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Whereas catalogues of individuals’ libraries commonly are based upon
inventories drawn at the owners’ or their executors’ instigation for purposes
of sale, the Nortons have had to reconstruct Hume’s collection speculatively
from an 1840 inventory of the books of Baron Hume, the philosopher’s
nephew. Proof that this inventory included Hume's books is not attainable,
but the Nortons skillfully build the case for a very high probability. In his will
the philosopher left his sister Katherine her choice of one hundred volumes
and his brother John the remainder. Thereafter these two left their books to
John’s son David, the philosopher’s favorite nephew, publisher of the
Dialogues, and preserver of the MSS calendared by Greig and Beynon. It would
seem uncharacteristic of the baron not to have valued his uncle’s books.
Doubtless the uncle’s books could have been lost somehow, but one must
imaginatively invent the circumstances that would have prevented them from
showing up in the inventory that the bookseller Thomas Stevenson drew up
for the baron’s will.

Moreover, Stevenson’s inventory includes ten presentation copies of
books given to the uncle and three items with his markings, among them the
first two volumes of the Treatise with “a Vast of Corrections and Additions in
the handwriting of the Author” (entry 647). Books that we know from letters
were sent to Hume are included, like the five-volume miscellaneous works of
d’Alembert (Burton, Letters, 209). Numerous other works known to have been
familiar to Hume are in the list. Among books currently or formerly bearing
Hume bookplates, Malebranche’s Recherche de la vérité does not appear in the
list, but ten items do. By the time the Nortons have finished laying out the
details, painstakingly and lucidly, the case is fairly convincing that a high
number of these books had been the philosopher’s.

I can add one detail to the accumulation. In “Of the Protestant
Succession,” Hume quotes from Edmund Spenser’s A View of the Present State
of Ireland, citing “p. 1537. Edit. 1706.” The unlikeliness of the page number is
compounded by the lack of any record of a 1706 edition of either A View or
of Spenser’s collected works. If, however, one consults the 1715 edition of
Spenser’s works listed in the Nortons’ catalogue, one finds that the pagination
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does not start anew in each volume, that page 1537 and A View fall in volume
6, and that the passage quoted is at the bottom of the page.

One apparent problem needs discussion. The Nortons endeavor to locate
a copy of every item in the list in a source like the Short Title Catalogue or the
catalogue of the British Library. This step is made possible by Stevenson’s
attribution to each item of a format: 4to, 8vo, and so on. Taken at face value,
however, Stevenson'’s attributions create a high number of ghosts in his own
list, items, that is, for which there is no record or known example. The awk-
ward answer is that, as the Nortons explain (n. 127), Stevenson's attributions
are sometimes wrong, and for good reason. Booksellers and buyers used the
terms for format primarily to indicate book sizes, but strictly speaking format
pertains rather to the number and pattern of folds in a printed sheet to create
the leaves of a book. Given the variability in sheet sizes, format and the
dimensions of books are unreliable indicators of each other. Accurate attribu-
tion of collational formulae can be difficult, not to mention unimportant to
Stevenson’s purpose, which was to indicate whether a book was a pocket vol-
ume, a deluxe edition, or what have you. Guessing at formats by dimensions
would guarantee errors worrying to analytic bibliographers but not to
Stevenson and his customers. Consequently some of the Nortons' exemplar
copies do not match perfectly with Stevenson’s attribution of format, but the
Nortons’ exercises of judgment make more sense of Stevenson’s list than it
would otherwise. For example, although Stevenson indicates that James
Brindley’s pocket classics were 18mo, many were 12mo, and it is better to infer
that Stevenson guessed formats wrongly than that Brindley produced both
12mo and (now missing) 18mo versions in the same year.

In the same spirit | offer the following hypothesis to make more sense out
of entry 1069. Here Stevenson listed among titles by Jean-Jacques Rousseau the
following: “Oeuvres Diverses de. 5 vols. wanting vol. 3. 12mo Calf gilt.
Amsterdam et Londre, 1734.” Pointing out that Rousseau began publishing
only about 1750, the Nortons suggest that Stevenson meant a 1764 edition
listed in the catalogue of the Bibliotheque Nationale (157: 418). Another
possibility, however, is that Stevenson or an assistant mistakenly assimilated
into the enumeration of titles by Jean-Jacques Rousseau a 1734 set by Jean-
Baptiste Rousseau titled vaguely, Oeuvres diverses de Mr. Rousseau. Although
volumes 1-3 were produced in Amsterdam, the two volumes of the Supplément
aux oeuvres indicate London as their city of origin. (For descriptions see the
Catalogue général, 157: 385-6, nos. 18, 13.) The sonnet (“Jadis Matelot ren-
forcé,...”) that Hume quotes in “Of the Rise and Progress of the Arts and
Sciences” appears in volume 2 on page 329.

Famously, Samuel Johnson said that someone “will turn over half a library
to make one book.” Humeans hardly need to be told that it is exegetically
useful to identify the works that Hume used or had in mind when he wrote.
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The Nortons’ cautious and resourceful detective work has provided hints as to
works and editions in the library that Hume was turning over. The heuristic
value of the catalogue is potentially very great indeed.
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