he came into conflict with the burgeoning power of the Paris Commune 
and the sections, a circumstance that forced him underground at the time 
of the Terror. During the Directory (1795-1799) he remained out of politics 
but as editor of Le Journal de Paris his was perhaps the most influential 
newspaper voice in the capital. He was one of the plotters of the coup 
d'etat of 18 Brumaire 1799 and after that, as a member of the Conseil 
d'Etat, one of Bonaparte's close advisors. This relationship cooled somewhat 
after 1802, but Roederer continued to serve the Emperor loyally and assidu
ously in a number of difficult posts and was rewarded in turn with such 
dignities as Grand Officer of the Legion of Honor, Senator-for-life, Count 
of the Empire and Minister of the Grand Duchy of Berg. 1 1 

Roederer's collected Oeuvres fill eight thick quarto volumes of an un
fortunately scarce edition compiled by his son, Baron Antoine Roederer, 
and published between 1853 and 1859. The reader or researcher who con
sults these volumes may be forced to agree with Aubry's verdict that they 
are an "ill-digested pile" and edited with "perhaps too much piety."1 2 The 
organization is poor; there are serious omissions; and dating and editorial 
comment are unreliable. There is no mention, for example, of the proposed 
third edition of the Adresse or of changes in the proofs of the second edi
tion, also in the Spencer Library. To be sure, most of the latter are typo
graphical rather than substantive. But some apparently insignificant 
changes on the title-page draft for the planned third edition, as I will show 
later on, point the way to an unpublished manuscript in which Roederer 
answered the critics of the Adresse and which has also been omitted from 
the Oeuvres (in spite of a claim to completeness13). This last omission 
along with Roederer's unfulfilled intention to publish a third edition pre
sents a puzzle which a future biographer of Roederer will have to take 
account of. I offer a tentative solution below, but first a closer look at the 
press reception of the Adresse should be useful. 

The pamphlet in its anonymous first edition was intended, according to 
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Roederer, to circulate privately and "place some dispositions of the Charter 
under the eyes of several members of both Chambers who I supposed held 
the same principles as myself."1 4 As near as can be determined this limited 
distribution took place February 16 and 17. On the 21st, he Courrier 
francais and Le Temps picked it up in front-page stories. By the 22nd, the 
rest of the Paris press had followed suit, and for the next two weeks 
'Taffaire du pamphlet" was the chief and most sensational topic of news.1" 
By March 9, when the last story on it appeared, the Adresse had been ex
cerpted in its entirety and, as already noted, Roederer and its contents 
roundly attacked. 

These attacks fall into three categories, the substantive, the personal and 
the sensational. Although those in the first category could become hysterical 
as they moved to the left, they all, from right to left, went to the heart of 
the matter in seeing the Adresse as an attack not only on the concept of a 
valid ministry but on the whole idea of representative government. Re
gardless of what the Charter left unsaid—because of its vagueness one could 
argue as logically for Roederer as against him—the nation (if the Parisian 
press was representative) believed it had contracted with Louis-Philippe in 
1830 for a democratic parliamentary monarchy and that what Roederer 
was proposing and Louis-Philippe, in spite of his mask of democratic af
fability, probably wanted was an administrative monarchy, more on the 
Napoleonic model. As for personal attacks the press was quick to remember 
equivocal explanations Roederer had given for his actions on August 10, 
1792. Then, as procureur-ginerd-syndic of the Seine, he had the bad luck 
of being responsible for advising King Louis XVI and the royal family to 
cease resisting and flee the attack on the Tuileries for the supposed safety 
of the Legislative Assembly, advice which, as is well known, proved fatal. 1 6 

Roederer's revolutionary beginnings were also recalled, and the charge of 
hyprocrisy levelled. It was apparently easy to remember, for example, that 
some forty-five years earlier in the National Constituent Assembly, Roederer 
had been a champion of democratic representation at all levels, even advo
cating an elected judiciary. In the unkindest newspaper thrusts, he was 
described as "superannuated," a "Napoleonic relic" and a "boot-licker" 
who had fawned over every regime and was now trying to ingratiate him
self with the latest. 

Under what can be called the sensational treatment of the Adresse, 
there were foremost the attempts to associate the pamphlet with the King. 
Although he Temps announced as early as February 21, 1835, that the 
author was Roederer, the opposition press persisted in seeing a link with 
the Court. As we have noted, some newspapers went so far as to claim the 
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King had written the Adresse; others that his secretary M. Fain had written 
it and that, after the outburst of criticism, Roederer had been offered up as 
a "sacrificial goat." Even after Roederer's authorship could no longer be 
denied, the pamphlet was said to have been inspired, at the very least, by 
conversations heard in the Tuileries. 

By way of rebuttal, as early as February 22, Le Journal de Paris, popu
larly described as the "ministerial newspaper," carried an announcement 
disclaiming any government involvement with the pamphlet, and this was 
repeated the next day in the semi-official Moniteur. But government denials 
could not stop the continuing flood of rumors, eagerly reported as always 
by the press. The Adresse was now described as a "trial balloon" launched 
by the Court. Were not M. Fain and the Due de Choiseul, aide-de-camp to 
the King, still distributing it? Might not the pamphlet be part of the 
preparations for a new series of July Ordinances?17 Or even a coup d'etat? 
Baron Montalivet, commander of the mounted National Guard, was seen 
issuing it to his troops.18 Other rumors, if less sensational, seemed to aim 
at creating an air of mystery about the pamphlet. On February 23, for 
example, the removal of remaining copies from the printers was announced 
by two newspapers. "A well-known livery" had taken them away! On the 
day (February 28) the second edition was to appear, Le Constitutionnel 
reported that Roederer, arriving at his publishers at nine in the morning, 
had withdrawn the entire printing with the intention of "suppressing it 
. . . or, at the very least, of introducing important modifications in the 
preface." March 1, again according to Le Constitutionnel, Roederer, in fact, 
had opted for the latter course, and the changes dealt with his emphatic 
fears that the monarchy would be converted to a republic, a point which 
was an idee fixe with him. 1 9 

Meanwhile, what was the reaction of Roederer to all these attacks, 
rumors and calumnies? From what we know of his character, he was 
probably unmoved and more convinced than ever of the Tightness of his 
views.20 The most immediate expression of his reaction was, of course, the 
avanppropos or preface to the second edition of the Adresse. Here he dis
claimed any connection between the pamphlet and the King, 2 1 explained 
his motives for having first published it anonymously22 and his reasons for 
leaving the text of the second edition unchanged from the first.23 He also 
re-emphasized his opinion, already elaborated in the text, that Louis-
Philippe was a good and capable monarch whose beneficent authority was 
being undermined by the pretensions and obstructionism of a ministerial 
clique that would impose its "system" on the country, making Louis-
Philippe a rot faineant and the prime minister a maire du palais. Or more 
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ominously, this clique could be preparing the way for a republic. In what 
was probably the closest notice he took of the uproar he had caused, Roed
erer admitted that his pen "might, perhaps, have run too fast," but, in his 
opinion, "the matter was serious and the peril imminent."2 4 

For the rest, the sheer bulk of an interesting carton of clippings and 
notes in the Archives Nationales at Paris suggests that Roederer spent a 
busy month or so collecting press reports about his pamphlet, classifying 
them, commenting on them, writing drafts of replies to his critics and 
making notes for new editions of the Adresse?5 The most important item 
in this collection is an apparently finished, twenty-five page manuscript, 
"Observations sur les critiques de 1'Adresse d'un Constitutionnel aux Con
stitutionnels."20 Here Roederer defends himself with verve, eloquence and, 
at times, an ill-concealed air of superiority at nearly every point where the 
press attacked him. He also painstakingly repeats the main arguments of 
the Adresse and again attacks the ministerial clique, more specifically now 
and giving names. This manuscript is, of course, the same one I referred 
to earlier as being omitted from the Oeuvres and as being part of a puzzle 
along with the unpublished third edition of the Adresse, 

This puzzle, we can now say, begins in Spencer Library with the cor
rections for the title page of the third edition. As an examination shows, 
these corrections were made on a copy of the second edition. The word 
"second" is merely crossed out and "third edition augmented with obser
vations and explanations" added in Roederer's hand. Also the date of 
publication (February, 1835) of the second edition (as of the first) remains 
unchanged. The notation "10 sous" added above and below the place and 
date of publication suggests that Roederer was aiming at a wider audience 
for this edition. But as some crossed out marginal jottings further suggest, 
he was only reluctantly overcoming his preference for having his works 
privately printed and distributed.27 At first look, this title page perplexed 
me. It is followed by the avant-propos with a few minor changes from the 
second edition, and then for the text of the Adresse proper there is nothing 
but unmarked, unsullied pages, identical to those of the second and first 
editions. Where were the promised "observations" and "explanations"? I 
jumped to the conclusion Roederer had been prevented by death from 
finishing the job. But here let us note that Roederer did not die until 
December 17, 1835, suddenly from a burst blood vessel induced by coughing 
and choking over a poorly swallowed drink. This during the night of a 
day in which he was in his usual good spirits and health. 

