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PREFACE.

N the firt compolition of the Rudi-
ments of Englifh Grammar, 1 had no
farther views than to the ufe of fchools;
and, therefore, contented myfelf with ex-
plaining the fundamental principles of the
language, in as plain and familiar 2 man-
ner as [ could. Afterwards, taking a more
extenfive view of language in general, and -
of the Englith language in particular, I
began to “collect materials for a much
larger work upon this fubjeét; and did not
chufe to republifh the former work, till I
had executed the other; as I 1magmed
that this could not fail to fuggeft feveral
improvemeats in the plan of it. How-
A 3 _ever
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ever, being frequently importuned to re-
publith the former grammar, and being
fo much -employed in ftudies of a vez
_ different nature, that I cannotaccompli
" what I had propofed, I have, in this trea-
tife, republithed that work, with im-
provements,.and fo much of the -mate-
rials I had colleéted for the larger, asmay
be of prafical Ufe to thofe who write
the language. Thefe materials, therefore,
I Have reduced intd as good an order as I
-can, dnd have fubjoined them to the for-
mer grammar, under the title of Nofes
and Obfervations, for the Ule of thofe who
have made fome Proficiency in the Language.

, . I Kave retained the method of quefticn
‘v axfwer in the Rudz’ment;, becaufe Tam
_‘ftxl} perfuaded, it is both the moft conve-
nient for the mafter, and the moft intelli-
gible to the fcholar. I have alfo been fo
far 'f{pr;x"g departing from-the Gimplicity of
the plan of that fhort grammar,, that I
have made it, ip fone refpeéts, il more
Ili‘r;nple'; and [ think it, on that account,
l]rp()x’c fuitable ta the genius of the Eng-
‘Jith language. I own [ am {urprized
to {ée 1o niuch of the diftribution, and
technical terins of the Latin grammar,

re-
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retained in the grammar of our tongue ;
where they are exceedingly aukward, and
abfolutely fuperfluous; being fuch as
<ould not poflibly have entered into the
head of any man, who had not been pre-
vioufly acquainted with Latin,

" Indeed, this abfurdity has, in fome
‘meafure, gone out of fathion with s ; but
ftill fo mrach of it is retained, in all the
grammars that I have feen, as greatly in-
jures the uniformity of the whole; and
the very fame reafon that has induced fe-
“veral grammarians to go fo far as they have
-done, fhould have induced them to go far-
ther. A little refleétion may, I think,
fuffice to convince any perfon, that we
have no more bufinefs with a future
.tenfe in our language, than we have
with the whole fyftem of Latin moods and
tenfes ; becaufe we have no modification -
of our.verbs tw correfpond to it; and if
we had never heard of a future tenfe in
fome other language, we fhould no more
have given a particular name to the
combination of the verb with the aux-
ihary fhall or will, than to thofe that are
made with the auxiliaries do, bave, can,
muft, or any- other.
. A 4 A The
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The only natural rule forthe ufe of tech-
nical terms to exprefs tume, &c. is o apply
them to diftinguith the different modifica-
tions of words; and it feems wrong to
confound the account of imflections, either
with the grammatical ufes of the combi-

“mations of words, of the order in which
they are placed, or of the words which
exprefs relations, and which are equivalent
to inflections in other languages.

Whenever this plain rule is departed
from, with refpect to any language what-
ever, the true {ymmetry of the grammar
15" loft, and it becomes clogged with {u-
perfluous terms and divilions. Thus we
{ee the optative mood, and the perfe&
-and pluperfect tenfes of the paffive voice,
abfurdly transferred from the Greek
language into the Latin, where there
were no modifications of verbs to cor-
refpond to them. The authors of that -
diftribution might, with the very fame
reafon, have introduced the duzl number
into Laun; and duo fomines would have
nade juit as ‘good a -dual number, as uti-
nam amem 1s an optative mood, or ama-
sus fui a perfet tenle. I cannot help fiat-
tering myfelf, that furure grammammj

, wi
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will owe me fome obligation, for introdu-
«cing this uniform fimplicity, fo well fuited
to the genius of our language, into the
Englifh grammar.

