23

4

L e

CANADIAN ILLUSTRATED NEWS.

1883.

Ocroer 13,

BE ON TIMEB

Haviug, haply,
Found your place
Would you. start well
In the race?
Would you, young man,
lnyour priwe,
Pass'your comrades ?
Be ot tiwe !

Tardy doings,
Listleas deeds:
Gain no laurels,
Earn nooweeds.
Tle work hours
D not pay
After labour
Comes the play.,

After action
Comes the rest ;
Put your musele
Lo the test,
If the mountain
 Yuu would elimb,
Yaung beginner,
Be on time !

* Right fuot forward,”
Firm and true,

Left foot forward,”
Hope for you !

Heed not thistle,

Rock orerag:

Earth's great heroes
Never lag !

I'Y and doing 1

s the ery,

Prize the minutes
As they iy :

In all stations,
Ineack elime,

When youlabor

e

** Be on time!

THE GIFT UF THE G AB.

The gift of speech—the power of commnuui-
catiog thoughts and feelings otherwise latent—
is significant cf intelligence and responsibility,
and is & characteristie of an accountable being.
We are so habituated to the practice of it, that
we do rot think of its convenience and neces- |
sity.  We make use of it as we breathe the at.:
mosphere or eat our faod. The commonness of
the possession obscures from our view the indis-
pensable nature of it.  So long as we retain the !
facalty «f thought and the abﬁity to use one or |
more of our organs of sense, we are in a position
to reerive communications from our fellows, and ;
enabled 1o convey ovr ideas to others. Without |
language, liowever, we should be deprived of .
the only medium of intercourse we know, and !
shoald, in all probability, be as helpless as men |
are described to have teen in the confusion of -
tongues, becavse we should be unable to give :
any sign or scund which could represent to ano- ;
ther mind what was passing in our own. Speech |
is a power for good and for evil. Wisely used |
it is a grace and a blessing ; at the same time
‘‘the little member,” which has been called ““a
woild of iniquity” snd “an unruly evil, full of
deadly poisou,” and wbich, from its command-
ing iziluence, bas been compared to the bit of a
horse and the helm of « ship, has not changed
in any respect since this definition of it was
given. '

We may generally form a correct idea of a
map's character and halits from his ordinary
discourse, and may judge of his manners from
his style or mode ¢f expression. As a recent
writer significantly cheerves, ** Gush flows di-
rectly frem sentimentalisre, verbiage has its
root in mental vacuity and exaggerated language
is generally founded on insincerity or some
other inherent weakness.” We all know the
egotist, whom any simple obscrvaticn never
fails to remind of sowme striking event in his
own career, or to sfiard an opperiunity to int
duce the great * ], or to relste for the fifticth
time the porformance of some wondrons achie-
vement by the unparslleled “me.” Not less
ungleasant is the dictatorial bore, who inter-
ruy-ts your narrative to s«t you rizht in a matter
of fect : he supplies a werd for the use of which
you hesitate, corrcets your grammar, and knows
a gieat deal more than you can tell him. Equal.
1y so are thase who think that pauses in con.
versation ate to be avoided, and that their
voices must be Leard on all occasions, There
is, however, a mote objectionable style of speech
than what is merely vapid and meaninglese, in
that which is disagreeable and irritating, as well
as in that whiech is dictated by euvy, mnalice,
and uncharitableness. A familiar character is
the commen blab, who retails, with additions
and comments, the failines and peculiarities of
others, exsggerating and misrepresenting the
most ordinary oceurrences. The scandal-monger
is even more offensive : he carries rejoits pur.
gosely to exssperate and provoke. *‘ Do you

ear,” says he, **what such an one says of you ?
Wiif you put up with it? It is painful to think
Eow much there s in the ordinery proceedings
of wocial life which only deserves to be instantly
and for ever forgotlen, and it is equally amezing
how large a class teems to have no other busi-
ness but to perpetuate these very things which
are wischievous only by beirg repeated. Det.
ween scandal and slander, however, there is a
material difference : one js actionable, the other
is not. Slander is, perhaps, the most powerful
and insidious weapon of cifence which can be
employed ; but the safeguard against it consists
in i1ts dsnger, 23 it is apt to recoil on him who
uces it, beesu-e the slanderer is amenable to the
luw, and if found guilty is subject to punish.
ment.  While he thus gratifics his animaosity or
revenge, he does so at his own risk ; bhut the
scendal - monger enjoys the immunity of the
.auonymous scribbler,and the wounds and irrita-
tion he inflicts are generally caused mnore by the
ituportance we sttach to hia remarks than to

! becoming profiei

anything of moment in themselves, 1t is ouly
by the notice taken of them that they acquire
any weight or give uneasiness. .