Next I considered whether the publication of the Memoire pour servir 
a I'histoire de la societe polie en France, which it will be remembered also 
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appeared in 1835, could have interrupted the preparation of the third edition 
of the Adresse. Here, unfortunately, there is no hard evidence one way or 
another. Because like so many of Roederer's works the Memoirs was printed 
for private circulation, I have not yet been able to fix its exact date of 
publication. The first review I have found is in the September 1835 issue of 
the Journal des savants, but the book, of course, could have appeared many 
months before that. In any event, the writings and correspondence of 
Roederer's period of rustication during the Bourbon Restoration show that 
the Memoire at least owes its genesis to that period, and they strongly 
suggest that a good deal of the writing was done then also. Additionally, 
there are the Fragments de divers memoires pour servir a Vhistoire de la 
societe polie en France to show that the material for the longer Memoire 
was well in hand by 1834. At the very least, therefore, we can conclude that 
Roederer did not have to write the Memoire from scratch in 1835, and we 
can remember that neither preparing a manuscript for publication nor the 
printing process itself were the long drawn-out affairs they are today. 
Finally, for what should be the convincing chronological fix there is Baron 
Antoine Roederer's comment in the Oeuvres that the avant-propos to the 
second edition of the Adresse was "the last work of my father," 2 8 i.e., the 
Memoire was written before February 1835. If, however, I prefer to base 
my opinion that the publication of the Memoire could not have interfered 
with the planned third edition of the Adresse on speculation other than 
Baron Antoine's comment, it is because I have to fault him immediately on 
another point. 

First let me say, as the reader may have already guessed, that I believe 
the manuscript, "Observations sur les critiques de 1'Adresse d'un Consti
tutionnel aux Constitutionnels," was intended as a concluding part of the 
third edition. (Remember the phrase on the title page, "augmented [my 
italics] with observations and explanations.") There is, however, a pencilled 
notation in Baron Antoine Roederer's hand on the margin of this manu
script to the effect that his father "did not find it sufficient" and "did not 
finish it." Here let it be said this assertion is belied by the composition and 
neat, finished appearance of the manuscript. It is in a very clear hand, 
obviously a secretary's, with virtually no corrections on it. The text could 
be described in no other way than "polished." The final paragraphs work 
up to a logical and formal conclusion, and there is even, in the style of the 
day, an appropriate end quote in smaller letters from Voltaire. Further, in 
the same archive there are, in Roederer's hand, two other drafts of replies 
to the critics of the Adresse?* not as neatly written, to be sure, or as long 
as the "Observations . . . ," but finished in composition, and their contents 
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are incorporated almost verbatim in the latter. Both of these drafts, it 
should be noted, are dated February 1835. Unfortunately the final draft is 
not dated nor are all of the miscellaneous notes in the same archive. But 
most of the latter where dated are marked February 1835 and their contents 
in large part figure in the "Observations." There are only two items dated 
after March 1835, and their contents do not form a part of the "Observa
tions." In short, the "Observations" and related drafts and notes look like 
an abandoned project rather than an unfinished one. 

The evidence laid out above suggests to me that Roederer could have 
been ready with a third edition of the Adresse, which would have included 
the "Observations," not long after the second one. Indeed, the actual 
second edition may have been an unpremeditated "rush job" to silence the 
speculation, harmful for the King, over the authorship of the anonymous 
first edition. (Remember Roederer, as reported by Le Constitutionnel, 
hurrying down to the printers to make last-minute changes.) Further, the 
time lost by the "rush job" plus the continuing attacks in the press could 
have made Roederer eager to get out a third edition with the "Observations" 
as quickly as possible and would explain why February 1835 (wishful 
thinking?) was left as the date of publication. If everything, then, was so 
ready for a new edition by what a reasonable guess would put at the latest 
as the second week in March when the uproar in the press was still smoul
dering, the puzzle remains as to why this edition was not published. Here 
the most likely hypothesis is that a signal from an embarrassed Louis-
Philippe, some time between March 1 (appearance of the second edition) 
and the selection of De Broglie as prime minister on March 12, 1835, put 
a stop to the next edition and ended "1'affaire du pamphlet." 

If this is so, it must have been a disappointment to Roederer. He was 
not sensitive to criticism or the opinions of others, but it appears that in 
spite of protestations to the contrary and his advanced years, he hoped the 
pamphlet would give him a larger place and voice on the stage of public 
affairs. Instead it proved an embarrassment and blemished the end of a 
long and distinguished career. Even Roederer's graveside eulogist, for ex
ample, felt obliged to "explain" the Adresse™ and in the last echo of the 
rumors that always surrounded the pamphlet, it was reported after Roeder
er's death that the government had bought and suppressed his papers.31 

Baron Antoine's omission of the "Observations" in the Oeuvres some twenty 
years later and his silence about the third edition may well be a reflection 
of this embarrassment—that "piety" which Aubry mentions could simply 
have made it disagreeable for him to drag out "1'affaire du pamphlet" again 
in the pages of his collection. 
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This is not to say that later under the authoritarian Second Empire, and 
after the experience of 1848 and the Second Republic, Roederer did not 
enjoy some posthumous vogue as a prophet. The Oeuvres, of course, ap
peared then, and Sainte-Beuve described the Adresse as having some "right 
ideas, truths and previsions in part justified."42 In this respect it is also 
interesting that Baron Haussmann, Napoleon Ill's prefect of the Seine and 
autocratic rebuilder of Paris, praised the pamphlet fulsomely as a young 
man. 3 3 But subsequent generations have seen the Adresse in a less kindly 
light, and the irruption of a prophetic if opinionated voice from the past in 
the debate over what kind of a compromise the July Monarchy really repre
sented has not been overly appreciated by historians. 
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in this collection fragments of works evidently not terminated, not coordinated in 
their ensemble. . . . " 

14. P.-L. Roederer, Adresse, 2nd ed., p. i. 
15. The account that follows of the press reception of the Adresse is based on a 

reading of the February and March 1835 issues of the following newspapers, Le 
Moniteur universe!, Le Temps, Le National, Le Constitutionnel, La Tribune, Le 
Reformateur, Le Journal des debats, Le Journal de Paris, Le Courrier jranqais, La 
Quotidienne, La Gazette de France. These are the principal Paris dailies of the epoch 
and cover the political spectrum. I have dispensed with individual citations in most 
cases so as not to interfere with the narrative and to avoid a surfeit of repetitive 
footnotes. 

16. Threatened with being summoned before a revolutionary tribunal for trying to 
save the King, Roederer maintained that by sending the King and the royal family 
to the Legislative Assembly he had obtained "useful hostages in a war undertaken 
in their name and who would stand in the stead of a great number of legions against 
our enemies." This was a statement which was to embarrass him later and which 
he explains in Ckronique de cinquante purs, du 20 juin au 10 aout, published in 
1832. The latter is reproduced in vol. Ill of the Oeuvres, where see especially p. 259. 

17. Ordinances reducing the electoral franchise, instituting strict censorship and 
dissolving the Chamber issued by Charles X on July 25, 1830- They were in effect 
the casus belli of the Revolution of 1830. 
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18. This was denied by Montalivet in letters to the Journal de Paris, February 23, 
1835, and the Moniteur, February 24, 1835. 

19. Le Constitutionnel was correct, and the change, a deletion of a paragraph 
where Roederer shows how France's departmental system of political and territorial 
organization could be converted into a federal system like that of the United States, 
can be seen in the Spencer proofs. In the unpublished manuscript "Observations sur 
les critiques de I'Adresse d'un Constitutionnel aux Constitutionnels" described in my 
text, Roederer acknowledges that he deleted this paragraph, reproduces it and claims 
that he deleted it for fear of furnishing a "formula" for republicans. Roederer's fears 
about a republic proved correct, of course, in 1848, but the departmental system then 
as before (and since) continued to be a centralizing force, an evolution that should 
not have escaped as seasoned a political observer as Roederer. Was he unduly in
fluenced by his memories of Girondist "federalism" in 1792-93 or overreacting to the 
favorable reception of De Toqueville's De la democratie en Amerique, the first part of 
which appeared in February 1835? In any event, the whole episode is an interesting 
footnote to the fears that even a perfervid supporter of the July Monarchy could have 
for the regimes stability. 