It is poflible I may be thought to
have leaned too much from the Latin
idiom, with refpe@ to feveral particulars
in the ftructure of our language ; but {
think 1t is evident, that all other gram-
mmarians have leaned too much to the
analogies of that language, contrary to
©our modes of fpezking, and to the ana-
logies of other languages more like our
own. It muft be allowed, that the cuf-
tom of fpeaking, is the -original, and
only juft ftandard of any language. We
iee, 1n.all grammars, that this is {uffici-
ent to eftablith a rule, even contrary w
the ftrongeft analogies of the language
with idelf.  Mauft not this cuftom, there-
tore, be allowed to have fome weight, i
favour of thofe forms of fpeech, to which
our beft writers and {peakers feem evi-
dentiy prone ; forms which are contrary
to no analogy of the language with it-
felt, and which have been dilapproved by
grammarians, only from certain abitraét
and drbitrary confiderations, and when

' theip
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their decifions were fiot prompted by the
genius of the language ; which difcovers
itfelf in nothing more than i the ge-
neral propenfity of thofe who ufe it to
certain modes of conftrudtion. I think,
however, that I have not, in any cafe,
feemed to favour what our grammarians
will call an irregularity, but where the
@enius of the language, and not only
fingle examples, but the general practice
‘of thofe who write it, and the almoft
univerfal cuftom of thofe who fpeak it,
have obliged me to do it. 1 alfo think 1
“have feemed to favour thofe irregularities,
1716 more than the degree of the propen-
fity I have mentioned, when unchecked
by a regard to arbitrary rules, in thofe
who ufe the forms of fpeech 1 refer to,
‘will authorize me. '

If I have done any effential fervice to
‘my’native tongue, I think it will arife from
my detelling in time a very greatnumber
of galiicifms, which have infinuated them-
felves into the ftyle of many of our moit
juftly admired writers; and which, inmy
“opinion, tend greatly to injure the true
idiom of the Englith language, being
contrary to its moft eftablifhed analogies.

I dare
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T dare fay, the colle@ions I have made of
this nature, will furprize many perfons
whoare well acquainted with modern com-
Ppolitions. They furprize myfelf,” now
that I fee themi all together ; and I even
. think, the writers themfelves will be fur-
Erized, when they fee them pointed out.
or I do not fuppofe, that they defignedly
.adopted thofe forms of fpeech, which are
evidently French, bui that they fell into
them inadvertently, in confequence of
being much converfant with French au-
thors.

T think there will be an advantage in
‘my having cclle&ed examples from mo-
~dern writings, rather than from thofe of
Swift, Addifon, and others, who wrote
-about half a century ago, in what is ge-
nerally called the claflical period of our
‘tongve. By this means we may fee what
15 the real charaler and turn of the lan-
guage at prefert; and by comparing it
with the writings of preceding authors,
we may better perceive which way it is
tending, and what extreme we f(hould
moft caicfully guard againtt.

) It
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It may excite a fmile in fome of my
‘readers, to fee what books pafled through
my hands at the time I was making thefe
colleétions, and I might very eafily have
fupprefied their names; but 1 am not
athamed of 1ts being known, that 1 fome-
times read for amulment, and even any
thing that may fall in my way. Belides,
1 think thereis a real advantage in making
fuch colletions as thefe from bocks which
may be fuppofed to be written in a hafty
manner, when the writers would not pay
much attention to arbitrary rules, but
indulge that natural propenfity, which
is the cfic&t of the general cuftom, and

-genius of the language, as it is com-
monly fpoken. It is not from the writ-
ings ot grammarnans and critics that we
can form a jugdment of the real prefent
ftae (\)f any language, even as it is {poken
1 poilte converlation. :

It will be no objeétion to the propriety,
or ule of any of my remarks with thote
who think juitly, that tf‘.cy were fuggefted
by the perulal of the writings of Scotch-
men. Itis jufficient for my purpofe, that
they write in the Englifh language. Man)}
0
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of their readers will not know that they
were Scots. If they excel in other aru-
cles of good ftile, their example is not
the lefs dangerous; and he muft be pre- -
judiced to a degree that deferves ridicule,
who will not allow that feveral of the
moft corret writers of Englifh are Scotch-
men.

Some of my examples will be found
without authorities, and many of them
without references to the particular paf-
fage of the author. This was gunerally
owing to mere inattention, in omitting to
note the author, or the place, at the
time [ was reading ; and afterwards, the
overfight was irretrievable.

