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not he %aid to receivc an " ovation."
this heng an award of praise ditinct.
lvcly reservcd for meritortous suib-
jerts of the empire. Over and over
again, after his Italian battles, Na-
polron 111. was said, in print, to have
rce cived "ovations;" and the soiccisii
wa; repeated, years after, when the
Fiipcror ViIlham cntcred ierlhn, in
such triumph as surcly )TCcludC(l the
idea of any minor sacrificc. lad
pagan rites bccn revivecl at that time,
no simple, silly %hecp, but Jove's own
chosen shape and symbol, the najcs-
tic bullwo'ild have bled on the laurcl-
wreathed altar. It was a triumph with
a capital T. We have sen how the
dabbler in what he is pleased to cati,
very loosely, " Anglo Saxon," boggles
with " fain " and "grcct." One of his
kind. not long ago, gravely cdndemn-
ed, as a vulgar phrase. I would as
iecf; " and, im prononncing his mighty

fiat, disclosed the sum and substance
of his knowledge concerning "lief,"
by spelling it "leave." Not only is
"hief" (Saxon /eof, German /rb) a
most coriely and warrantable word,
and the tspecial favourite of English
poets, not only is it good and sound
n itself, but its comparative, "hiever,"
for " rather," as "I would liever have
had," is, though unfamiliar, yet by no
neans 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 oractice, as o)d
as Chaucer, of placing this word be-
fore an adjective in the superlative
degree, sapiently remarking that to do
this is to qualif. a superlative with a
superiative. This astounding non-
sense, manifest in the condemnation
of phrases like "the very wisest man,"
catis for few words of exposure.
" Very " is indicative of t'le man who
is wisest ; and it is here equivalent to
the Latin idem. Is idem sapientissi-

mu a qaaifying of the superlative)
Of ail stup:d men, we might ay, hi,
vcry man is stupidc:.t -dem ;fuifl o
mus, that sanc stupidcnt man, or FrUJi
the tupidest of ail. For " very " ani
" truly " are the same word, and thr
" very pcrfcct, gentle knight," was he
who truly was pcrfcet. Vou do no
4 qualhfye perfection bv thus emplia
saring the superlative attribute of ci
bodied chivalhy.

Is it yct too late in the dccline of
our language to appeal against suih
trit ks as the substitution of -numer-
ous " for many ; " of " witness " foi
"bchold " or " sec;" of "the whole
of " for " ail," whcn numbers arc im
plied , of "starvation" for " hunger,"

want, " famine,**'' privation," (ir
"inarition;" and of " commence
for " begin "? It should bc remem.
bered that " numerous " is an adjec
tive properly qualifying such nouns as
"crowd," " family," " class," " crew,
"assembly," "troop,'' "herd," "do( k,"

etc. If we speak of our numerous
friends we may suggest to a precision
the awkward idea that each friend is
niumerous. "To witness" does not

*our or fve yem go. t proteting againlst the
une of the word " ntumerous - se lieu of - many." I
wroit certain comumnts which I May now be silowed
to ,epeat. " has been a faoi cuoo wish the
poeta to apply the awjctive 'aumerou' to object% nf
Magnitude. vautfese. gradeur. or depth. eveu though
.het termas of such objec wer not motaa of multt de;
and this very connection of the word with Doin.
e a-h ia the sagular number. sufficiently demasnas«
dit impropriety ofsubtituting it o many,' oh ch
gaas belgs to the plurmL Waller suppim
anwiltutratica whkh t take at uscoad had (ros
Latham's Dsctiomary.
• Thy huart no ruder than the rugged stoe,

i magt. like Orpbmua, with my mamerems non,
M ek Io compamsion.'
"The man .voiced, or maltitudinoualy murmuring

quality which a much ider p has Walter ab
crbes to eh sea is hert very ulqawly suçnaed. me
a lie through which es eM to hear the uathtns
ofia AMliln hpIthe •au e mas' uspec-
ally onwe feaels the pulassing sweep over the strings.
But to my purpose, which is very atcl ee
simply to establish the raummatica d ction of
'numerous' and 'may. Perhaps I have doin
this, and 1 hope 1 have. ;but àa(rorcumet bu yet
xweeded, let us J Fst 8ssu that Waller had spoke
of maay moas iatof oil one eso, ad hait
chouen to qualify theï al vi the mu manes.
His phrase would then have bes many samerous
INms". To this I mua ow add that Wale't
coem u , Maltos, e 'ploys '" urerou " in its
modrapa ication : br he doue so osiy onco or
twice, giving the prefeace to "may.''
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