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Now, I am sure I shîould be wasting time if 1 set mysolf to provo
at length that, if work of this kind is not donc well, it had better
not be attempted at all. It is not nerely useless if dono il], it is
positively injurious. Nothing but irmn can corne of slovenly
analysis and inexact definitions. The mind gots inîured to habite
of looseo and inaccurato thought, which, whon once acquired, are
most diflicult to oradicate. No doubt it is diflicult to be accurate,
but it is not impossible. Even young children nay be led to grasp
tho elemnentary idoas iuvolvod in grammar with perfet' "recision,
provid id those ideas are presonted gradually, sinply, and exactly;
and I protest most earnestly against the notion that it is fussy and
podantic to strivo aftor this scrupulous accuracy, and that rongh-
and-roady deu :itious do well enough to begin with, and will be
gradually shaped into what is more accurato as the pupil gets on.
You would not expect that to be the result of giving loose and in.
accurato rules in arithnetic, or of allowing a beginner in geomnetry
to prove hie propositions by means of a pair of compasses. And I
assert, as a matter of fact, that the result of letting pupils learn
looso and inaccurate definitions betrays itself at overy large
examination by a plentiful crop of aiswers from candidates who
have been at English Grammar for five, six, or even sevon years,
which exhibit not merely abject and contemptible ignorance, but
(so Io speak) a sort of general sloppiness of mind, and an utter in-
capacity for writing English in an intelligible, coherent, and
grammatical form.* On the other hand, I have invariably found
that clear and exact answers about grammatical definitions go
along with clear and grammatical English composition.
l, My special purpose a& present, however, is to point out some of
the commonest errors which vitiate munh of the grammar teaching
that goes on in our schools, and appear in such ludicrous forme at
every examination. I hope ne on will think that I am
"poking fun" when I say th:m thD greater part of these
mistakes would have been obviatad, if the writers of the gremmara
which are most widely used had been able to grasp the not very
recondite truth, that words are not identical with what they stand
for-that the noun 'book' (for instance) is not the artitle made up
of printed leaves fastened together, which we buy at the book-
seller's ; and that when we buy one of theee articles, we do not
purchase a part of speech. le any one present disposed to dispute
this? If so, I hope no feeling of bashfulness will hold him back
from having a tusslo about it, as soon as I have finished mypaper.
It w3uld take mauch too long to chase this really childish blunder
out of all the grammatical nooks and cor Z:: in which i' lurks. I
shall content myself with giving you a few typ5cal instances.

Did any of you, when very lttle boys and gir,,. ever learn some
rhymes about the parts of speech, written with the riéew of aiding
the budding intelligence of infant minde, and some o ,,tien ron
somehow thus-(I am not sure about one lino):

"First comes the little particle
Grammarians call an Article,
And thon the rnighty Noun.
A noun, it may beý anything,
A tree, a castle, or a king,
A person or a town."

Rare you see the absnrdity above referred to in full force. Tho
ghost of this innocent little effusion still haunts the examination
room. I have a dreary prosentiment that within the noxt six
menthe I shall be told hundreds of times, as I have been told dur-
ing the lat, that a common noun is "some thing that belongs to a

* Hero is a spocimen of what I seo a good deai of:-" Aejectives are wordas
used with nouns to denote some quality or attributo about which thonoun
atands for, and ecarly sboirs wnether wo wrish to donote its snperlority, or
doterlorate it above or below the stadrd of whioa ive are Aopeaking about." °
dare saythat ngeanious youth had boen Iearning grammar for five or six yer.se.
Obvioudy no clear Z:r.mmatical idea had over filtorod into hie mind during
the wholo tiro.

class," and that "an abst'.act aoun is sorno thing tbatyou can't seo
or hear or feel." This last wonderful absurdity has bean rather a
favourite of lale. When it bas been given viva voce, a little
colloquy of the following kind has sometimes ensued bebwoon my-
solf and the examinees. "Is goodness an abstract noun? "-"Yes."
"Did youe oar tho word? "-"'Yos." " But you told mo juet now
that an abstract noun was somothing that you couldn't boar."
P'uzzled silence for a moment or two. Then, from some ohild a
littie sharpor than tho rost, and not impossibly a little sharper ian
the teacher,-"An abstract noun is the nai of something that you
can't sec or hoar." "Very well, lot us try. Is brightness an
abstract noun?"-"Yes." "Can yon seo the brightness cf the
sunl?"-" Yes." "Then how can brightness be the name of some-
thing that you can't soe ? But now, did you over hear of a
quality?"-" Yod.' " Toll me a quality of sugar."-"Sweetiess."
"What quality makes me call a man good?"-"Goodness." "Very
well, sweetness and goodnes are abstract nouns. What are they
naines of?"-"Qualitios." "Now name to me some action."-
"Jumping, motion, flight." " Those too are abstract nouns. What
are they names of 2"-" Actions." "Now tell me a noun that
denotes a state in which a perzon or a thing may be."-" Sleep,
life, death." " Good, those also are abstract nouas. Now put ail
that together, and tel me what an abstract noun may be the namo
of." The answer will corne promptly from a dozea at oncu-" An
a'stract noun is the name of a quality, or an action, or a state."
le net all this within the comprebonsion of the yonngest child who
should ba learning gramm'ar at ai ? If so, is there any excuse for
cheating the intelligence of a beginner with the rubbish that I
quoted before ?

While on this point I cannot refrain from pointing out the worth-
lessness of a definition of abstract nonne which is more frequently
given at examinations than any other ; namely, that "an abstract
noun is the name of anything which we only concuive of in our
minds as having a real independent existence." Now, as only is
not a negative, this definition involves the assumption that we io
conceive of that for which the abstract noun is e. name as having a
real independent existence. But this is palpably absurd. Yeu
cannot conceive of motion, for example, as having a real independent
existence apart from something that moves. You would con-
tradict yourself in the attempt. That which bas an independent
existence of its own .annot be an attribute of something else. We
may ßx our attention upon the attribute without thinking about
that in which it is inherent. But we cannot abstract an attribute
in the complete manner in which a thief might abstract my watch.
The defnaition is lame enough as it stands. But confusion gots
worso confounded when examinees leavo ont the word only, or, re-
producing that irreprossible blunder about words and things, tell
ns that an abstract noun is "something that we conceive of as hav-
ing a real independent existence."

Of course this blunder is extended fron nouns thentl-1ves to
their accidents. I suppose most children might be made wi;h a
little pains to comprehend that sex (male and female) is a distinc.
tion between classes of animals, and that gender (masciline and
feminine) is a distinction between classes of words. At present any
question on the subject is sure to elicit in abundance such replies
as the following, which I quoto urbatin:-

" Sax is the diffirence between animals, gender is the difference
betwoon things."

" Gender is applied to one individual person, and sex to a colleo-
tion of persons."

" Sex is applied to living beings, sud in a singular sense ; gender
in a plural sense, and also te inanimate objects."