20. Roederer once described a "stubborn logic" as "one of the qualities of my 
spirit" and a "stiffness" as "perhaps" being in "my character." Quoted in Sainte-Beuve, 
p. 268. 

21. Adresse, 2nd ed., p. i. 
22. "It [the Adresse] was not for sale. I did not have the presumption to believe 

that it would do anything for my name or my name anything for the work. . . . My 
brochure is a work of conscience distributed in confidence," Adresse, p. i. 

23. He stands on what he has written and will reply, "if necessary," to critics 
(specifically M. Garnier-Pages of Le Temps) in a later brochure, Adresse, p. xii. 

24. Adresse, p. iv. 
25. Archives Nationales: 29 Archives privees 80. 
26. A N : 29 AP 80 (281-305). 
27. The additions at the bottom of the title-page read (in Roederer's hand) "price 

10 sous at bookstores the author will send it free to the domicile of persons who 
send a request to him with their address." Then everything except "prix 10 sous" 
is crossed out. 

28. Oeuvres, vol. VII , p. 414, f.n. 1. 
29. AN: 29 AP 80 (243-254). 
30. Le Moniteur universel, December 23, 1835. See also Oeuvres, vol. VIII , pp. 

453-54. 
31. This was vigorously denied, of course, by Baron Antoine Roederer in a letter 

published in the Moniteur of August 24, 1836. Curiously, this canard is repeated in 
Larousse: Grand dictionnaire universel du XIXe Steele, tome XII I (Paris: 1875), p. 
1288, with the added and piquant detail that the papers were "delivered to the flames"! 

32. Sainte-Beuve, p. 316. 
33. In a letter to Roederer on the occasion of the pamphlet's publication, A N : 29 

AP 31. 



The "Secret Transactions" of John Bowring 
and Charles I in The Isle of Wight: 
A Reappraisal 

ALLAN J. BUSCH 

In 1703 there appeared a published collection of tracts found among the 
papers of Sir George Savile, First Marquis of Halifax.1 In this collection 
is a work purportedly written by Sir John Bowring and entitled "Many 
most occult considerable Concerns, and secret Transactions."2 The "Secret 
Transactions" form a relation of Charles Fs imprisonment at Carisbrooke 
Castle, Isle of Wight, from 1647 to 1648, and the author's participation in 
that event. It is probable that the Bowring narrative passed into Sir George 
Savile's hands between 1663 and 1665.3 This is not certain, but is likely 
since Bowring was a persistent suitor to Charles II from 1660 to 1666.* 

An investigation of the political career of John Lisle, the regicide and 
Lord Commissioner of the Great Seal, led the present author to a considera
tion of the Bowring narrative.3 However, there was cause to examine care
fully the veracity of Bowring's account of the Isle of Wight affair. The 
extant correspondence of most of the principals involved in the Isle of Wight 
events gave no reference to John Bowring, directly or indirectly.6 Con
temporary as well as later published accounts made it apparent that Bowring 
and his narration had been relegated to obscurity. Only in three published 
works, all written in the nineteenth century, was there any mention of the 
Bowring narrative. 

Within a few years of the King's execution in 1649, two accounts con
cerning the King's escape from Hampton Court to the Isle of Wight were 
written, those of John Berkeley and John Ashburnham, two of the princi
pals in the escape. Neither Berkeley nor Ashburnham, nor the later short 
memoir of Henry Firebrace, servant and confidant of Charles I, makes 
mention of John Bowring.7 However, in the introduction to Ashburnham's 
relation, published in 1830, and in E. B. James's collection of letters on the 
history of the Isle of Wight, published in 1800, the respective editors men
tioned Bowring and John Lisle but provided no critical comment.8 The 
third work, by the nineteenth century historian George Hillier, did give 
critical comment on the Bowring narrative, but doubted the credence of 
Bowring's claims. Hillier wrote of Bowring as follows: 
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. . . the singular political foresight of the knight [Bowringj, in every 
event which he records, is so wonderful, that he is to be suspected as 
having been one of those great predictors, who enjoy the advantages 
of prophecy after the events have been realized.9 

Hillier noted the absence of any mention of Bowring or of Dr. Cade, Bow-
ring's alleged intermediary with the King, and added that the Bowring 
version was only an enlargement and confirmation of Sir John Berkeley's 
account.10 With this condemnation by Hillier, Bowring and his narrative 
briefly engaged the interest and then faded out of consideration by historians 
of the English civil wars. Even the accounts of this century, including the 
most recent, fail to give any recognition to the Bowring narrative.11 

In answer to Hillier, a comparison of Bowring's narrative with those of 
Berkeley and Ashburnham shows that it bears no resemblance to the other 
two, either in the subject matter related or in the purposes for which they 
were written. In fact, the greater part of Bowring's narrative concerns the 
period following Charles I's confinement, after Parliament dismissed Berke
ley and Ashburnham from attendance on the King. Berkeley composed his 
work while in exile on the continent with little chance of Bowring's having 
seen it. Furthermore, Berkeley's narration was not published until 1699.12 

Ashburnham, as a known Royalist, spent a good part of the Interregnum 
in prison and his account was not published until 1830. Even the Firebrace 
narrative was composed in 1675, after Bowring's, and remained unpublished 
until 1932.13 It is rather doubtful that Bowring ever had access to any of 
these contemporary accounts. 

Only scant references to Bowring's early life exist. It is possible that he 
spent some of his childhood in Hampshire near the Solent, for he mentions 
that John Lisle, who resided in the Isle of Wight, ". . . had known me of 
a Child, and came often to Sir Guy Palmes at my Father's House."1 4 Sir 
Guy Palmes of Rutlandshire also owned several estates in Hampshire near 
the Solent.15 However, the only confirmed Bowring residence was one of 
1652 in St. Margaret's Parish, Westminster.10 It may be that Lisle and 
Palmes, as acquaintances from Hampshire and associates in the early years 
of the Long Parliament, met at the Westminster home of their mutual 
acquaintance, Bowring's father. Bowring stated in his narrative that he 
trained as a law clerk and sometime during the civil wars, most likely after 
1645, he became a clerk to John Lisle, a very important and influential man 
in the radical wing of the Parliamentary party.17 Bowring's claim to a 
baronetcy granted him by Charles I remains unconfirmed despite the flurry 
of interest among latter-day Bowrings.18 
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Bowring presented his "Secret Transactions" to Charles II as a petition 
for recognition of services rendered to Charles I. The most important of 
these services was Bowring's plan to convert the Court of Wards into a 
parliamentary grant of £200,000 a year. If Bowring had been able to 
persuade Parliament to make the conversion, he would have had £3,000 
a year for the management of it and would have hidden away the remainder 
as a residual fund for the royal family in times of crisis.19 It was to that 
great charge that Charles I had committed Bowring, and further, should 
the King not be there to realize its accomplishment, Bowring was to impart 
the scheme to Charles I I . 2 0 The general purpose of the Bowring narrative 
was then to persuade the new King of Bowring's ability to manage the 
royal revenue as Charles I had earlier been persuaded. 

Two themes can be traced through Bowring's narrative. The above, 
being Bowring's importance to Charles I as a fiscal manager in consequence 
of which Charles II ought to accept Bowring's scheme as a trust from his 
father to Bowring. Secondly, Bowring was hard-pressed to explain his close 
association with the parliamentary radicals and especially with John Lisle. 
Bowring's association with John Lisle, a matter of public knowledge, was a 
grave one when appealing to Charles I's son for a position of trust in the 
royal household. He accomplished the task by explaining that he, being 
acquainted with Lisle since boyhood, had been commissioned by the King 
to exploit the confidence of Lisle and serve as a Royalist spy In the Parlia
mentary groups.21 Bowring asserted many times in the narrative that he 
made great use of his friendship with Lisle for the King. 

Bowring's "Secret Transactions" with Charles I began with Bowring, 
on the deathbed instructions of Lord Keeper Sir Edward Littleton, being 
presented to the King at Oxford by several high personages, the Earl of 
Lindsey, Lord Keeper Richard Lane, and Chief Justice Sir Robert Heath. 
In respect of this recommendation Charles, for the lack of any other, granted 
Bowring the place of Clerk of the Council Extraordinary. When the King 
left Oxford, Bowring was placed in charge of the Council papers in the 
Earl of Lindsey's coach. All was quickly ended by the fatal defeat of the 
Royalists at Naseby in June 1645. Following the capture of the King's most 
important papers and letters at the battle, Bowring attempted to justify 
the circumstantial evidence which weighed heavily against him. He wrote 
of Naseby and the capture of the King's papers as follows: 

. . . yet this Coach and Papers came all safely off to the King's Gari-
son at Leicester, until all were unhappily dispers'd. But these were 
not the Papers that were afterwards put in Print, 2 2 
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It is no wonder that Bowring should seek to dispel any hint of his possible 
complicity in the capture and publication of the King's famous "Naseby 
Letters" which caused so much grief for the Royalists. 