The gentler sex is chaeged with having more
than their due share in the manufacturs of
small-talk, and of liking to be heard az well as
seen.  We do not expect such an exhibition of
philasophy and taciturnity from our woman-
kind as Fuseli and Abernethy wonld have ex-
acted, so we will not quote their uncomplimen.
tary opinions ; and although this pecnliarity
forms the subject of many remarks derogatory
to the fair sex, we do not swpppese that the
ladies are all Mrs. Candbs or Mis, Browns, or
that they bear any tesemblance to the Awen-
can females who take to the stump,  1f, as has
been said, they are silent only when the vocal
function ceases, we may miss them all the more
when we lose them, as a certain learned dean
did who had buried a talkative wife. A clerieal
brother was condoling with him on the loss of
his Mary., Al said the sorrowing widower
facetiously, **she is Mare pacificim  now.”
“Yes,” replied his friend, *“ but not before she
was Muare mortwion.”

Facility in expressing our idess suecinetly
and intelligibly is no ordinary gift.  To be able
to respond to a sudden call for an explanation,
or to make a statememt with force and clearness,
is a qualification which but few possess. Most
men have a hebby, or a weakness of some kind,
in which they imlulge whenever they have the
opportunity ; but we think there is no talent
mere admired, or believed by mauy to be one
wherein they excel, than that of beicg able to
address an audience.  The secret of much of the
popularity of our delating societies, our soirdes,
and our dinner-parties, and of the animated
contests tor seats at our different boards, ves-
tries, and councils, is the desire of certain indi-
viduals to secure a hearing for their “‘wise saws
and modern instauces,”” and to take advantage
of every opportunity to appear in the prominent
positions which such occasions offer. In the
watter of public speaking, it is so commoun to
suppose that the power of unlimited utterance
is everything, and the sense or importance of
what is said of ne wmoment, that to many flu-
eney of speech is an object in itself, and we are,
on all possible occasions, deluged with a ple-
thora of “gab.”

There is a class of people made much of in
certain sections of sociery : these are the per-
sons who speak wore languages than one.  We
venture to think, however, that a facility in
ent in this department of know-
ledge, so far from being a mark of inteliigence
or mental power, is the reverse. The semi-
barbarous lussian is frequently an adept in
many of the tongues of modern Earope. Natives
of Inidia, of the lowest class, are often acecom-
plished linguists ; and Austrian waiters, EKgyp-
tian dragomaps, aud continental couriers are
said to speak more languages, and think in
fewer, thau any other people on the face of the
eart.h ““I{ 1 bear a map change from French to
German,” savs a writer in Fleckivood, “‘and
thence diverce into lta’iun and Spanish, with

- possibly a brie{ excumion into something Sean.

dinavian or Sclav, I would no more think of
associating him in my mind with anything res.
pensible in »tation or eommanding in intellect
than I would think of connecting the servant
that announced me with the last brilliant paper
in the Quarteriy.” Perhaps it was on the same
cronnd that a certain dJdistinguished traveller
was said to have shown his wisdem as well as
his modexty in being able to hold his rongue in
tight languages.  Siwdilar in type are those who
interlard their conversation with classical quo-
tations.  This habit gruerally arises from an
ostentations desire to appear more learnad than
the listeners 3 Lut it only suggests the probabi.
ity that the speaker once learnt the latin
Grammar, end i¢ igncrant of the fact that
scholars do not drag their book-learning into
conversation,

