THE PEARL: DEVOTED TO POLITE LITERATURE, SCIENCE, AND RELIGION.
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admirably than has this Twaddle the younger, ia the few sentences
I have last quoted. I sincerely hope he will profit by the advice 1
nave given ; and above all never attempt to describe any thing
wwhicti he has not seen,—a failure is ipevitable if he will.
*¢The Departure and Retarn,” has been inseried in the Junior
Column, which would lead oae to suppose it the production of 2
youth, were it not that the article itaclf bears testimony to the con-
wrary, for with the exception of a few very glaring absarditics, the
stanzas are rather passuble. Moraing is very inaccurately de-
scribed in the following line,

* The dawn and the deep shade are momently blending,”’

now the generally received opinion is, that they do not blend :
we ofien bear it said that darkaess flecth the approuch of light,
but never before of their uniting to make day-light; perhaps it
is intended to describe a fogey wmorning. *¢ Too well does she
listen, with eloquent glances,”’ this i3 quite a novelty, eyes have
oft been made to speak, but never gifted till now with the fu-r
culty of hearing. ¢ On the wide spreading battle-plain banners||
are furling,”’—1his is 2 deplorably tame line, the mest insignifi-}|
cant circumstance is selected in describing the din and confusion
of the “*tented field.”” < Banners are furling ;>° how unlikely, for
suro am I, that ths victars would not spare tune from the pursuit
10 attend to tho  furling of banoers,”” and the unfortunate van-
quished are far too busy with their flight, to hoed their disgraced
colours.

++ And the death stricken rest in their blood-moistened lair.”’
Tierc common sense has been sacrificed to rhyme, how absurd
ke *¢ lair”® of «¢ the death stricken,”” know you not My Page that
*s lair’? means the l:i;[in;r_; place of awild beast 2 Buy a Diction-
iy my gentle Page.

T suppose I may he forgiven the News, 2nd theshipping list, al-
= the advertiseinents, if %o, it only remains to meation the *¢ Pe-
vitent,” and the * Miscellanegus.”” ¢ Tha Penitent’” is one of
1hoso affiirs that one hardly knows whether to praise or condemn,
for the beantics nnd deformities are so blended, thut it is difficult
to separate them, I ahall therefore just slightly review -it, und
leave my readers to judge.  7th line, Hwrapt in himself,”” I sup-
pose this means done up in his own clothea.

12th lino ‘¢ His heart became a lone sepulchral cave,
Whosa dews of thought, congealing as they fell,
Hardeued to stone around their death-lit cell.”

Ilere we have o mass of words, fet s try to pick out their mean-
ing, or at least see if there be any. < The dews of thought,
(\;hut aro they ?) of *“alone sepulchral cave,” congealing us
they fall, into hardened stone, and  this dwin cails poetry ! bul
the world call it nonsense: ** Death-lit ¢ce!l”® too, what ¢« light””
there indeath ? what are ** rapid toucuts 77 ¢« wrapt in intepsity. ”1
Carse that ¢ wrapt,”” it meels us at every turn:

v—.Lvery masic chord of fecling woke
Rv-pnnan e—the dark space, which bound Bl Lroke
That demon spell,

The ** music chord of fealing,” and a man ¢ lount” with “(‘-‘n'!\'g'
space,”” are to me things inexplicable. +* And
change the avenging rud,”" this is meant to be vev ersed I imagine, 1
and weare to uuaderstand that the ** avenging rod”
fur love's sceptre, and uot the sceptrs for the vod ; never
Letter Juck next tiue.
shanld learn to prune.

mus, but so deeply are they buried in words, that it requires some
uime and tact o dig them oat.  Aud now for the * Miscelluneoas™ |
fliction. () Mr. Fditor, it was an nnlueky hour for you, when mi.\-I

for love's seopte u’

7] (,h.m"ud

There are passages which indicate go-

oid juke repository encountered and poked his fun at you; know

you not that he bas retailed 1o vou sume of the mast venerable: 'l
Joe Millerisms in existence 2 and that the only thimg origival,

about them s, the notiou of foisting them upon you ? As o l‘u[
~tratagem of fathering 1hem on Loyle, Crane, &e. hatis what!
every retailer of fusty old storics resorts to; and I should have
deemed you too old a bird 1o be caught with chaff, and such chatl
teo! But **no one is wise at all hours®” and the Editor af the
Pearl has been trapped in an unguarded moment ; this is the enly )
excuso 1 can offer for his having recooked, ** warmed up,” four}]

very stale wilticisins, twoof w hich are of sueh doubtful eharacter.y

i

one indeed s0 downright bawdy, that I should have thought noi
one in the possession of reason, wonld have admitted them iutn!