I make no apology for the freedom [
kave taken with the works of living authcers
in my collections. Except a very few
pages in Swift, I read nothing with an
immediate view to them. This was al-
ways a fecondary confideration ; but if any
thing of this kind ftruck me in the courfe
of my reading I did not fail to note it.
If 1 be thought to have borne harder
upon Mr. Hume than upon any other
living author, he is obliged for it to the
great

’
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great reputation his writings have juftly
gained him, and to my happening toread
them at the time that I did; and [ would
not pay any man, for whom I have the
leaft efteem, fo ill a compliment, as to-
fuppole, that exaétnefs in the punilios.
of grammar was an obje¢t capable of giv-
«ing him the leaft difturbance. This is
the fmalleft point of excellence, even with
refpeét to ffyle; and ftyle, in its whole
extent, is but a very {fmall obje in the
eye ofa philofopher. 1 even think a man
cannot give a more certain mark of the
narrownefs of his mind, and of the lit-
tle progrefs he has made in true {cience,
than to fthow, either by his vanity with
refpe& to himfelf, or the acrimony of his
cenfure with refpe&t to others, that this
bufinefs is of much moment with him.
‘We have infinitely greater things before
us ; and if thefe gain their due fhare of
our attention, this fubjeét, of grammarical
criticifm ; will be almoft nofhing. The
noife that is made about it, 1s one of the
greateft marks of the frivolifm of many
readers, and writers too of the prefent
- age.

Not



THE PREFACE. xv
Not that I think the bulinefs of lan-
guage, and of grammar is a matter of no
rmportance, even to a philofopher. It is,
in my opinion, a matter of very con-
fiderable confequence; but in another
view. That I haye, accordingly, given
g good deal of atiention to i, will, I
hope, appear by a Courfe of Lectyres onthe
Theory of Language, and Univerfal Grammar,
which was printed fome years ago for
private ufe, and which I propofe to correét,
and make public. To the fame treatife
I muf}, likewife, refer my readers for the
fatisfaition I may be able to give them,
with refpect to the definitions of terms,
and fome other articles relating to Gram-
mar, in which I differ from Mr. Harris,
and other grammarians.

With refpe& to our own language,
there feems to be a kind of claim upon
ail who make ufe of it to do fome-
thing for jts improvement ; and the beft
thing we can do for this purpofe at pre-
fent, is toexhibit its actual ftructure, and
the warieties with which it is ufed. When
thefe gre once diftinétly pointedout, and
generally attended fo, the beft forms of
ipecoh, and thofe which are moft agf»g!-l"-

) able
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able to the analogy of the language,
will foon recommend themfelves, and
come into general ufe;and when, by this
means, the language fhall be written
with fufficient uniformity, we may hope
to fee a complete grammar of it. At
prefent, it 15 by no means ripe for fuch
a work; but we may approximate to
it very faft, if all perfons who are qua-
- 1ifed " to make remarks upon it, will
give a little attention to the fubject.
In fuch a cafe, a few years might be
fufficient to complete it. The progrefs
of every branch of real {cience feems to
have been prodigioufly accelerated of
late. The prefent age may hope to fee
a new and capital @ra in the hiftory of
every, branch of ufeful knowledge ; and I
hope that the Englith language, which
cannot fail to be the vchicle of a great
part of it, will come in for fome fhare of
improvement, and acquire a more fixed
and eftablifhed charaéter than it can boaft
~ at prefent.

Rut our grammarians appear to me to
have a&ted precipitately in this bufinefs,
and to have taken a wrong method of
fixing our language. This will never be

cffeted
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effeGted by the arbitrary rules of any man,
or body of men whatever; becaufe thele
fuppofe the language attually fixed al-
ready, contrary to the real ftate of it:
whereas a language can never be properly
fixed, till all the varieties with which it
is ufed, have been held forth to public
view, and the general preference of certain
forms have been declared, by the general
praltice afterwards. Whenever I havé
mentioned any variety in the grammatical-
forms that are ufed to exprefs the fame
thing, I have feldom fcrupled to fay
which of them I prefer; but this is to-
be underftood as nothing more than a
conjefture, which time muft confirm or
refute.

A circumrtance which may give us
hopes to fee the fpeedy accomplithment of-
the defign of completing the grammar
of our language, is the exceeding great
fimplicity of its ftructure, arifing, chiefly,
from the paucity of our inflections of
words. For this we are, perhaps, in
fome meafure, indebted to the long-
_ continued barbarifm of the people from
whom we réceived it. The words we
afterwards borrowed from foreign lan-

b guages,
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" guages, though they now make more
than one half of the fubftance of ours,
were like more plentiful nourithment to a
meagre body, that was grown to'its full
ftature, and become too rigid to admit
of any new modification of its parts.
They have added confiderably to the bulk
and gracefulnefs of our language; but
have made no alteration in the fimplicity
of its original form.

