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not be gaid to receive an * ovation,”
this being an award of praise distinct.
tvely reserved for meritorious sub-
jects of the empirc.  Over and over
again, after his [talian battles, Na-
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mws a qualifying of the superlative’

_Of all stupid men, we might say, thic

poleon I11. was said, in print, to have .

reccived “ovations ;" and the solecism
wai repeated, years after, when the
Exnperor Wilham entered Berhin, in
such tnumph as surcly precluded the
idea of any manor sacrifice. Had

pagan rites been revived at that time, -

no simple, <illy sheep, but Jove's own
chosen shape and symbol, the majes-
tic bull, wonld have bled on the laurel-
wreathed altar. It was a triumph with
a capital T. We have seen how the
dabbler in what he is plcased to call,
very loosely, *“ Anglo Saxon,” boggles
with “fain " and *‘grect.” One of his
kind, not long ago, gravely cdndemn-
ed, as a vulgar phrase, * I would as
lief; ” and, in prononncing his mighty
fiat, disclosed the sum and substance
of his knowledge concerning *lief,”
by spelling it *leave.” Not only is
“lief” (Saxon /leof, German /lich) a
most comely and warrantable word,
and the cspecial favourt.e of English
poets, rot only is it good and sound
in itself, but its comparative, ** liever,”
for *“ rather,” as *‘ I would liever have
had,” is, though unfamiliar, yet by no
means vulgar ; vulgar, that is to say,
in the evil sense, which applies as
much to the slang of the drawing-
room as to the slang of the slums.
“Very,” is a word that has fallen upon
evil days. Blind leaders of the blind
have denounced the nractice, as old
as Chaucer, of placing this word be-
fore an adjective in the superlative
degree, sapiently remarking that to do
this is to qualifs a superiative with a
supzrlative.  This astcunding non-
sense, manifest in the condemnation
of phrases like “the very wisest man,”
calls for few words of exposure.
*“ Very " is indicative of te man who
is wisest ; and it is here equivalent to
the Latin idem. s idem sapientissi-

very man s stuprdent -—sdem stultsi
mus, that same stupidest man, or fruh
the stupndest of all.  Far ** very " and
“truly " are the same word, and the
“very perfect, gentle kmight,” was he
who truly was perfect. You do nat
“ qualfy ¥ perfection by thus empha
sizing the superlative attribute of em
bodied chivalry.

[« it yet too late in the decline of

. our language to appeal against such

tricks as the substitution of ** numer-
ous” for *“ many;” of ‘“witness” for
“‘behold " or “see;” of *“the whole
of ” for “all,” when numbers are im

. plied, of * starvation” for * hunger,”

“want,” “famine,”
“inarition;” and of *commence”
for “begin”? It should be remem-
bered that ** numerous "' is an adjecc-
tive properly qualifying such nouns as
“crowd,” “family,” *“class,” * crew,’
*‘assembly,” “troop,” “*herd,” **flock,”
etc. If we speak of our numerous
friends we may suggest to a precision
the awkward idea that cach friend 1s
numcrous “To wnness docs not

“ privation,” ar

* Four or ﬁv: yuu ago. in pfote-tm againat rh.
use of the word ** numerous * 1a heu o’ many,
wrote cetiain comments which [ may now be ulmnd
to repeat. ‘‘It hasbeen a l’amnu Custom with the
poets to -pply the w)tchn aumerous’ to objects of
mag! or depth, even though
she terons of such object were act noias of multit.de;
and this very conmection of the word with mouns
esch in the magular nu-b-v mﬁmtly demomstrates
the i y of it for ‘ many,’ -h ok
always h-lon(l to the plur.l. Waller sy,
an flustration, which [ take at second hand rvl
Latham's Dictiosary.
* Thy heart no ruder than the rugged stone,

I might, hke Orpheus, with my musecrows moan,

Mol 10 compndon

* The many-voiced, or -nlumdmomly murmuring
quality, vh a much than Waller a»
mbuwlhcu-.uhmnry ly o od, 18
s line through whicl h we seem to hear the hingy
of an F.olian harp. Ia the ‘numercus moas * espect-
ally ome feels the pulsting sweep over the strings

But to my purposs, which is very practical, b.“?
unply to unbluh the mmatical dustiaction o
‘numerous’ asd ‘maay Pet 1 have done

this, and I hope | hn " but if enforcemant be yet
mesded, let us just s monthnWallu had spoken
ofmymmu of only ons moas, and haé
chosen to qualify them all n the same manne.
His phrase would then have been ° many sumerous
moans.'” To this [ must mow add that Walle's
comatem| , Milton, em| ' mumaerous ” in its
modern application : bur odouoou‘ly once o

* {wics, giving the prefereace 0 '’ masy.”



