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r IIIERE is jîcrhaný lie butter estîiblislied lisait of speech ist tic
Llangungû thau titis. It is ccrtainly elle of the oldebt fltid

be.it attthîeri.cd. It occurs in the carhicst wvritiîîgs of Ille Lanuage
nud inay be traced thencos titrougli the successive stiges of Ets-
lisli litcrattîre te the pre.sciît day.

It lias beconte Ilptpur Q( late yeax'a t condelit titis forai of
ipeech, aînd 8ii.gst atitier inistcad. The foiloving frein a ceoin-
parativoly recent and cxtcnisively tisei schiool gramînar, ivill serveŽ
as a naitiple et the, cyil.icisiii. offercd concering it. lit 1 lad as
lief cros~s the ecean as itot.' Had cross is evidently a corruption;l
for the nuxiinry lami sltonid bo combined ivitli the participlo
c)rossed, :înd net tho root of tie verb cros.e. Tho moicaning, as weIi
as the correct forsti of titis expresisi, 1 1 wroiîn' as lief cross,' etc.
Parse, thercforc, as foiiows: Iheui cross is a corruption for tvotd
cross, ptistntîiaillîed, imperfect teimie, etc. 1 1bat may have cerise
thugs to L bcoxteu -,iti I trolid in conscquelice of the frequett
abibrcviation of both expressions iet 1'd." Titis la plausible, îuîd
mnsay satisfy thoso who L-now lie bcttcr. But it i8 ridlictiloinsly
crroneens zind nwwothy of any ivriter on graniiiar.

Thse latcst instance oftitis kind orcriticistu that -%vu haLve cenO
ias just appcared ii titc Januiary iiiiiber of the Gadaxy. Iiicitard
Grant M'hite, in ans article entitieti IlLangîtage according te Sain-
pic, sayg: " ohnatuong the kwc% nrîî certzainties of
lanlguage, is more certain tiet that liad exprcsses perrecteti andi
past possession. leow, thont, consistently ivdtit reasoi,
and -,Yitli its constant anti univcrsally acceptcd încazzning
in every ethier coutîcetien, Cils it ho utset te express future action?
A perccption of titis iiîcongruity ;sud a consequicut uneasitiess as
te the use ef tte.se phrases as [sic] heconuîng coinunon, and t isl
siafe te say titat they xviii, ere lons-, begiia te bc droppeti in favur
of a ni ore logicai andi sclf-coiisistenit phiraseoiogy. )1ldrittlice xViU
itrobni>iy yicid te trould ralli~er, anti hadblier tu iieylit betfcr. Ive
confess we arc neot srpriscd at fiîdiîtg an utteranco like thias
counin- frein oite iviso professes te regard the Lnglish, languange
as a "l granimariess ton-tic." At the sainie time, it iiidicates that
lie is hot altogether conviniet ol ltýï gransillariessuless. lie xrants
"la sucore logical anti seif-cuiisisitcîst* phrase thaîs hall radier.
lVhy? J3ecauise of what seiis to titu te be ait Ilincon-ruity," '
a wait ef graninatical propricty lis its use. And yet wc aîre
surprised thtat cite wiîe, as a granimatical enii, ouglît to be
theroughiy acquainteti net enily ivitit thc principlesof tho i:uîgnage,
but witiî thc truc chai-acter of apparentiy asoltnaions tiiouglh %veii
establishieçl foras -whieh lie iind(estzkes te criticise, sheuiti indige
in quels crude aut inconsiderate speculatiens.