One of the Parliamentary cavalry commanders, Sir John Gell, who pur
sued the fleeing Royalists to Leicester after Naseby and captured many of 
them, was an associate of Bowring's.23 Furthermore, it was Bowring who 
later performed services for Gell, both with Charles I 2 4 and with the Com
monwealth regime.2 5 Nor was the loss of the King's papers the only point 
against Bowring in the Naseby Letters affair. His known associate, John 
Lisle, was a leader in the Parliamentary move to publish the letters and 
make the greatest propaganda use of them. 2 s There was considerable con
fusion regarding the origin and transmittal of these letters to Parliament, 
making impossible any determination of exactly where they did originate 
or who surrendered them. Many of the letters were not even published by 
Parliament but were suppressed, for which, the parliamentary radical 
Edmund Ludlow wrote, some were handsomely rewarded when the King 
briefly returned to public favor in 1646\2T One wonders, as Charles II must 
have, if Bowring was as innocent in this matter as he proclaimed. It would 
have been relatively easy for Bowring to secure a pardon after Naseby and 
Leicester by influence with Gell and Lisle; Council papers in his possession 
would have been helpful indeed. 

Bowring gives no account of his activities immediately following the 
fall of Leicester. He must have been made prisoner, for the King fled with 
only a few of his close advisers. There is a break in the chronology of the 
narrative of about a year, and then, Bowring informs the reader, the King 
rewarded him for his faithfulness. In 1646, while the King was periodically 
interned at Hampton Court and Sion House, he invested Bowring with a 
"special Confidence and Trust." It was at a meeting at Sion House between 
Charles and Bowring that the Prince Elector of the Palatine recognized 
Bowring as one of Lisle's associates. Bowring related that Charles saw the 
opportunities of such a relationship, and Bowring was launched upon his 
career as a spy for the Royalists. After the King fled to the Isle of Wight 
it was apparent to Bowring why Charles had desired his influence with 
Lisle. 2 8 Concerning this assignment from the King, Bowring wrote, 

. . . from that time His Majesty . . . employed me to manage and 
transact His private and particular affairs, relying upon me in all 
things principally, of Care and Hazard to Himself, and which was 
not in the power at that time of any other Person living to do his 
Majesty any good, except they had a secret Interest with Lisle; and 
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this the King understood very well, because his Majesty knew, that 
Hammond [Colonel Robert Hammond, governor of the Isle of 
Wight] received his Orders from Lisle in all things, by reason Ham
mond was otherwise a stranger to the Island.29 

The claims of Bowring which are found in the succeeding pages of the 
narrative must be exaggerated. As Bowring would have it, he became one 
of the principal advisers to the King (in secrecy of course) in the nego
tiations for the first Isle of Wight treaty with Parliament, advising Charles 
on the proposed bills of security including the Militia Bill, Adjournment 
Bill, Honors Bill and Indemnity Bill. With the cooperation of one Dr. Cade 
as intermediary with the King and Royalists, and Bowring's influence with 
certain people, the treaty would progress rapidly. If it did progress, then 
Bowring was to have the place of secretary to the negotiations. Through 
John Lisle, who was present as one of the Parliamentary commissioners, 
there was influence with Cromwell with whom Lisle was in correspon
dence.3 0 One sees Bowring scurrying between the King, Dr. Cade, Colonel 
Hammond, the commissioners and John Lisle, and working industriously 
to bring all to fruition. Such was not to be; a confrontation between Charles 
and the commissioners dispelled any hope of an immediate treaty. Even 
the indefatigable Bowring could not rectify the King's fatal bent for failure. 

Bowring reported that following the failure of the treaty, the King sent 
him into Scotland to discover all he could of events there. In Scotland as in 
England, Bowring moved with unprecedented ease in all circles of the 
Scots, both Royalists and Parliamentarians. As the Duke of Hamilton's 
army prepared to march into England in the Royalist cause, the King was 
concerned that his son, Prince Charles, not be captured should the invasion 
be abortive. Bowring claimed that his contact in Scotland was Sir Thomas 
Glenham, a Royalist officer, by whom Bowring sent word to the Prince of 
Wales in Holland not to come to Scotland since Hamilton's venture was 
doomed.31 

Bowring then departed by ship for England, he wrote, in fear of cap
ture by the Scots. During his stay in Edinburgh, Robert Goodwin, Parlia
mentary commissioner to Scotland, had approached Bowring to carry a 
letter to England, addressed to John Lisle and Nicholas Love. 3 2 Both Lisle 
and Love later examined Bowring on Scottish affairs, which caused some 
of the Presbyterians in Parliament, one of them, Thomas Gell, brother of 
Sir John Gel!, to solicit further information from him. Again Bowring's 
farsightedness burst forth, and he informed them that Hamilton's army 
was doomed because Cromwell, even from Wales, would stop the Scots' 
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advance and gain all power in the state. He advised them to set up a new 
treaty with the King in the Isle of Wight with all speed. This the House 
readily did, 28 July 1648.33 

Hurrying to the Isle of Wight, Bowring related, he took up his role as 
adviser and intermediary for the King in this new treaty. Bowring's free
dom of movement between Royalist and Parliament groups was explained 
as follows: 

But yet I very well knew how difficult it was, and how hard to be 
done, to get to speak one word, or to see his Majesty in Caresbrook 
Castle; though by me, that well understood, and was favoured by 
Colonel Hammond for Lisle's sake, under whose Interest I had a 
freedom in the Island, and to come to the Castle too, with Ham
mond's leave, and without suspicion.34 

Superficially such a statement might explain how Bowring could move 
about with impunity. Bowring has informed the readers why the King 
allowed him among the Parliamentarians: to be of service to him. Perhaps 
a dual role would be nearer the truth for Bowring's mission. It is well-
known that the Executive Committee of Both Houses at Derby House, con
trolled by the army, was fully apprised of the thoughts and movements of 
the King and his adherents; intelligence flowing the opposite way often 
moved equally as well. 3 5 That there were leaks in intelligence, probably 
many of them, does at least compromise Bowring who freely admitted 
access to both groups. 

The King vigorously entered into the new treaty negotiations, and Bow
ring charged here and there with letters for Hammond, Lisle and Parlia
ment. He told of his work among a new set of colleagues, Sir Edward 
Walker, William Murrey, Sir Thomas Gardiner and Thomas Cooke, all of 
whom are frequently mentioned in the contemporary accounts as close 
associates of the King. However, only Thomas Cooke later discusssed Bow
ring's activities, and that was to accuse him of duplicity before the Parlia
mentary Examination Committee in 1651. 8 6 For Bowring the whole of the 
treaty negotiation in 1648 was a race against time—against the forty days 
allowed by Parliament and the gradual nearing of Cromwell's army to 
London after the defeat of Hamilton in the North. Over and over, Bow
ring wrote, he pleaded with Charles to make some small concessions, in 
order to re-unite King and Parliament against the army.3 7 In the meantime, 
Bowring found opportunity to intercede with the King for favors to several 
people: Sir John Gell, Sir Guy Palmes, John Lisle and himself.3 8 

To Bowring's chagrin, Charles took little heed of the time element. 
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Instead the King dallied over the position of the bishops in the Church, 
in the end refusing to yield, although, according to Bowring, he was later 
repentant for not listening to his warnings. Bowring then turned his atten
tion to the last resort, escape. ,£400 in gold flowed from Bowring's pockets 
as easily as ideas from his head, but all his efforts were frustrated by the 
King's lack of decision and the uncannily good information received at 
Derby House.3 9 With the King spirited away by the army, first to Hurst 
Castle and then to Windsor, one would think that Bowring's mission was 
concluded. Nevertheless, the undaunted Bowring stood by the King at 
Windsor and during his trial, keeping Charles informed on important 
matters.40 

From what has been related of the contents of the Bowring narrative 
thus far, one can readily ascertain that Bowring has claimed much, indeed, 
far more than contemporary evidence will permit. The question is what 
of Bowring's account can be accepted and what cannot. By a limited 
examination it has been possible to corroborate some of Bowring's state
ments. 