There are people of nther countries to whom
talk is a necessity, and with whom the features
and the gestures are almost as expressive as their
words. The English temperament, however, i3
not favourable to freedom in social intercourse.
To overcome,with us, the disinclination to enter
intn general conversation is a matter of no little
ditficulty ; and though the art is often acquired
by patience and practice, the most polite Briton
does not succeed as a rule. Foreigners have long
takeu notice of our taciturnity in a fault-finding
spirit, attribmting this very general peculiarity
to haateur, indifference, or exclusiveness, when
it might be more fitly ascribed to our native re-
ticence. Perhaps it is because of the art of con-
versation being so little cultivated amoug us, or
so difficult of acquirement, that it is a rare thing
to be ¢ntertained by conversation that is really
interesting or instructive. Now man isa gre-
garious animal : it is his duty to stuldy the gnad
of Lis neighbour to edification ; and how can he
do this if he does not talk t In a comparison of
our respective views of a subject, such ay are
freely exchauged in an earnest well-tempered
argument, we generally get more than we give,
and there is greater pleasure in acquiring the
knowledge that is or.slsy communicated than in
the perusal of any number of treatises. Our
terse and graphic English langusge is one of the
most glorious of our inheritances, and we should
therefore use it skilfully and constantly. Talk,
as we have shown, may be basely perverted, as
every other good gift may ; but, as Bentham
hus said, ** No man who possesses the gift of
language cav, in the presence of others, pass a
single hour without the opportunity of commu-
nicating (njoyment. One reason why our ex-
istence has s0 much less of happiness crowded

into it than is accessible to us is that we neglect
those minute particles of pleasure which every
moment oflers to our acceptance.  1F it were but
possible to do something towards the revival of
genuine talk, a great boon would bo conferred
on society. Mind would come into closer con-
tact with mind, and there would arise truer
sympathies and more highly appreciated bonds
of intercourse.” We do not sutliciently estimate
the value and the char of iutelligent discourse,
or the beuetits accruing therefrom in the iuter-
change of our ideas—the correct use of language,
facility of expression, the practice of paying at-
tention, and as a gauge ov test of the extent of
our knowledge. Liveliness, maderate sclf-con-
fidence, and the constant desire and effort to be
agreeable, go further towards making pleasant
communion than superior ability, extensive ae-
complishments, or fullness of information. The
author of Friends in Couneil says that hearing
sermons and speeches, or reading novels and
essays, is like walking in the trim gardens of
our ancestors ; but listening to good canversa-
tion is surveying the natural landscape. e
agrees with the American philosopher, who as-
serty that all the means and applisnces of mo-
dern ecivilisation culminate in bringing a few
intelligent peaple tagether to converse, and ap-
preciates the keen sense of enjoyment ex pressed
in Dr. Johnson's ““ Sir, we had a good talk.”
We often feel, in coming intu refined circles,
dull, ignorant, or uninterested, as if we were
intruders, because we are not fitted to shine in
soviety, however we may desire it ; but should
we not talk much or fluently, if we dv so dix-
cerniugly and sensibly, on subjects worthy of
sttention, the matter and the meaning of our
words redeem them fram contempt. Sad as it
may be to have nothing to say, it is sadder a
great deal to say much and mean vothing.,  “If
1 were to choose the people,” says one, ‘* with
whom I would spend tay hours of conversation,
they should be such as {aboured no further than
to make themselves readily and clearly appre-
hended, and would have patience and curiosity
to understand me.’ To have good sense, and
ability 1o express it, are the most essential and
necessary qualities in  companions.  When
thoughts arise ju us tit to utter among familiar
friends, there needs but little care in clothing
them. There is a charm in animated and jntel
ligent couversation which no report of it can
properly convey. To any one who had heen
privileged to hear Robert Hall or the witty ca-
uon of St. Paul's in ordinary discourse, how
stale and vapid would the sawme words appear on
paper! There would be lacking the earnest
countenance, the impressive manner, the in-
fectious syinpathy and the responding swile,
the ned of approval or the complimentary
plandit, which made the utterances tmpressive
and memorable. This s the secrot of the lively
interest which accompanies the preashing of
Punskon, and Caird, and Spurgeon, anmd Deecher
of our own day, as it was the key to the popu-
larity and success of Mussilon, Whittield, Wes.
ley, and Chaluers in the past.  Their written
or reported sermons couvey the sense, no doubt;
but what a poor tiansenipt ure they of soul
speaking to soul-—of the elogqnence that made
the * theughis to breathe and the words to
burn” ! In the cold and unimpassivned printed
page we miss the thousauds of up!urums, earn-
est, expectant faces, the circamstaners which
gave point and foree to a remark or an illustra-
tiou, and the voice und presence and manuer of
the preacker.

