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husk of words e stick in, as in studyuy & furenzn language, they
can hardly tind where tv stick at all.

Thus habit, I suppuse, comes maly as a tradition from a former
age ; a habit which, though begun upon guud causes, has beeun kept
up long after those causes were done away. The prevailing idens
herein gut fixed ot a tiwe wien thore was ne woil forud Euglish
literature in being , when the languago aself was raw and rude,
and when the world’s whole stock of intellectual wealth was en-
shrined in other tungues. Tho custum thus suttled fruu. necos
8ity s cuntitued to this day, when the English tungue, besides ats
own vast fuiud of uriginal treasure, has had the bluud of all the best
human thought trausfused intu its vemns, and when its walks have
grown rich «uud delectable nith the spuils of crery earlier fruitage
of genius and learning.

Threo centuries ago Chaucer was the only really good Eughsh
author, he was then two hundred years old, and the language had
chauged sv much sinco his tuae, that reading s was aluust like
studying a fureiqu tungue. 8o uuch was this the case, that Bacon
thought the Enghish was gung to bankrupt all buoks entrusted to
its keeping. he therefore took care to have most of us own.works
translated intv Latin , and nuw our greatest regret touching huu s,
that we have uuvi all thuse wotke i lus own uuble Engush. Befure
his time, the language changed more 1n fifty years than it has done
1n all the three hundred years since. This 1s no doubt because the
mighty workmen of that age, himself among them, did sv wuch t

*“bolt off change = by the vast treasures of thoughit aud \usdum'
which they fuund ur made the language capable of expressing. The |

work then so glunivusly begun has been guing un ever sincey

though not always with the san.e grand results, uutil nvw the En -

lish s culumvh;) Leld to bo unie of Jhie faichest aud noblest tungues
ever spuhen, and the English literature 18, tn compass and vanety
of intellectual wealth, unsurpassed by any m the world.

Huw strange it is, then, that, with suck immense riches at huaad

in vur vernacular, we should su ruch postpone them to tho spniugs |

that were resorted (v before thuse siches grew into be.ng. Bewause
Homer and Suphocles had to be studied beiore Shakespesare wrote,
why should Shakespeare still be ignored in our liberal education,
whon his mighty worhs have dnatfed Hower and Sophocles inte,
infants, There mughtindecd be sume teason u thas, ithe had been in
any sort the offspring of these Greek masters; but he was blessedly
ignorant of thom, which may partly account for his having su much
surpassed them. H.. did not cuineite himself buaed to think and

, write as they did, anu this scems to have been unio cause why he
thought and wrote better than they did. I really canseo no reason
for insisting on learning from themn rather than from him, except
that learning from him is vastly easier.

Nesertheless I am far frum thinking that the Greek and Latin
ought to bo disused or made little of in our course of liberal learn.
ing. On the contrary, I would, of the two, have them studied in
college even mure thoreughly then they communly are, and this,
not unly because of their aneyualled uso i wental trauuig wnd
discipline, and as a preparation for sohd merit and success in the
learned professions, but also becauso a knewledge of them s solarge-

1y fandamental tua practical mastery of vur uwantongue. And here I
am muved W nute what secius to me a hange fur the wurse within

'forty years ago, tuwards setting and forming right literary and in

tellectual tastes than thoy are domg now. I believe they are now
turning out, fewer English scholars, and that these are not so woll
groundod aud cultured 1 the riches of our native tongue. The
fashiun indeed has been growing upon us of educating the mouth
much woro thau the mind, wluch seems tv be une causs why wo
are having 8o many more talhers and writers than thinkers.  An
unappeasable 1tch of popularity 1s eating out the old love of solid

 laarning, aud theuld relish fur the haunts of the Muses.

It mizy have beeu ubserved, that inthis argument I distinguish
sumewhat broadly batween a liberal and a practical education. Our
colleges vught to give, and, I suppose, aim at giving, the former,
whilo the latter is all thut vur public schools can justly be expect
ed to give. And o large majority of the pupils, as I said before,
are v gan their hving by hand-work, not by head-work. But
then we want them made capable of solid profit and of honest de-
light in the conversation of books, for this, as things now are, is
essential buth tu their moral health and also to their highest suc
cess 1n wurh, to say nothing of their daties and interest as citizens
of a repubhcan State. And, to this end. what can be more prac-
tical, in the just seuse of the term, than planting and nursing in
thein right intellectual tastes, su that their reading shall talie to such
buuks as are really wholesume ard improving ¢

0 the gencral subject, howerver, I have to remark further, that
uur education, as it seems to me, 18 greatly uverworking the study
of language, especially in the mudern languages. Frum the way our
yuung peuplo are hurned mto French and German, vne would sup-
pose there were no Enghsh authorsworth knowing, norany thought
in the English tungue worth hearing. So wo c¢ram them with
words, and educate them into ignurancy of things. and then exult
in their being ablsto  speah no sense inseveral languages.” Surely
a portion of the time mught bo as innocently spent in learning
sumething worth speakin in plain mother-English. When wo add
that, with all this wear and tear of brain, the pupils, ten to one,
stich in che crust of words, and never get through into the marrow
of thuught, so as to be at homo in 1it, our course can hardly be
deemed the perfection of wisdom.

Our custom herein seems to involve some flagrant defect or error
in our philusophy of education. The true process of education
18 to set and keep the mmmd in hving intercourse with things;
the works and ways of God in nature are our true educators. And
tho right oflice of language is tu serve as tho medium of such iuter-
cuurse.  And so tho secret of & good style in wnting 1s, that words
be used purely in their representative character, »nd not at all for
their own sake. This is well illustrated in Shakespeare, who in his

i earlior plays used language partly for its uvwn sake , but in his Iatter

plays all traces of such use disappear, here he uses it purely inits
representative character.  This 1t 1s, in great part, that makes his
style so much at once the delight and the despair of those who now
undertake to write the English tongue. And in other writers ex-
cellenco of styleis measurcd by approximation to this standard,
Tlus it 18 that so highly disinguishes Webster’s style,—tho best
yet writen on this continent. His language is so transparent that
in reading him one seldom thinks of it, and can hardly secit. In
fact the proper character of his style 18 perfect, consummate manh-

the Jast forty years. Forty years ago, besides that tho Greek and | ness; 1o which quality I make boid to affirm that he has.no eope-
Latin were made moreof in college, at least relatively than theyTiior in the whole range of English authorship. And in his Autobio-

are now, the students had both more t.u.c for English st. dies, and
also more of judicivus prompting and guidance in thewr reading.
Bat, of late, there has been so much crowding-n of modern lan-
guages and recent branches of science, that students “ave a good
deal less time than formerly for cultivating English literature by
themselves. In short, our colleges, it svems to me, did much more,

graphy the great man touches the eccre! as to how this came

about. ' Whaile ua cullege,” says ke, ‘' I dolivered two or three oc-
casional addresses, which were published. I trust they aro forgot-
ten ; they were in very bad taste. T had not then learncd thatall
true power in writing 18 in the 1dea, not-in the style; an exror into
which the 415 Rheforica, as it is ususlly taught, may easily lead
stronger heads than mine.” i .