The most logical point on which to begin is Bowring's association with 
John Lisle. It has been demonstrated that Lisle knew Bowring in Hamp
shire, or perhaps London, through Sir Guy Palmes. Reported meetings 
with Charles at Sion House where the Prince Elector recognized him as an 
associate of Lisle likewise demonstrates that Bowring had such a connec
tion.4 1 Royalists reported the King so closely watched at Sion House that 
it was impossible for their spies even to come near him. 4 2 Yet Bowring 
claimed to have interviewed the King there. In 1651, one of Bowring's 
former colleagues, Thomas Cooke, described him as a "servant of the Lord 
Commissioner Lisle." 4 3 Cooke's statement was in an account of the activi
ties of Royalists given by him to the Commonwealth government in order 
to save himself. It is doubtful Cooke would have made such a statement 
about a subordinate of Lisle's, a man so powerful in the state, had it not 
been true. At one point in the narrative, Bowring digressed into an account 
of Lisle's presence in the Isle of Wight to bury Sir William Lisle, his father. 
At this juncture the King, through Bowring's intercession, offered to make 
Lisle a knight but Lisle refused because he could not afford such an "honor" 
under the circumstances. Although Bowring does not date the incident, it 
falls securely into his genera] chronology for the autumn of 1648.44 Sir 
William Lisle died, 21 October 1648, and John Lisle was present for the 
burial.46 

Bowring's description of an attempted escape for Charles in November 
1648, which implicated some members of the Lisle family, and was later veri-
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fied by the informer Thomas Cooke in 1651 before the Committee for Exam
inations, matches that of a design known to the Committee at Derby House 
in 1648.4B What Bowring proposed was that the King take ship for the 
Channel Islands or France from Wotton Park, the Lisle estate in the Isle 
of Wight. Charles would then be joined by the mutinous faction of the 
Parliamentary Navy, led by a "Vice-Admiral" Lisle, so that ". . . he [Lisle] 
will recover the Honour of his Family . . . "Vice-Admiral" Lisle was 
probably Lieutenant Thomas Lisle, a relative of John Lisle, who earlier 
had led a revolt of the Navy against Colonel Rainsborough, the parlia
mentary Navy commander.48 The plot was undertaken by a number of 
young men of the Isle of Wight, including Lisle's brother William and the 
son of Sir John Oglander, John Lisle's godfather. They intended to surprise 
Carisbrooke Castle by night, flee on horseback, take ship to Tichfield and 
then effect the rendezvous with the mutinied ships. The ships never ap
peared and the undertaking failed.4 9 The Committee at Derby House was 
fully aware of the plans and requested Colonel Hammond not to speak of 
the particulars, ". . . lest if it be declared it might divulge by what means 
the information comes to us." 3 0 The design became a matter of record in 
1651 when Thomas Cooke confessed all to the Committee for Examina
tions.51 

One of the principal characters of the narrative, and Bowring's confidant 
in the Isle of Wight, was Dr. Cade. It was on the basis of an absence of any 
knowledge of this person that Hillier discredited Bowring's account.62 Dr. 
Cade, like Bowring, was undoubtedly not as prominent an individual as 
was portrayed in the narrative; but Cade did exist and was a known Roy
alist. He was Thomas Cade of Somerset, graduated from St. Alban's Hall, 
Oxford, vicar of Llanwenog, Cardiganshire in 1638, and rector of Trimley 
St. Mary, Suffolk, in 1665.B3 Dr. Cade was in exile with Charles II in Hol
land, where he was regarded as something of a mountebank, claiming in
formation for which he could not account.84 Samuel Pepys, in his Diary, 
recounted a dinner party at The Hague in May 1660, where "At dinner in 
came Dr. Cade, a merry mad parson of the King's. And they two [Cade 
and one Captain Whittington] . . . got me . . . to see the King . . . . 
After that to the Dr.'s, where we drank a while or so. In a coach of a 
friend's of Dr. Cade we went to see a house of the Princess Dowager's 
. . . ." 5 B It is not difficult to imagine Bowring and Dr. Cade as a team; 
they were two of a kind. 

Bowring's association with Sir John Gell has been mentioned above. 
Gell was a man who, without remorse, moved from one side to the other 
in the civil wars. After soliciting a baronetcy from the King in 1641, Gell 
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went on to raise a Parliamentary cavalry regiment in Derbyshire in 1642. 
With this force he harassed the Royalists of the Midlands and participated 
in the Battle of Naseby in 1645.5(l At the end of the first civil war in 1646, 
when it seemed that Charles might be restored, Gell sought a pardon from 
the King by advancing the sum of ,£300 on three occasions through Bow-
ring.B T With the establishment of the Commonwealth Gell came before 
the High Court of Justice for misprision of treason. Upon conviction in 
August 1651, Gell went to the Tower and his case came before the Com
mittee for Compounding with Delinquents to effect sequestration of his 
property. Here again Gell called upon Bowring for aid, signing an agree
ment, dated 1 April 1652, that if Bowring could effect Gell's pardon and 
remittance of the fine, Gell would pay Bowring at least ,£300 and possibly 
j£400, if necessary. On 13 April 1652, Gell was released from the Tower by 
order of Parliament.58 In 1660, Gell sought the good graces of Charles II 
through a petition stating that he gave several hundred pounds in gold to 
Charles I by the hand of John Bowring.58 Bowring's association with Gell 
was of long standing and attuned to all seasons. For a man like Gell to 
call upon Bowring for intercession says much for Bowring's ability in po
litical circles; in both cases results were forthcoming. 

At the beginning of his narrative, Bowring asserted that Sir Edward 
Nicholas, Secretary of State to Charles II, knew of Bowring's aid to Charles 
I and his service as Clerk of the Council Extraordinary.59 For Bowring to 
make such an assertion in an appeal to Charles II, it would have to be 
essentially true or else foolhardy. That Bowring was afraid Nicholas might 
not remember him or that he might remember him with malice is certainly 
not demonstrated by a letter in 1661 from Bowring to Nicholas requesting 
a favor for Bowring's cousin.60 In fact Bowring was supremely confident 
in his actions immediately following the Restoration in June 1660. He 
must have felt secure in his position as a known Royalist. 

Charles II had hardly set foot in England in 1660 when Bowring wrote 
for permission to wait on the King ". . . to give particulars of his attendance 
on his late Majesty, both in the Isle of Wight and in Scotland, and for the 
place of a Commissioner in the Office of Alienations."61 This request 
coincided with Bowring's composition of his narrative, either for the pro
spective interview with Charles or more probably in lieu of an interview 
for presentation to the King by a courtier. Bowring had at least one inter
view with the King in June 1660 and continued to press himself on the King 
and the court with proposals of a grand design for the royal revenue, 
reminiscent of certain passages in the narrative itself. Later in a petition 
of the same year, he stated that the royal revenue was being embezzled, 
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which could be rectified by the establishment of courts of augmentation and 
survey, later to be merged into the Exchequer.62 He asked for estates for 
himself and his cousin, John Fifield, for services rendered in restoring 
Charles II, and the position of waiter in the Port of London for Fifield as 
recompense for his sufferings during the Interregnum.03 In May 1662, 
Bowring requested that his place as Clerk of the Council to the Queen be 
insured by a royal warrant so he would not lose it to others.64 There is 
something pathetic about his petitions for places and favors. There were 
more suitors for the King's favor after the Restoration than were manage
able, and Bowring was always the petitioner, never the receiver. 

His petitions of 1664 and 1666 were almost frantic. Nothing could shake 
his belief in his scheme for securing the King's revenue through a court of 
augmentation and survey. Charles must hear him personally for it was too 
important to commit to paper.65 One may assume the King referred Bowring 
through intermediaries to speak with the Lord Treasurer by whom Bowring 
was admonished for suggesting anything so ridiculous. Of these things 
Bowring complained; all he wanted was to bring Charles a large secret 
fortune, like Henry VII's, so Charles would be impregnable in times of 
domestic strife.88 After this final, pathetic plea, there were no more peti
tions from John Bowring. 