*« a Volame of Polile Literature.”’ As Yor Lixw Ir.
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REXARKS ON TIIE FOREGOING “CRITIQULL”

«« We are not among the number of those whe, willing to con-
ceal an incompetency to the task of eriticisn, pick ont ler d passages

1. wamen,

e
i
’

wind, 1,
. « . 1
But ere that next time comes, Edwiiyg

l
attempt, as the foundation of a general condemnation, isa de-

partere from genuine, and fair, and uaseful criticism, and is a
mode which might be successfully practised for the disparagement
of the works of the greatest masters of the pen: (* were they
aspirants,”’) for disparagement, particularly, among those who
care not to examine fur themselves, and who are too ready to
Make buld assertions in’ place of preofs,—or proofs on some mioor
‘points, as evidence against a whole work.

’ The critique which precedes thesa remarks, cannat be altngether
‘preasant to the *¢ Conductor of the Pearl,”
l,vm_\ ing, that it 13 not considered purely of an unpleasant character ;

but he is sincere in

MHand that, as an enidence of interest taken in Provincial literature,

jand nsan id to correct lilerury taste, it has caused considerable
‘ e would not deny free expression to critical re-
witliin reasonable bounds, hewever condemnatory, and
iwhatever interest we might feel in the productions reviewed,—
‘provided however, we be allowed the liberty, in return, of making
\such explanations 25 should be deemed requisite. Thus, each
znd good would be the result,
twhatever slips might occur connected with the transaction, or
The
attaiament of perfuction is seldom the lot of mortals,—and but
few huwman waorks so approach to perfection, that numerous ob-
jections might not be made to them ;—particularly if the censor
lwish 10 be severe, and fecl inclined to strain &t gnats us well as
at camels.

In the present case we wi!l venture a few remarks on the vb-
jections of vur Currespondent, and then a few on some partica-
lars in his own composition. This latter part of our task is not
undertaken invidiously, but to demonstrate that critics are some-
{times liable to the very errors which they denounce in others,
and that, therefure, they should not be overwhehningly sovere
without guod ceuse.

sstisfuction.
marks,

J

ipurty would obtain a fair hearing,

which ever sido might be occasionally prt in the wrong.

i

S ———

As we have no desire to deduct from the praise which our
icorrespondeut vouchsafes,—as we adinit suine of his assertions
ina contrary vein, and as we are vot afraid to trust our readers
twith some other of his unsupported assertions, the validity of
}which we deny,—we pass most of his first paragraph without re-
!murk. in this place.

The phrasu **dwarf wilderness’’ appears, on consideration,
allowable—or, at leust, wore appropriate than the correction
 dwarf E!der and berry bushes.’” The inteut,
evidently, was, to designate an uncultivated place, or wilderness,
covered with bushes, wlmh, in the aggregale, might be called a
duarf nsscmblage, as compared to the trees of the wilderness
'nc'wrullv,-—-but not dwarf conzidered in reference to their own

s0 that, ulthongh they wight be said to form a dwarf)
veiliderness, they could not be called correctly, divurf eller and

‘volunteered,

standard
derry busives: they wers Flder and berry bushes of the comon
izes A small community, and a community of small inen and
miean very diderent things, alihough our eritic scems to
conivand the Chivreace, in g parallel case ! Turther, on this part
of oar subjret,—~though an Fider bush vields berties,—in articles
whizlt sim at vo more than a collogniai style, colloquinl terms
’-1 i1y ba allowed ; and none, except such generalizess as our cor-
call Elder bushes,

¢ As-you-like-it’? seems one of those critics who,

re-.pnndcnt woiuld, i Nova Scotia parlanee,
berey busties.
appacently, claiw cli the severity of technical langnage, in cases
iwhere techuical fanguage would be ridiculous ; others rush into
.tho uther extreme, and would niike pure science obscure and
puerile by the use of rhetorical phraseologv.  Doth aim at great

ithings in their own way,—und, perhaps, err, not by being care-

iess, but over finical.

