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ing-. "Te Let" ie the verb which should be
used in such cases; the leader IlLETS Ot- fiûr

hire." nnd the borrower Il iaa.s" the article.
A siilar perversion, and more giaringl1y ap-

parent, ie that of the v'erb Il0 to arn."-Very
commonly do we lîcar people say, that a
teacher du not Il carn'l a boy anything; or
that such a person will "leara7' another no
good; or that they hope "Iyou viii lea-n the
chiid beîter things; 1 thus thoughtlessly using
the verb of ac7-zis-Iion lor that of cc minunica-
lion, XI can scarcely hancessary to do more,
thon to remind those, who comimit this ca.reless
niitke, that "10 to ach" is ta imparl or cern-
mnrcale knowledge, and Il0 leeirn" is to ac-
çuire or gain i?; to induce thcrn hencefortih to
avoid ihis ccnmmnon crror.

The vcrbs "affeci" and "tgkef' arc ire-
quently confoundcd w'îh eaeh other, both verb-
nlly and in print ; more esecially in the latter
ase. "To Ai:fecl" isto luxean influeixceupon,
Io excite, Ie more the passions; 10 Erfttd is te
brin- to pass, toa ccow.plish- One itle letter
only marks tha vnriancc of clrthography bc-
tween these two verbs; but their sensa is
wiîiely irent; and those who pretend to
corrccîness in speechi or writing should cure-
fully remember the distinct ion.

Preeisely similar is the prrversion which
substitutes "irgeniuwus for ingenieus," and
zicé verse. "I~eiu"meins "ýtcilty, in-

tentire, ~ .deet; j<citous" is "o ciia-
dgd fai-, gencreux." The distinctivr r--.
nouniciation shotild ho carrecily remcembered
andi m.-rked in speaking; thc definition of the

fore, the :hotîghiless or ignorant substitution
of the ane for the other sountis vcry Iil.-
liany o:i:er sucb cxamples migh:t ha atduccd;
but the foregoing arc sufficient of thecir class
for the prescrit p-ai-pose.

1 now pnss on te a fcw instances of pi-ava-
lent ungrammairal construc!ion, which %vil]
bring me nicarly te the close of my subjeci.

A i-aiy common colloqtiial errer is ihecuse cf
lte aivlwrd an inharrnous phrzase, 99you,
was," insieati of <'you irz-. ''is uncouth.
cembination cf siglrniplural ariscsmost
prob.%bly, frein forgeuting or net being numrc
of t rezason for the ceni-entional miibstitution
of the plural preneuri Ilycu,"1 for the singular
«ihou," in tddressing individuals; and~ frein
an iden, that as or.lt o persoa is alluded te.
a plural veaib cannot bc antpleycd. Strily,
tIbis iticz is correct; bt niiversl coasent
baving sdopted the plural -auharmony
and Cocordt Musi bc aiaintained, the gramt-

mnatical ridles of construction must ha obse
andi consequently the verb muet agi-ce in~
ber 'xith the prein.. Aneiently, wviît
singîtlar Ilfhc and ltou" waere uic
usad, there :vas ne difieuity wiib rega
the verb; Iltlzou iae4," or" thou uert!" î
ed the natural and correct phrasa. nIt
proccss cf uie, as nianuers softeined, d
oui- became more polzshcd, andi mîýdPs of,
more courteous and refined, the use cf tL
gular pronouns "tkee and thoe" was cor
ed tee harsh and abrupt; and iiaig
fore, the maguaificent style cf monarchi
gi-andace, "am puissance andi gra
coulti net be supposed te ho includedv
the limniteti bountis cf oe ordinary =~
anti who, thercere hiahîtually used the:
torms" Il e andi us?' te express their pra
veluinous importance. socicty in ger
gan te substitute the plural for the in.,
proneun, in conmen conversation. li
becaine a mark cf pelitcncss -o addri-
individual ina style. ivhich supposed h.-
portance to bc more thau ordmnary, an
pliet-Ily e.talted bis consequence; and
the adoption cf the phrase "you wvert
steai cf " lhou irai-t or irzt, as ezaLi
andi becaina universal. But this alierat
style consisis mercly in cmplcying a fi-.
scpeech in conimon conversation; in pF
addrcssing an indî'-idual in a style, %vhic
sum as lis multiplied distinctions. and fý
his sclf-cstaam ; but it doe.r nef alicr the
of.gzanlmaz-. Thosa muilestunermingly ni
ihait noune, pz-eaouns anti rc-b: shahl -a
numbcr; the plural "yoz' ust sttili bc.]
to i he plural Il ucre; anti crefore thc ji
icyau =a" is ingrmmatic:îil and inceri

1 may nexi briefly mcni:on thc frequc:ý
pla.cing, of the wvords and-st" Irnd
erdinary phrasce!egy. How voftcpde îil
such cxcpressions as Ilthe.fit-of.rst," the -,
lcst," anti similar enrzs cf speech. Ai~
slîght reflactien will shewç the fallacy du
mode of ucreance; sinco the trns «-j
anti "Iasi' hava a irizile, indivriblir, L

geaceus 1!'eaning, andi canne: hc :%pep

It1 may lit.rbeincidentally ticntioenfe
thc Ediloriici -we is a çjxces of gr.,
qucace of ithe saine genu.-; cxccptîng itf
a solf-assumeti iiporvac-a, not a cre
comnp liment of;cf emc:. lis cricct is thr 1
as Ilhnt cf Il Yw'4"ilii of cXPres:ý
individual hyvlurai pronoun. '5e: -cit
rec il <-on.)4tn<d wiith a ingular verh.
i=ïs"or "jwc fii %vould sound s:ratturz'Iy a~
te, the mos: casmess speaker;- yet itvn
nomor.cungmamanucl or tmpt-oper Il.='
irs."