The men who make their own way in the
world, the statesmen in the van of political lite,
the writers who imise or instruct their senrra-
tiou, and the soldisrs who ald to our military
Tenown, are heroes in a utilitarian community
like ours; bnt, perhaps becans we admire most
in others the qualitivs in which we are ourselves
deficient, they ure nat so exceptionul, either in
popalarity or estimation, as our gifted speakers.
We peruse with untlaggaing interest the sayings
of wit and wisdom reported from the spreches
aud conversations of our talking philosophers,
ansd Iike to preserve collections of their ana and
table-talk. Of the celebrated talkers of modern
times, Coleridge stauds predminent. He was
wont to harangue for hours in a monotonous
metaphysical strain, oftener to the weariuess
than the edification of his hearers, and would
resent any interruption as an unwarrantable
liberty. ** Il you ever hear me preach 1" he
once asked Lamb. ** I n-n-never heard you do
anything clse,” wasg his reply.  John Sterling,
degeribing an audience with the great talker,
says, * Our interview lasted three hours, during
which he telked two hours and three quarters.”
De Quiney, a fac simile of Caleridge in tastes
and hiabits, resembled him also in this particu-
lar, and would have kept his auditors all night
umder the spell of his silvery tongue with his
hazy philosophical speculations.  Carlyle, what.
ever he may be now, was at one time a prince
of talkers. If, as has been stated, the Latter-
Day Famphiets were spoken before they were
cotmitted to writing, Christopher North had
gome ground for saying that the Chelsea pro-
phet had succeeded to the throne vacated by
Coleridge.  In social debate Johnson was, in
his day, an undisputed master. His extensive
knowledge, his wonderful memory, and his love
of argument made him a formidable opponent.
Fxeept Barke, he seldom encountered a foeman
worthy of his steel, and his standing thus un-
tivalled led him to be imperiouy and overbear-
ing, impatient of contradiction, and by no
means an agrecable controversinlist. Diderot
could talk down any savent in Paris, Brougham
was wont to launch forth on subjects the most

diverse, which made his discourse resemble no-

thing so much as the confinvous reading of the
pages of an encyclopidia,  Mr. Hr«:v;}lo, in hn’s
gossiping Journal of the Beigns of freorye 1.
and William I17, says of him, ‘1 never saw
any man whose conversation impressed me with
such an idea of superiority. Rogers said, on the
morning of his departure, ‘“This morning Salon,
Lycurgus, Demosthenes, Archimedes, Sir Isaac
Newton, Lord Chesterfield, un.d a 'y:;rcf\‘t nmany
more, went away iu a post-clinise. The late
Mr. Buckle was likewise o phenomenon in this
respect.  Miss Power, who met him ut Cairo,
savs, 1 have known most of the Cclc.bmtcd
talkers of the time ~when Syduey Swmith re-
joiced in his green old age, and l.ultroll,{ &gml
Rogers, and Moore were still capable of giving
forth an oceasional tlash, and when the vener.
able Brougham and yet more vencrable Lynd.
hurst delighted in frieudly and brillant spariing
at dinnoer-tables. 1 have kuown some brilliant
talkers in Paris—Lamartine, and Dumas, and
Cabarrus, and, brightest of all,the late Mudame
Ewmile de Girardin, 1 knew Douglas Jerrold,
and am still happy to claim acquaintance with
others whose names are well known. Bat for
inexhaustibility, versatility, mewory, and self-
confidence, 1 never met any to compete with