£ The objeciion to ** parallels® ¢ along the beach.” also scems

a catching ot werds, a%d a denial of the license which i3 nsually

diowed in such matters.  Along, by, or near, the beach, is the
‘v vident we .nu..:,—-bm our exact correspondent is one of those who
. Vs

'\‘iu ey Ll wals

¢ adinit an olipsis i Bterary, thau in arithmetical com-
tosition,

I The intunalion, that the writer of the serap denominated « Al
tlorses’™ was unacguainted with the meaniug of the word Me-
Sowe writers who understand
‘the teri as perfectly as oar correspondent, have failen into impro-

.-» or apnacations of the figure, fromn the hurry of composition, no

tapher, s o gratniions sssumpiion.

doubt,—hut, in the paragraph in question, the word Lurying, on
lwh ich o'l the i3 a misprint. It was corrected in the
pmuf Lut neglecied in ¢ the form.”” The word in manuscript was

arrod turns,

Gerrying s—-so that this reiferaled charge, about which such in-
flation 1s exlilivd, amenuts to rpothing, against either writer or
:Lditor.

The asseriions respecting Chalk Sketches. No. 1and 2, cur cor-

respordent kuows, must go fol nicre assertions

, and they might be

1in order (0 obtrade with a saeer sone rhythmical deformity. How
casv would 1t be to degrude ‘h'\l\epe we, (were he an aspirant,)

wet with counter deciarations equaily valueless ; ¢ bad names,”

by ho.dmw up as ample characteristics of his stvle, the common:,or honorary epithicts, of themselves, and coming from unknown

hie passages of the T empest, Rowmeo and Julict. Troilus, An-h

thony. &c. !""—Revicw of ¢ Translativa of Goetic’s works.
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The passage just quoted,

ject under consideration, but as avxiliary to aa spivien which we

{
h

aad of the ru—'-é:\hrnsus.
marks which follow, as heing particalarly appliable to the sub-jbe * from whence.”’

]
. . . ) new
would support.—thai, to pick a {ow expressions fiom any literary iicritic iucerrect

sources, shouid have no etfect on character.

The only debatable objections are those made to particular
For instance,—we are told, that ** from wkich> should
On this we wight weil exclam ** Cri-
itic hea! thyseif.”” The phrase of the sketcher is corree:, of the

-

Aud we Lave the amusing exhibition of a most;:

————

complacent gentleman, volunteering, in sheer charity and ignorance,
to set a supposed novice right, by directing him in the wrong road.
Whence might be substitated, according to common usage, for
the words objected to, and then it would just mean as much,—but
the phrase, from whence, is quite inadmissuble.  FFhence includes
frow, and the latter. will not be used with the former, by dany per-
ison ** acquainted with the meaning of the word,”’ except as a spe-
cimen of bad cx'pression. From which, as used, is, to all intents
and purposes, right, notwithstanding the assertion of the reviewer.
i When more than assertion is given, more may be stated in repb
As our correspondent refers, patronizingly, to Dictionary assist-
ance, it may wot be amiss to inform him what ¢¢ Walker®” says of
his elezant phrase, from whence. This authority calls it a ** vi-
cious mode of speech,’” and, of whence, ¢ anather barbarism.”
So much for the anly objéction advanced against one of the articles
of the ¢ Original Pearl.””