Thoe xhoie difflcn!ty as te the prepriety of satyîig «hitd r.itiier,"
"-hati botter," "llînt as lierl" etc., arises froin regarding liîud as au
"'auxiliary x'erls" iii the coumuots acceptation ef tl.at terni, la a
certain sense, ne doubt, it is an auxiiiary. Da,-e, iii tic senîtetnce
I dare do it," andt is said, iii the scentence "Hausse la isait te have

rearlied tihe shorts of Atrabia," inay Le enllcti auxiliary vcrbs.
Se had, iviiezt sesd in thc fois after censideration, may Le saiti
tu be ait auxiliary ; that is, it aida to cemsplin)eîîtiiig tise plirasco-
legy xvhicli emubetiies tie predicate of the senîtenîce. But this is
a widcr seiîse titan titat attacehed te tue grammatical tern "an
auxiiiary verb," nii lîad ia tits cojinection is ge'mer.thiy regard-
cd as being. Duce, because we inay net with propriety say
"hail go," "hiatçl lezve," "1had be," "liat cross,!' thiese ivould be

logical" critics anti teacitrs %wcîîl have uis ax-eid saying, with
Sur Thtomnas More, 'Ille Lad Iurg en te -y "o -t
Adidison, 1'Ilati -we ht botter icavo titis Utica«?" or wvlth; Henry
Clay, "1 Land rathier Le ri--it titan be presidlent ;" or ivith Juinius,
-11 Lad as lief ho a Scotchinan , or ivith iincty-nine ont cf a
hundretiEgiiîse n .Aniericaiis, I liad as boef cross tise
oeeans as itet.." Tho, sscalu, in these instances, atay be as n-cii
expred by iwoudd or mnil or by led; but titis is ne proof that
llad is au "anI;iIiary," anti ]lance iiiogicaily and incoîisistcntly
used. lus tise sentence, I ferundi that 1 hind ta do t;' xvhe cvcr
considers iail ais ain anIl iay A siîd yet - éan eny inisteati,
,il fonut that I musi do it."1I l iko usnanner, "'Yen ought te go,"
ia erjuivalent in nesniîg te IlYen shoulil go ," anti IlHo thait %vas,
and la, and iç te coule>" eeqivtlcnt te '-lis that wua, and is, andi
weUl cerne." This is nie preof, hotrever, that otight and is before
un~ inffnittve, any marc tbau hît in the provieua esarspie, arc
auxilinry Yerbe cornroniy se callid.

liaving once suppesoti thînt hll la. n auxiiiary, alud tthazt nt
snch itL cannot preporiy Le uiset iii cennectien witi the i-cet-oil
of attether yerb, the noxt stop n-as te aiccounit for its inîtrodiuctiont
andi iniistse. lIenco it ivas proneuinceti a "corruption." 'Dhis,
limýe-er, isa n cr assumsption, Isased i tpnn te fact titat tvotddi
somectintes inay bc madie te rtipply the place et hall with seîning-
hy botter grammtaitical gi-ne. All titis assuînptien la couisten-
ausced by the L'act titt, in censuionu pariance, Loth is ud nsd itîd
are frcquetitiy pronetînceti as 'ul. To ono iviio lias net inquireti
intu the imaLter, titis assumption, as w-o have alroatiy said, lias
every appenmanceofe truth. But it ia as erroneous as it la ground-
less. Tho tact thiat, iti sentences liko these, "'Yeu linat botter try
te steepi" Il %e 1ud botter chanige oui- quarters," ivon!d cannot
be snhstit:îtcd for haid, eughit te have an-akenetl a dtibt as te
te correctuess ef titis Lhcory, andi te Lave led te further inventi-

