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to do; we are satisfied of their w/^7^7y, for the purpose for

which we seek to employ them: of their beauty^irom their

form and design, or from indications of pains and thought be-

stowed on their construction: of their propriety, ViS befitting

the station and circumstances in which wc are sfiverally placed.

If I were speaking chiefly of religious matters, I should cer-

tainly add their truth ; but as 1 am dealing at present with
less sacred subjects, I shall be able to include under the throe

first named heads, all that is necessary for me to say.

I. Good Tasle, in its selection of objects will consider their

utility. The term utilitarian is sometimes used as a term of
reproach, when it applies to those who dwell solely on the

common, and reject the highest use of things, as when a man
considers only how many persons a church will hold, without
reference to the objects of worship, or what is the capa-

city of a building, without reference to lectures to be delivered

or to the nature of sound; or when he prefers to have six

cheap and bad pair of gloves, rather than to buy one good
pair. It is, however, an abuse of the word. Real utility

includes all uses, the highest, as well as the lowest, and use

implies continuance as well as possession. IJut if we apply
the test of utility to common life, we see that good taste would
save us a multitude of unnecessary expenses, which fashion,

caprice or apishncss, (for it is nothing better,) imposes on us.

How many groan under the yoke of fashions which they have not

the manliness to resist ! How many articles, and expensive ar-

ticles ofdress are useless, except to make people appear in forms
for which nature never intended them ! How many dishes

regularly appear at dinners which only burden the stomach,

clog the appetite, and (will the faculty forgive my imperti-

nence?) fee the doctor!

But suppose we were to apply this test of utility to men's
speechy written words and general behaviour to each other.

Might not many common errors be easily avoided by a con-

sideration of utility only ? One should not, I presume, do-

any dishonour to the prolific faculty of speech, if one were to-

say, that ihe stories which are often spun of interminable

length and not very certain accuracy, might be usefully ab-

ridged, that mankind would be as charitable, and almost a»

wise, if they did not retail so freely all the absurdities which
gossiping inventors put into circulation respecting the private

business, religious views, supposed intentions of others, especi-

ally of persons with whom they are not well acquainted, and
if they allowed themselves to measure their words rather by
the ci>p than by the bucket, with a more direct view to utility^

than to talk. I need not say m«ch of that celebrated but

justly abhorred dictum, (if indeed) it were not invented for its.