Of Bowring's career and his authorship of the narrative there can be no 
doubt. He wrote of many incidents and associations with particular indi
viduals which have been corroborated. However, Bowring has claimed 
much more than can be substantiated in the light of a cursory comparison 
with other sources. The intention here is not a vindication of Bowring or 
a plea for the acceptance of all his assertions. In fact Hillier's judgment of 
Bowring may be true in general, that Bowring was one who sought to profit 
by the advantage of hindsight. Nevertheless, it is for the historian to utilize 
all the available source material, to separate the true from the spurious in 
contemporary sources, not to ignore them, as historians have done with the 
Bowring narrative. If some of Bowring's "Secret Transactions" were based 
in fact, the possibility exists that more were so based. One of the difficulties 
in assessing the value of the Bowring narrative was the position of power 
and influence that Bowring accorded John Lisle. Recent investigation of 
the career of John Lisle during the civil wars and the Interregnum shows 
him to have been an extremely influential man from about 1645 to 1659. 
Moreover, the direction which Lisle purportedly gave to Colonel Hammond 
in the Isle of Wight has been documented.07 

Bowring's "Secret Transactions" afford at least the hint that he moved 
freely among Royalists and Parliamentarians, including the radical wing. 
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During the civil wars there were probably many like Bowring, who had no 
particular loyalties and moved about as the opportunities arose. Bowring's 
"Secret Transactions" are important for this reason as they serve to remind 
one of these minor personages caught up in the traumatic events of the 
civil wars and making a career of unabashed duplicity. 
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Catesby, Curll, and Cook: or, The Librarian 
and the 18th Century English Book 

ALEXANDRA MASON 

Just a few years ago, 18th century English books were both plentiful and 
cheap. In many libraries they were common open stack books and went 
freely out of the library, got their share of ballpoint underlining and jejune 
marginalia, and had their hinges and backstrips patched with double-
stitched binder and plastic tape. If they happened to be unbound or (as 
more frequently was and is the case) disbound, they were glued and sewed 
or stapled into readymade pamphlet binders. Arcane messages from the 
cataloguer to the charge card typist were written across their title-pages or 
at length in the white space above a caption-title, property marks were 
rubber stamped across their illustrations, and the paper appurtenances of 
circulation were pasted to their wrappers or final blanks. Today rare books 
librarians, cursing the imperturbable ghosts of their predecessors to whom 
anything printed after 1700 (and most things after 1640) was without in
terest, walk the aisles of their libraries' general stacks, muttering and rescu
ing and wishing they had adequate restoration budgets. 

As recently as five years ago, a library could have an arrangement with 
a dealer to quote 18th century English books and pamphlets under $10 and 
would receive fairly long lists at frequent intervals. With alarming speed 
the limit rose to $15, $20, $30. The last offer I had from an old acquaintance 
in the trade included only one item below $30, a very small and battered 
pamphlet of no particular importance of which the Spencer Library already 
had a fine, untrimmed, unbound copy, bought in 1963 for $2.50. What 
important 18th century English books fetch does not bear thinking of. 

What all of this says, aside from the obvious statements about shrinking 
supply and the inconvenient immortality of libraries which don't die like 
decent folk and send their books back out into the market, is that the 
libraries and scholars and collectors now find 18th century English books 
highly desirable and see beauties in them which were not long ago imper
ceptible to all but a farsighted few. Part of this growing popularity stems 
from the classic scarcity pattern: if Caxtons are scarce, we find virtue in 
John Daye, then in the Jaggards and Stansby, and so on, moving ever for
ward through time. Part of it, I fear, may come from the increasing need 
to find research material for linguistically ignorant graduate students. To 
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the librarian, however, the most important reason is the growing interest 
in this period on the part of scholars. 

Aside from the current fashion for things two centuries old which is a 
natural result of having one's two hundredth birthday, there has been for 
some years an increasing interest in the 18th century, in putting our own 
history in perspective in the world of the time, in understanding the ideas 
and concerns of that time. The books and manuscripts of the 18th century 
form a speaking portrait of that turbulent and expanding age, near enough 
in time to be comprehensible, speaking the language most of us know best, 
filled with self-made men trying to find their way in a society changed by 
their very presence, and politicians fighting the familiar rear-guard action 
against public exposure of their actions by the burgeoning new class of 
journalists. It is the pleasant and exasperating task of librarians to provide 
these silent witnesses to the vitality of an age. 

In this hemisphere there are a few fortunate libraries which were able 
to collect the publications of the 18th century as they came off the press and, 
no doubt, to catalogue them to the satisfaction of the time with no more 
difficulty than cataloguers usually have with current books. The identity of 
anonymous polemicists could be discovered by conversing with one's friends 
—in the smaller society of that time, one was almost bound to know some
one who knew—and written on the fly leaf if it was felt to be of any use 
or significance. The subject of the discussion would be known to any 
reasonably educated person and consequently did not have to be recorded 
anywhere, with the exception of those enticing blanks left in satiric poems 
which would occasionally be filled in by someone who fancied he knew 
the answers. Most American libraries are not in that enviable position, being 
too young or not foresighted enough, and their librarians have a fine set of 
pleasurable conundrums to solve: how to find the books, how to acquire 
them once found, and how to handle them once acquired. 

In finding the books, librarians have a great deal of help; indeed the 
work is more often than not done for them by their obliging best friends, 
the booksellers. Every day's mail brings catalogues from all over the world, 
arranged in every order known to man (including purely random), some of 
them sumptuous affairs with coloured plates and some of them mimeo
graphed or even (as with one of my favorite Italian dealers) ninth carbons 
in a particularly virulent and illegible blue. These have to be read with 
care, and they are—at the desk, at the breakfast table, in the bath tub, and 
in bed. This task is not only edifying but thoroughly pleasant, no matter 
how little money there is to spend. To find the sleeper amongst the known 
favourites, to learn the points of books not yet (and perhaps never to be) 
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owned, to indulge in the peculiar joy of seeing the current price of a book 
bought cheap ten years ago, to store up in the obliging subconscious prices 
to use when the next enquiry comes from someone with iron pyrites in his 
attic, to savour the occasional felicities of booksellers' prose—these are quiet 
pleasures not restricted by funds. If there is money to be spent, then the 
catalogues must be read quickly, the library's holdings checked equally 
quickly, and the order sent by the quickest means available. Then comes 
the frustrating period of waiting, only too frequently terminated with a 
"sold" note, but sometimes—often enough to keep up the heart—ending 
with the arrival of a parcel. 

The more fortunate of us can go on buying trips, visiting shops pre
viously known only by correspondence and meeting booksellers known only 
as voices on the telephone, or to book fairs—Lucullan feasts where the un
prepared can become so overwhelmed by the bounty as to fall into con
fusion and go away hungry out of sheer indecision or shoot an entire year's 
budget in one afternoon. 

One result of all this activity can be the development of a special rela
tionship with a few booksellers, getting to know them and their specialties 
while they get to know the librarian and his library's particular interests. 
This can lead not only to valued friendships but also to advance copies of 
catalogues and even to special offers. Special offers are particularly prized: 
the bookseller does not have to spend his time and money describing the 
books or manuscripts for a catalogue, the librarian has a little more time to 
do the necessary background work (including money raising) on what is 
often a major purchase, and maybe the price will be a little less. The 
example I think of particularly from my own experience happened about 
four years ago. At a book fair in New York I picked up a flyer from an 
English dealer listing a number of manuscript collections he had for sale. 
One or two of these were of interest but proved to be sold when I enquired. 
Some time later one of these was offered to me, all uncatalogued, unsorted, 
with little description of more than half of it save the intriguing "a roomful 
of old deeds." Upstairs in a house in one of those pleasant squares near the 
British Museum was a sizable room filled about knee-high (waist-high in 
places) with manuscripts—wrapped in newspapers, bundled in string, 
packed in tea chests, loose on tables and shelves and the floor. There were 
old deeds in plenty, and wills and marriage contracts and account books 
and letters and manuscript maps and files and roll-files and pipe rolls and 
desk spindles with the original contents still spiked on them. They were 
about land transfer, taxes (including stamped paper taxes), exchequer af
fairs, chancery affairs, naval and military matters, and a myriad other 
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matters. They were perfectly delightful. After about three hours of looking 
at them, the bookseller and I repaired to a pub in Southwark to talk about 
things over a beer. Not having to arrange and catalogue the collection 
dropped the price by a significant percentage. Agreement to pay fairly 
promptly dropped it still further. The Spencer Library ended up with fifty-
three large cartons of manuscripts (fifteenth to nineteenth century, but 
mostly seventeenth and eighteenth century) at a low price, and the book
seller ended up with a fair profit and an emptied storeroom. I suppose I 
needn't add that relations between the two parties continue to be very 
cordial. 

Getting the money to pay for the books once they've been found is 
especially difficult these days. The contrast with the fat times of the late 
fifties and early sixties is particularly painful. I read a lot of catalogues for 
pleasure and too few for orders now and my acquaintance with booksellers 
is more social than business. 

The University of Kansas library, like many others, is turning to its 
friends to help out in these difficult times. Our Friends of the Library are 
a relatively young group, not yet five years old, but in that short time they 
have already proved their value—providing friendship, dedicated advocacy, 
and intangible support as well as assistance with purchases. One particular 
gift of our Friends is especially appropriate to mention at a conference 
dedicated to the 18th century: a complete set of all sixty volumes of The 
Political State of Great Britain (London: J . Baker, 1711-1740). 