The next examples given, as ‘¢ most condemning proof*” against
another article, are some phraseé, not classical indeed, but suchas
vrould be generally deemed allowable in a light sketch, as the arti-
cle under consideration professes to be. ‘*Some couple of sum:-
mers azo,”’ is a careless mode of expressing aboul two summers
2g0, but do not this and similar objections, to such a piece, argee
as much of pedantry as of useful eriticism ? ¢¢ .4¢, the Dartmouth
side,” instead of on, is a form of expression, that, we doubt not,
would be used by our correspondent himself, in his less critieal
moments. The phrase, ¢ a little frce air,”” gives rise to the
witty intimation, that air in town is not ** sold by the gill ;>* yer
the air ¢t the Dartmouth side might be called free in reference to
the air in town,—which, sometinies, is, comparatively, ¢* cabbin-
ed, cribbed, confined.”> The term free is not applied only to ar-
ticies which may be had without money, although our correspond-
ent would, apparently, so limit.the signification of the word ! By-
;ron, in his Manfred, uses the phrase, ¢ pipes in'the liberal ais,”’
mhxch, if the noble bard ¢ were now an aspirant,”” would doubt-
lless subject him to the liberal use of the literal lash of our corres-
pondent.

‘¢ As-you-like-it>> further says, that- one can bardly imagine 2
more fanity sentence than the following : ¢ The boy was a fine
specimen of Indian children ;>° and he remarks, that ¢ the litle
fellow could only be a specimen of"an Indian child.’” Here again,
we would say, but not offensively, that-—so much dogmanqm, and
complacency, and error, appear---one is doubtful that the writer can
be serious, in his attempt at correcting, by making right, wrong.
The boy was an Indian child, pot a specimen of one. Specimen;,
significs, sample ;—a part of a qu.mt:ty, or one of a gl or 35—

rally. Suppose one apple, taken from n barrel-full of the fruit, be
exhibited ,—~waould that be a spccimen of an apple, or of the parcel
from which it was takken? The answer is appareat, and dispeses
of anolirer of our corrcspondent’s objections.

The next great error is, the omission of the mark of the ¢ pos-
sessive case,”” or the liberty taken of dropping that mark, and of
using a word as a qualifying particle, or adjective, not denoting
'possession.  This liberty is not unasunal, end in many instances the
mode is not ineleguunt, although, in many others that Hlblhth On
by our correspondent would be the better,

\We will not spend time by any attempt to controvert the usser-
tion, apparently founded on the ¢ mare’s nes:s’’ cnumerated, that
the *¢ Sketches’ are “ out of all drawing,”” but we admit that
they may not come up to the “* standard®’ which appears tv have
been alluded to, and swhich gives our correspondent so much cause
of glorying. An expiunation respecting that standard, nced not
here be siven,—it is not of sufficient consequence,—an unpreju-
diced reader can easily understand all we meant by it, and some
explanation has appeared in the Pearl since our correspondent’s
letter came to hand.

No. 2 of the critique commences with remaris on ¢ the Chapter
on Inns.’> But would our correspondent coudemn an intersper-
sion of ** good,” matter-cf-fact, articles, because they had pet,
what they did not aiin at, the < spicery™ of funciful embellish-
ment ?

Our correspondent gives praise to the lines entitled the ** Mari-
wer’s Song,’’ and then runs full tilt again at the ** staudard,™ as if
he were delighted to have such windmills for objects of attack.
This may be all very well, but surely he neeé not be so excruciat-
ing on poor ** Ramblewood.”” If he could have made much of what
ke onsidered older and better game, he would scarcely prese the
juvenile so hard, with his cloguent, and very critical, cjaculations:
—his ¢ Eh's”” and *¢ Oh's”” and * Master Ramblewood,"’ and
other truly homorous interjections ! He remirds of ¢ ocean into
tempest tost, to walt a feather, or to drown a fly,”’ and not anly
so, but pluming itself vastly oo the feat. Ifihe ¢ parembetical
paragraphs”® did nothing else, they might be eapected to turnaside
the keen sword, of so redonbtable a knight, from such a non-re-
sistant victim.

discussed, and demonstrated—handied, to usé a common expres-
siou—might be eaid 1o be fangible,-~and perbaps, if heigerad in
this, he erred with many writers and speakers, as acute in some
!matters as his reviewer.—Ramblewood toight also be M:Dt

3

and the bey was a specimen, or sample, of Indian children gene-

Perhaps Ramblewood supposed that opmwns which could be