gatteti.
Stici inivestigation inigit hatve heen shown Oinat nieither woîul'f,

item evenl ,uIiglit, la ahviys equix-alent te liait in titis couection.
li i-ciy maîîy cases, periiaps geceraiiy, it is. But takie exannpfles
like tue foiiowitig: 1. 'e'lto ntest ilsetdiesoio of tattiing olti
%voînoîî knows whicn site înay venture te repent Mrs. (hrundy's
opiion, anti iviieît siLo i'-sd botter not."-loyuI'S Leistire heutrs.
Hoe fiad ble,- îlot is equivaieiit to oliyhut ua rlo,' o Neititer
uceuhi lior iy1l. litor aveui sluon!d, %viii fil[ tic place et licid alune,
ai'l express tue incaning. 2. "«l i bo Ltter net inake axsy in-
novationt in it."-Prescoit. Again, neitiier niigue lier iwouuld could
bc substituteti for hall. 1Would do0 pessibiy înlight be; antiyot
hll exceis that iît Lmevity anti exprcasiveness. 3. "A lessoiî
wiii rcquirea sa sisucit tinîns te leurs, had need b Uc arly Legit
witI."-Go-ertinieîî of Icl 'JAnîtic. (Ncecd boe il an adv-cib,
correspeiiding te bettc,- isi the foregoiiig exauspies.) li iiîeci1 is
ûquivaient ta oityi or sltotddi. Se iii tue fuilowiitg exaniples.
Ilihon hasdsL neeti [siotîdat] senti for miore iinenoy."-'iczfik

Xighut, ii., :3. And again :
l'WC iad lied [ishieult] pray,

Anti Ieartly, for our dciiveraitce,
or titis inhîirieus inan itth xerk us all
Freont princes; into paes"-cny W. ii., 2.

Ncithor icoidd lier nuiyl ivoti aaswer bore. Lyon shoid la net
equix-aient te hu«ul, Lut te liai? liccel. Se lu other inst.aîmees. ]But
tiiesc are sufficieit tu shio% thtat hall des ltot always finti an
equivaient it i ould or usighit, andt cani htardiy be expecteto beh
Suppianted by thonus.

Ini titis cennectien it iuay Le intcrcstiîîg tu sisise te inote the
foiiewring exceptienal, exatapies, diffcming frein tue preccdiug bath
ilt use of hadl and ils tue foina et the vcrb tiîat foiicws it, but 3tili
prcsentiug ait instance of the correct use of hl racuiser

"lYeti shal trisL te ficry Danle
Ilad ratiier becît yeuxr gîlct a:n"-fuiuî,IL.,

xxxi.
Ilere had, et couirîe, i3 equtiv.%ait tu tniiglil hae. But liati thse
peet,, initier the idea tîmat lia'? rat/ici ehouiuib Le oiehl 1-allicr,
w ritten

"You shah ivisi the hhery Datte
Wouid raLlier beou your gnest tigain ;"

ivitat ;-t legical anti soif-consistenUt pibrascolog-y" %-e should have
itai sctc? rtier ,cs "'But ire are thankful that Sir Walter's

instinictsw-cre more tmustxvortity titan somoepeopio's gcnceraliza-
tiois ai-c-

liai?, says Mi-. ýVllito, air,-nys Il Cp'-CSSeS perf«ecteti anti paat
possession." Let uis sec. Il1 Lave hll titis coid for more titan
a n-eek." lIcre pi-ent possession la Cvidcntiy ituplieti. But it
[wouid be lthe siecrest nonsenuse te say tisat possession is the proe-
sept possesslin et a '-porfeced and past possession." Tise celd
la the thîing Spoken ef as3 pessesseti, andt bavc had predicates *iLs;
present as v-cii as past existence, a possession beguii ii te putL,
but stili continuing, uiîperfectod. Wit.bout tho have, it is truc,
the prescat continuante of that possession n-ould flot be expresseti.
But timis is not tise point. Wisat WCe nced te Say la thati if that
possessioni nere a 4-perfecteti, past" possesion, it coulti net bc
brouglst up inte prescut tinte by the coupliag with lied et harc or
anly osher word. The fact thîst stuch a corabinathon as lbave lied
can Le inatie, and lxsed te denote a posacesion stili ceatinuing,
prores 811 thatwne dlaim; namncly, that Mad does mot oft ncssfty,
"econstantly and univez-saily" denote " Perfeeted,past possesaion,"
at postessiea not ceniLttnt with or- adznisible li present trn.,