I can say very little about that very important source of books, the private 
collector as donor. None of the donors with whom I have worked has been 
interested in the 18th century although some who preceded my arrival at 
Kansas gave the library 18th century books, especially the late Charles B. 
Realey who bequeathed the library his collection on Sir Robert Walpole, 
and the California collector, Ralph Ellis, whose great collection of natural 
history included a number of 18th century books. In general, the care and 
cultivation of donors is a delicate and very personal activity; few can do it 
well and such people should be prized beyond rubies, no matter what their 
faults. 

Another way of raising money, beyond appealing to Friends and legis
latures, is the sale or exchange of surplus duplicates. This is a course to be 
embarked upon with considerable caution but definitely to be embarked 
upon. To keep true duplicates is to be selfish, assuming that local regula
tions permit alienation, but to let a book go without examining it critically, 
making absolutely sure that it is a true duplicate, is to be unprofessional iy 
myopic. I may be overly sensitive on the matter of true duplication, partly 
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because Charlton Hinman has a study just down the hall from my office 
and since I occasionally assist him in teaching analytical bibliography, but 
partly because I know very well that some of the books I have acquired 
from other libraries as "surplus duplicates" have proved to be nothing of 
the sort, but previously unnoticed stop-press variants. Nonetheless, if due 
care is taken, the sale of duplicates can be a very valuable source of money 
to libraries and of stock to booksellers. 

Once the books have been acquired, we get down to what is really 
special about 18th century English books, the delightfully difficult problems 
of cataloguing them and getting them and the potential researcher together. 
The same lack of bibliographical assistance about which we complain so 
bitterly (the long-desired and much-discussed 18th century S T C ) , the 
variety of forms (re-editions, re-issues, and positive battalions of states), the 
stubborn anonymity of authors and the sheer quantity of the books them
selves, all combine to make the cataloguer of I8th century English books 
a very fortunate librarian indeed. We still have to work with the book 
itself, exercise our ingenuity and bibliographical craft, and we have a very 
good chance of finding out something new, something that no one else 
has seen. 

To give some context to these remarks, we should remember that the 
University of Kansas is 109 years old, began to acquire rare books delib
erately twenty-one years ago, has about one and three-quarter million vol
umes (of which about two hundred thousand are in the Spencer Library— 
the rare books library) and over a mile of manuscripts and archives (all 
of which are in Spencer). Something over twenty-eight thousand of the 
printed volumes and a fair number of the manuscripts are from Great 
Britain in the 18th century. About twenty-five hundred of the 18th century 
English books were acquired in the last three years and about fifteen percent 
of die use of our printed books is of 18th century English books, that is, 
about 4600 volumes last year. It's a moderately busy place, with five librar
ians to do all the ordering, cataloguing, and public service—not just for 18th 
century but for all subject areas except Kansas history and University 
Archives which have their own staff. Like other librarians, we regret the 
lack of sufficiently helpful bibliographical aids and the unconscionable 
amount of time that it often takes to record a new acquisition sufficiently 
well to make it truly useful to our readers and researchers. Like other li
brarians, we make grateful use of the work of centuries of scholars— espe
cially the generations of scholarly librarians who produced the British 
Museum Catalogue of Printed Books—and contribute the results of our 
own work to the National Union Catalog and to a Cornell University pilot 
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18th century short-title catalogue. We also enjoy the considerable intel
lectual effort which is necessary to catalogue 18th century books usefully. 

The pleasures of dealing with these books are great. They afford scope 
for that fondness for puzzles, ciphers, and problem-solving that character
izes the rare books cataloguer and the bibliographer. They encourage and 
even require us to immerse ourselves in the politics and scandals of the age, 
teach us the foibles and nicknames of famous men, introduce us to obscure 
and anonymous people and make us exercise all of our bibliographical craft 
and historical ingenuity. For example, four recently answered questions: 
Who or what is Blue-String? What is the true date of the 1771 edition of 
Catesby's Natural History of Carolina? How was the abridged edition of 
Cook's third voyage issued? What do Edmund Curll and aboriginal Aus
tralian bark paintings have in common ? 

One of our 18th century collecting interests is separately published 
satiric poems. Usually anonymous in authorship, these are apt to conceal 
their subjects with nicknames, periphrases, and blanks. Sometimes these 
are easy to decode—"L-rds" and "C-mm-ns" and "K-ng" are hardly intended 
to be concealed by the mere omission of vowels, and the Duke of Marl
borough is readily recognizable as the D — of M . The more difficult 
concealments are probably not real problems to the specialist but they are 
great puzzles to the generalist librarian committed to the care of everything 
from papyrus to Charles Olson. 

A couple of years ago we were handling a volume of folio satires from 
the 1730s and '40s. Amongst them were four particularly obscure pieces: 
The Projector's Looting-Glass, Being the Last Dying Words and Confession 
of Sir Robert Marral (London: T. Tibbit, 1733), Suffolk and Norfolk or, 
Two Prodigies in Nature (London: P. Monger [!], 1735), The Statesman. 
A New Court Ballad (London: S. Slow, undated but after 1731), and The 
Negotiaters. Or, Don Diego Brought to Reason (London: R. Thompson, 
1738). 

The Projector's Looting-Glass begins 
With heavy Heart and trembling Hand, 

I poor Sir B—ue S—ng, Knight 
Write this, to let you understand 

My sad and woeful plight. 

and refers to a rise in politics accomplished by bribery and extortion as well 
as to present unpopularity. 
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The Statesman commences 
Some Years ago from Norfolk, 
There came a gallant Wight, 
And tho' it is most strange, yet 

He could both Read and Write; 
So to London he wou'd go, woud go, 
wou'd go, so to London he wou'd go. 

It tells of a rise to fame, fortune and power by corruption and extortion 
and ends 

But yet not being satisf y'd, 
He needs must have a String, 
And it must be a Blue one, 
'Cause that's a pretty thing; 

When to Norfolk he does go, &c. 
However, let him have his Whim, 
And dangle the Blue String, 
So he's but doom'd at last 
In a Hempen one to swing; 

When to Tyburn he does go, &c. 

Suffolk and Norfolk describes a medical prodigy (a man from Suffolk 
with a very unpleasant disease of the skin) and a political prodigy (a man 
from Norfolk with a very unpleasant case of avarice). 

The Negotiaters includes in its first stanza the lines 
Since Blue-String the Great, 
To better their Fate, 
Once more has determin'd he will Negotiate; 

These four pieces therefore appeared to have a common subject, Sir 
Blue-String from Norfolk, a man of considerable importance who gave 
rise to strong feelings in those opposed to him. His identity remained 
uncertain until the handling of the fourth piece, The Negotiaters. This not 
only includes a reference to Blue-String but has the final needed clue. It 
has a very fine woodcut frontispiece, showing a stout bewigged gentleman 
holding a British lion by the tail as it stretches forth a clawed paw toward 
a mustachio'd man with a large whip who is driving three men in the 
shafts of a cart. The woodcut is all black-and-white save one spot of colour, 
a blue Garter ribbon across the bosom of the bewigged gentleman. It all 
comes clear. The stout man is Sir Robert Walpole (easily recognizable 
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from other cartoons of the day), displaying the Garter ribbon of which he 
proves to have been very proud, vainly attempting to restrain England from 
a war with Spain, the proximate cause of which was Spanish interference 
with English shipping and maltreatment of English seamen. Walpole 
then is Sir Blue-String and the Norfolk Prodigy. 

Most of this can be found neatly laid out in Milton Percival's edition of 
Political Ballads Illustrating the Administration of Sir Robert Walpole 
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1916) but not until one at least suspects that 
the subject is Walpole—the reference book to solve the problem cannot be 
found until the problem is solved. The poem called Suffolk and Norfolk^, 
by the way, does not appear in Percival's compilation. 

The question of the true date of the 1771 edition of Mark Catesby's 
Natural History of Carolina, Florida, and the Bahama Islands came up 
while I was working on the bibliographical editing of a catalogue1 of the 
Ralph Ellis collection, the large ornithological collection bequeathed to the 
University of Kansas some years ago by a California collector. Catesby's 
great work,2 the first major treatise devoted entirely to the biota of the 
New World, was first issued in parts from about 1730 to 1748, although the 
title-pages of the two volumes of the first edition read "1731" and "1743." It 
came out again in 1754 with new title-pages, including the statement 
"Revis'd by Mr. Edwards," and again later with title-pages dated 1771. The 
Ellis Collection has all three of these editions, with two copies each of the 
1754 and 1771 versions. This provides an opportunity for comparison of 
the text of the three editions. 