RBuckle.  Talking was meat nwd driak and sleep
to him. He lived upon talk. He could keep

pace with any number of interlocutors on any
number of subjects, from the nbstrusest poiut
ot the abstrusest science to the lightest jeu d'cs-
prit, and talk them all down, and be quite
ready to start afresh.” ] )

But loquacity is not necessarily good talking,
nor is it alwavs conversation. lLearned and
dreary monelogues are its merest substitutes,
and our woisler and adwmiration of the intellec-
tual exhibition does not compensate for the
want of sympathy between speaker and hearer.
It Jdoes not follow, however, because a man
speaks much, that he does not sowctimes say
something worth hearing.  Many talk freoly
from a desire to communicate information, and
take pleasure in yielding tribute of their learn-
ing and experience to appreciative listeners.
Very enjoyable must have been the table-talk
of Luther, wha exhibited the variety ol his
powers by the fireside not less than in the pul-
pit.  Dr. Chalmers carried his Christian useful-
ness with great etfect into the home circle, Wil
berforce, sensibie of the importance of conversa-
tion, wade it a study ; and his gifted son, the
late Bishop of Winchester, was a valuable ac.
quisition i any company. Notwithstanding
what has been said of Macauluy’s *“ flishes of
silence,” and of his ** talking like a book in
breeches,” Dtean Milmun says that, in the quiet
intercourse with a single friend, no great talker
was mare free and at his ease. There was the
most agrecabls interchange of thought. In a
larger circle his punners were frask aod opev,
and in conversation a commanding voice, high
animal spirits, quickness of apprebension, &
flow of linguage rapid as it was inexhaustible,
ggave him a larger share, but a share which few
were not delighted to yvield to him. Gental and
pleasant  alse was the company of Dugald
Stewart, Henry Mackensie, aud Dr. Geegory,
who were all weleane guests at the social board:
of Sir James Mackintosh, whose conversation
informed and never wearied ; of Theodare Hiook
and his astenishing improvisaion ; of Lamb,
with his quaint humour and buokdore o of Ja-
mes Smith, the brother of Horace, a trus wit
and one of the mast winiable of men ; and of
Walter Scott, the gental and instiestive com.
panion, who, whether by the fireside or out of
doors, could be almost equadly Jdelhghiful on
farming or Jdom stic matters as he was on bhis.
tary, antiquities, and poeiry.

Literature is speech reduced to method, Tt
nyuites more forethought, beenuse itis mare
detiberate in expression amd more permanent as
avecord. Though we may equally express our
ideas by speech or writing, he who excels in
the one method does not uecessarily exeel in
the other.  Muny learned men have never been
able to give verbal expression to their thoughts
with any degree of frecdow, and « ready speaker
daes not always write Logically or well. Philo.
sophically stated, in a good writer we have in-
tellect dissociated from the cmotions ; in the
free talker the intellect moves in alliance with
the emotiony, and deals with its subject accord-
ing to impnlse.  We are often carried away by
a ready speaker, and seldom think of analysing
) his lagie, scrutinising his argument, or criticis.
ing his language. We are captivated by an
image, puzzlel by a paradox, or tasciuated by a
gesture.  After the voice has ceased, we remain
for a time subject to its spell; but when we
come calmly to reflect on the substance of the
oration, or afterwards read a report of it, we
wonder how we have buen so attracted.  Mere
talk is not, therefore, a criterion of depth or
subtlety, nor does it always exhibit a man at
his best.  Among many learned aud graceful
writers who made but n poor viva-roce exhibi-
tion of their powers we may instance Addison
and (}nlllsmidx, Longfellow and Tenuyson,
Hooker and Young, La Foutaine and Marmon-
tel, Gray and Wordsworth, Laigh Huut and
Hood, Byron aod Dr. Channing, Corneille and
Jean Paul, Tasso and Molicre.

The gift of speaking in public is sui generis.
[t requires & special talent, and there are par-
ticular professions for the due performance of
whose duties it is a necessary qualifieation,  To
address an audience effectively presupposes more
than mero fluency of utterance. A dofinito end
must be kept in view, so that, whether by con-
vincing the judgment or informing the under-
standing, the purpose of the apeech shall be un-
mistakable.




