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shallnot he in the way of any genunine suceess in this department,
until the results of modern philagical research shall give us a
wholly new kind of" test-book really adapted for instruction in our
English speech. The living waters of the new learning, which
are still confiued to the upper reservoirs, must be brought down
to the lower levels where our chiblren staud opeu-mouthed and
athirst.

{do not propose to cuter into any denuneiation of our eaistinyg
Linglish grammars, though to any onv who has made a study of
Fuglish philoloygy, or who hiss even cast an arrow into its domain
{you remember the Pacthians used to shoot a preliminary shaft
into the territories they proposed afterwards to possess), our
granupatical horn-books arve pitiable enough.  You say that their
syntax consists of u mass of utterly unintelligible abstractions:
and the cause of this is not far to seek.  What do our grammars
represent 2 They represenc the scholarship of the Inst century,
and I need not tell you that this was before the scicnee of Junguage
was in existence, for it was before compavative philology, by set-

‘ting the English tongue in ils just historic afliliations with the
delder types of speech out of which it grew, hiad given us the
“law of its growth; the logic of ns forma, and the key to the
soul of its grammar. )

Our old grammarians were acquainted with ane type of tongue
—the classical.  To themn Latin was the ideal of human speech ,
Latin grammar the archtype on which all other grammars should
be constructed. They accordiugly addressed themsclves, witha
painstaking but psverse ingen ity, to the task of adjusting the
phenomena of our Saxon speech to the ready-made rules of the
classic syntax.

Now, there way one very considerablz ditliculty inlierent in this
undertaking, if the grammaranakers had only realized it.  Latin
is what our wodern philologists call a highly ¢ inflected ** language
that s, it exhibits the syntactical reiations of words ina sentence
by the agrcement of their formns or inflections, while the very pe-
culiarity of English is, that it is all but devoid of inflections :
hence it is that while the gramfatical relations of the parts of
speech in a Latin period are quite independent of their position,
the fact of position is the very essence of Euglish syotax.  IHow-
cever, your Murrays and Harrises wero above any trifles of this
sort. If English woull not exactly fit into the Latin mould, so
much the worse for Euglish—it should be made to fit, in the man-
ner of Procrustes’ bed. 1 think I could show you by an analysis
of the syntactical rules in our existing grammars (said grammars
being essentially Murray after all) that threo-fourths of those
rules have no application whrtcier to English, and arc simply
the result of the attempt to strain our language into compliance
with classic forms. 1 ask, then, if it is any wonder that you find
these rules wnintelligible to youth, when, in fact, they are the
lawes of relations which do nol exist ?

Perlaps it would not be amiss to remark in passing (for the
point bears dircetly on what we are cousidering), that another
lamentablecvil resulting from the usurped primacy of the classieal
langunges in our scheme of education, has been the banishinent,
until lately, from our higher iostitutions of learning, of the study
of English. If our professors have not exactly owned to the
theory, they have at any ratoacted on the theory that there would
be a sort of lapsc from dignity if they whose lips have been wond
to con the resounding polysyllables in which the Athenian demos
talked politics and scandal in the market-place wero broughtdown
to the drill and deadgery of mastering our own home-like speech.
As might have been cxpected, the retribution for this aristo-
cratic pedantry, if 1:nay so call it, has overlaken the scholatly
class ; for plain people can throw it up to us (and with justice,
which is the worst of it) that students make bulls in native syn-
tax who would blush to misconstrue Thueydides, that collegians
strong inall the patadigms write English after the inanner of their
washerwomen !

Do not understand meas wishing Lo anderrate Greek and Latin
scholacahip.  Thope I praperly valucthe finc incutal discipline to
ba nttained in stadying the two noblest languages of antiquity—
tongues so vich and plastic in their verbal forms, so oruate in

tho architecture of their swelling periods. Bat we may surely ]

divide and discriminate ; and if, without erying up one branch of
Jearning for the sake of crying down zmother, we can readjust
our scholastic studics to better accordauce with our modern needs,

0

we shall ho doing no move than is our right and duty as thinking
men.  In this spirit we may justly claim for English philology a
place in the scheme of the higher education as honorable as that
traditionally accordell to Latin and Greek,—a station on the
scholar’s Olympus not Jower than that on which the classic muse
sits with her garlands and singing-robes about her.