This comparison was made and the textual differences proved to be 
minimal. Two minor alterations made by printed pasteover labels in the 
"first edition" are set in corrected form in the 1754 and 1771 versions. A 
sentence which breaks off at a semi-colon in the "first edition" has been 
completed in the 1754 "edition" by the addition of seven words, and there 
are three other changes involving a total of no more than nine words. The 
edition of 1771 adds a list of the Linnean names of the animals and plants 
described and makes some further very minor changes of wording. One is 
left with the impression that George Edwards's "revision" of the text was 
merely a checking for correctness resulting in no need for change. 

The interesting revelations of the comparison did not relate to the text 
changes but to the printing history of Catesby's great work. After page 80 
of volume I, the issues of "1731" and 1754 are identical save for an added 
dedication leaf and the title-page of volume II; obviously old sheets of the 
original printing were available in plenty. (So much standing type tied 
up in a warehouse for so long seems unlikely.) The first eighty pages of 
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volume I have been reset entirely, and (here's the joy of multiple "copies") 
forty-one of them have been reset twice. It was a very careful resetting, 
page-for-page and a great deal of it line-for-line. The only evidences of 
compositorial spelling preference I found were "blew" and "blue," and 
"aboad" and "abode." 

The text-pages of the two "copies" of the 1771 edition are identical with 
one another and obviously of quite a different setting of type from the 
earlier versions, no effort being made to follow the punctuation, capitaliza
tion, or spacing. They have their own concealed difference, however. Ex
amination (following accidental observation, I must confess) of the paper 
reveals, in the plates of one copy, watermarks dated 1809, 1815, and 1816, 
while the plates of the other copy are printed on paper appropriate to a 
date of 1771. Once again, old sheets (this time of the 1771 edition, includ
ing the title-page) have been left and appear to have been bound up with 
19th century prints pulled from the 18th century engraved plates. 

Exactly what we have here in terms of edition, impression, issue, and 
state, I am not sure. Certainly there are at least two editions, the "1731" 
and the 1771. Whether the resetting of eighty out of over two hundred and 
eighty pages qualifies the "1754" as an edition, I doubt. I guess I would say 
that we have one edition with two issues, the second issue having two states 
(i.e., the first edition: first issue, of "1731," second issue of 1754 existing in 
two states), and another edition also existing in two states but maybe only 
one issue (i.e., the edition of 1771: state A actually issued in 1771, state B 
made up after 1815 but perhaps never "issued" but just made up by a col
lector or bookseller). I hope that the publication of the description of this 
interesting problem here and in the second volume of the Ellis catalogue 
will elicit some further information from other owners of Catesby. 

The work on the Ellis catalogue keeps producing problems to be solved. 
The latest of the series was a minor matter concerning the octavo abridged 
edition of Cook's third voyage, published hard on the heels of the first 
(Admiralty) edition and dated, like it, 1784.3 It is a fairly common book— 
the National Union Catalog Pre-1956 Imprints shows at least nineteen copies 
—and I probably would have paid it no particular attention if it had not 
been necessary to compare two copies for determination of duplication. The 
two copies proved to differ only in binding order and chart coloration. One 
copy has gathering Cc, containing "Directions for placing the Copper 
Plates, Charts, &c. in Captain Cook's Third and Last Voyage" and "New 
Pamphlets, printed for John Stockdale, for the Year 1785" bound at the 
end of volume I, following gathering Bb. In the other copy an identical 
gathering is bound at the end of volume IV, following a gathering also 
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signed Cc but containing the end of the list of subscribers. This apparently 
unlikely repetition of signatures does follow the order of printing, as can 
be seen from the printed note at the foot of the first page of the gathering: 
"Vol. IV.—No. 24." Such printed notes appear throughout, on the first 
page of each gathering except the preliminaries, revealing that this abridg
ment was issued in parts, each of approximately four gatherings . The dura
tion of the issue is unknown except that it began in 1784 (as the title-pages 
are dated) and extended into 1785 (as evidenced by the date of Stockdale's 
list and of the folding chart bound in volume I ) . This is not a bibliographi
cal discovery of any importance but it does demonstrate that almost any 
18th century book is apt to contain a puzzle to be solved, the solution of 
which will add a little to our knowledge of publishing history. 

This sort of cataloguing cryptoanalysis is highly pleasurable—the librar
ian's true craft—but it must not make us forget that the point of the exercise 
is to make the books available to other researchers. If we look this carefully 
at every book we will find ourselves sitting atop an ever-increasing glacial 
deposit of uncatalogued books. At Kansas we have tried many different 
shortcuts, most of them serving only to teach us that the shortest way across 
is the longest way home, but some of at least passing interest. For a year 
or so, until the mechanical problems became too great, we microfilmed the 
title-pages of all unbound pamphlets and printed out the photographs on 
Xerox card stock. These made very interesting catalogue cards, revealing 
more clearly than any transcription those differences of ornament or place
ment of type which are often the first clue to a variant printing. One of 
our readers was able to discover a useful number of the anonymous 18th 
century Birmingham imprints he was seeking by recognition of certain 
characteristic ornaments on these title-page cards as they appeared in the 
chronological catalogue. 

The 18th century English books are used by all levels of reader and their 
appeal is broad. I can assure you that there is almost nothing else in a 
library so appealing to a group of sixth graders brought "to learn about the 
research library" as an 18th century English newspaper, that ladies' literary 
clubs are enchanted by early almanacs, and that it is a poor librarian indeed 
who cannot win over almost any group, from class to tour, with a few 
selected issues of The Gentleman's Magazine. The enlightened and schol
arly attitude of one of our English faculty has proved that good freshman 
English students as well as graduate students can profit greatly from a de
tailed textual comparison of the first two editions of Tom Jones. The State 
Trials are a prime source for the students of English constitutional history 
while the hundreds of 18th century pamphlet sermons which one might be 
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tempted to dismiss as of little interest are a lode being assiduously mined 
by students of politics and the relationship of church and state. The tan
gled relationship of those two indefatigable and mutually plagiarizing 
annalists, David Jones and Abel Boyer, is being sorted out by one of our 
History faculty in the interstices of his continuing major work on Marl
borough and Godolphin. 

The 18th century collections serve not only our own university com
munity but draw scholars from other universities in the United States and 
further afield. Recent researchers have sought Irish 18th century imprints, 
Robert Dodsley, and "all the 18th century English periodicals you have." 
This last researcher, intending to stay only a day or two, encountered the 
great wealth of the Richmond P. Bond collection and left reluctantly ten 
days later, far more aware of the magnitude and complexity of the monu
mental task he had set himself—to make a catalogue of all pre-19th century 
English periodicals. 

The labours and accomplishments of these readers and researchers are 
shared and supported by the librarians. Our job does not end with finding, 
acquiring, and cataloguing but goes on—answering bibliographical queries 
which come by letter and from readers in the library, giving short individ
ual courses in historical and descriptive bibliography and in palaeography, 
always keeping an eye open for the piece which will fit with a certain re
searcher's interests, and trying to keep abreast (or ahead) of everyone's 
work. 

One 18th century researcher has defeated us. We cannot keep up with 
him. He began work with a group of others in the late '50s, intending to 
produce a list of our Edmund Curll collection (based on the private col
lection of the late Peter Murray Hill). As the years passed the Curll Com
mittee, as it called itself, withered away, leaving the one determined man 
who became more and more fascinated with Curll. Slowly the list of the 
Curll collection became a checklist of all the Curll imprints he could find, 
and then turned into a biography of Edmund Curll with bibliographical 
appendices, including a greatly expanded and corrected Curll checklist, 
which should supersede Ralph Straus's The Unspeakable Curll (London: 
Chapman and Hall, 1928). It has a great deal about Curll's publications 
for, as the author puts it, "what can the biography of a bookseller-publisher 
be but a discussion of his books?" The Curll who will be revealed—we 
trust—is a very speakable fellow, a showman-auctioneer amongst other 
things who auctioned major libraries to a full house at the rate of twenty 
books an evening. Unfortunately the assiduous researcher, pursuing Curll 
imprints to the very Antipodes, became fascinated with a new thing, Aus-
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tralian aboriginal bark paintings. He commenced to collect them. He was 
called upon to lend them to museums for public exhibition. He commenced 
to write about them. None of us has been able to see how we can speed the 
completion of the latest work on bark painting, and (according to my last 
conversation with this double enthusiast) we must wait for that before we 
can expect to see the new, speakable Curll. 

A pleasurable problem, a chance to exercise the bibliographical craft, 
and the opportunity of working with scholars of an intriguing and congenial 
age: that is what the 18th century English book means to this librarian. 
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