
APPENDIX 4 

WALPOLE'S REPLY TO JAMES BARRY 

Here first printed from MS WSL; purchased from the estate of Richard Bent­

ley. 1937-
See ante 1 Feb. 1775, i. 234. 

IN a sensible book lately published by Mr James Barry, painter, I 
was surprised to find these words: 'As to the Dutch School, I 

leave them to the deep researches of the Hon. Horace Walpole, or of 
any such learned gentleman, if such another can be found.' This is 
not the first time that it has been m y fortune to offend persons of 
opinions directly contrary. I have been censured by the zealots and 
adversaries of Charles I for too much asperity and too much tender­
ness to his memory. I have been blamed for undervaluing the Dutch 
masters, in the following passage in the Introduction to the ALdes 
Walpoliana;: 'And as for the Dutch painters, those drudging mimics 
of Nature's most uncomely coarsenesses, do not their earthen pots 
and brass kettles carry away prices only due to the sweet neatness of 
Albano, and to the attractive delicacy of Carlo Maratti? The gentlest 
fault that can be found with them, is what Apelles said of Protog-
enes: dixit enim omnia sibi cum illo paria esse, aut illi meliora; 
sed uno se prcestare, quod manum ille de tabula nesciret tollere.1 

Their best commendation was the source of their faults; their ap­
plication to their art prevented their being happy in it.' 
After so positive a declaration, had I reason to expect being at­

tacked as an advocate for the Dutch masters? I a m not vain enough to 
demand that M r Barry should be acquainted with m y writings; but 
before he laughs at m y deep researches into the history of the art in 
this country,2 which at least ought not to displease him, however in­
adequately performed, methinks he might have given himself the 
trouble of searching into m y opinions, before he ascribed to m e the 

1. 'Plin. lib. 35, cap. 10' (HW's refer- 2. H W first wrote 'into the art he pro-
ence, in Works ii. 227). fesses.' 