Happily, this claim is beginning, though but late, to ho
generously recoghized. It is within our own times that o clinir of
Saxon has been established in venerable Oafund, founded by the
Saxon AMfred's royal love of learning a thuusand years ago. In
our vwn country Lthat pregnant movement which we are ygetting
to call the « New Epvcartoxn ™ has put fosth wo finer frait than
it has in stimulating a quickened attention to the wealth and
worth of our native specch. T rejoice that the study of BEuglish
has been advauced from the school bench to the auditorium of our
universitics ; nud [ ask if there conld be any more significant ex-
pression of the newly realized conviction thas English philology
is of 2 wvalue not iuferior to the classical poilology
as an instrament of mental discipline awd culture?

The study of English as a science, the study of Eoglish in the
light of madern linguistices, has alrealy produced, in the Uniteil
States, results of recognized worth. Thus, Professor March, of
Lafayette College, Pennsylvania, has published an admirable An-
glo-Saxon  Grammar and  Anglo-Saxon  Reader; and  the
time i3 not far off when cvery freshman cass of every
American college will he made to go through both.
Yrofessor Corson, of Cornell, has rendered the ebier 1aomu-
ments  of English lore casily and cheaply accessible to
all students in his lately issued ¢ Farly English Literature.” In
his # Science of Language,” Prof. Whitney, of Yale, has brought
the philology of the entire range of Inde-Europeau Ianguages to
bear on the illustration of the organism of English. And with-
ont attempting to cnwumerate all_thay has been done, I shall
mercly reeall to your mind the posi-graduate course of lec-
tures on the English language, delivered by the Ion. George P.
Marsh some years ago, under the auspices of Columbia College,
and preserved in permanent form in two volumes octiivo, as quite
the most valuable contribution made on cither side of the Atlantic
to the philosophical study of our moether tongue.

“Well, now, I swing back to the thought with which 1 sct out,

and if it was not very clear then, Ihope it is now sufficicutly m:mi-ﬁ

fest that wo are to seck the renovation and remodeling of our
commas: school of English study, in the exicnsion of the ucw
scholarship down to our clementary toxt-books, and down to the
training received by our teachers in the Normal schools.

What is needed is not, primarily, tinkerings at our old-type
grammars—why, the ambition of vur iext-book makers secms to
be limited to Yittle flourishes of originality in the way of termin-
ology,—but a thorough reconstruction of the course of English
fudy that shall make Tns Exgrasu Lavcuvace itself, and not
the abstractions of parsing and analysis the subject of school-
drill.

If you ask we far the particulars of such a magan ins‘auratio as
1 have in iny mind, I can only auswer in the most general way. I
believe :

First, that pupils of the lowest geammar school grades (they
will have been grounded in the rudiments by means of oral Jessons
in the English language in the primary grades) shall be intro-
duced to the systematicstudy of English through a kind of class-
book especially adapted fo the wanls of the scholar during the
two lower years of the grammar school course. Such a text-book
should be as little as possible like our ordinary formal grammar.
1t should, in fact, bea series of practical lessons in the English
Ianguage, omitting sedulously all thoso purcly theoretical rules—
the invention of cur grammarians—that cover points on which
there can be no possible mislakes, and conceantrating the attention of
the pupil on the actual business of writing and speaking English,
and so developing, inductively, and from tho practical use of Eug-
lish, whatever of formal grammar may be scen to be applicablo
and of value. .Jor the two upper years of our grammar schiool
courso, it iscasier 2o find guunles: any of our belter grammars
will serve, though we arc muclh hebind the later English
grammarians {as inatance, Bain or Adams or Thm!g) who have
been wise enough to deaw from the new mines of Eoglish apened
up through the historical rescarches into the growth and structure
of ous tonguc.