. Grammar may be compared to a trea-
tife of Natural Philofophy ; the one confift-
ing of obfervations on the various chans
ges, combinations, and mutual affections
of words; and the other on thofe of the
parts of nature; and were the language
of men as uniform as the works of na-
wure, the grammar of lansuage would be
as indifputable in its principles as the
grammar of mature. But lince good au-
thors have adopted different forms of
fpeech, and in a cale which admits of na
ftandard but that of cu/#um, one authority
may be of as much weight as another;
the analogy of language is the only thing
to which we can have receurfe, to adjuit
thefe differences.  For *language, to an-
fwer the intent of it, which is ta exprefs

our
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our thoughts with cerrainty in an inter-
courfe with one another, muft be fixed and
confiftent with itfelf,

By an attention to thefe maxims hath
this grammatical performance been con-
dutted. The beft and the moft numerous
authorities have been carefully followed.
Where they have been contradictory, re-
courfe hath been had to analooy, as the
laft refource. ‘If this thould decide for
neither of two conmtrary prattices, the
thing muft remain undecided, till a/-go-
verning cuffom fhall declare in favour of
the one or the other.

As to a public Aademy, invefted with
authority to afcertain the ufe of words,
which is a proje¢t that fome perfons are
very fanguine in their expectations from, I
think it not only unfuitable to the genius
of a free nation, but in itfelf ill calculated
to reform and fix a language. We need
make no doubt but that the beft forms
of [peech will, in time, eftablith them-
fclves by their own fuperior excellence:
and, in all controverfies, it is better to
wait the decifions of Time, which are flow
and fure, than to take thofe of Synsds,

be which



X% "THE PREFACE.

which are oftep hafty and injudicious. A
manufaclure tor which there is a great
-demand, and a language which many per-
401, have leifure to read and write, are
both fure to be brought, in time, to all
the perfection of which they are capable.
What would ademies have contributed
to the perfettion of the Greck and Latin
languages? Or who, " in thofe free ftates,
would have fubmitted to them?

‘The propriety of introducing the Exg-
iifh grammar into Englifh fchools, cannot
be difputed; a competent knowledge of
our own language being both ufeful and
-ornamental in every profeffion, and a cri-
tical knowledge of 1t abfolutely. neceffary
to all perfons of a liberal education. The
little difficulty there is apprehended to be
in the ftudy of it, is the chief reafon, I be-
lieve, why it hath been fo much neglelted.’
The Latin was fo complex a language
that it made, of neceflity (notwithftanding
the Greck was the learned tongue at Kome)
a conliderable branch of KRoman {chool
education: whereas ours, by being mere
fimple, is, perbaps, lefs gencrally under-
ftood. And though the Grammar-fchoil
be, on all accounts, the mwoft proper

: place
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place for learning it; how many Gram-
mmar-fchools have we, and of no fmall
Teputation, which are deftiture of all pro-
vifion for the regular teaching of it? All
the fkill that our youth at fchuol have in
ir, being acquired tn an indirect manner;
viz. by the mere pradtice of uling it in
verbal tranflations.

Indeed, itvis net -much above acentury
ago, ‘that our native tongue feemed to be
fooked upon-ay'below the notice of a claf-
fical {cholar; and men of learning made
very little ufeof it, either in converfation
orin writing. And even fince it bath
been made the vehicle of knowledge of
all kinds, it hath not found its way inte
the {chools appropriated to language, in
proportion to its growing importance ;
moit of my cotemporaries, I believe,
being fenfible, that their knowledge of
the grammar of their mother tongue
hath been acquired by their own ftudy
and obfervation, fince they have paffed
the rudiments of the {chools.

T'o obviatethis inconvenience, we muft
introduce ifto our {choolsEnglifh grarimar,
Englifh ccmpiofitions, and frequent Englifs

tranf-
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tranflations from authors in other langua-
ges.  The common objetion to Englith
compofitions, that it is like requiring
brick to be made without ftraw ; (boys
not being fuppofed to be capable of fo
much reflettion, as is neceflary to treat
any fubject with propriety) is a very fri-
volous cne: fince itis very eafy to con-
trive a variety of exercifes introdu@ory to
Themes upon moral and fcientifical fub-
je€ts; in many of which the whole at-
tention tnay be employed upon language
only ; and from thence youth may be-
led onin a regular feries of compolfitions,
ia which the tranfition from language to
Jentiment may be as gradual and eafy as
poﬂiblc

An Appendix would have been made
to this grammar of examples of sad Eng-
Uil ; for they are really ufeful; bur that
they make 1}; uncouth an appearance in
print. And it can be no manner of trou-
ble to any teacher to fupply the want of
them, by a falfe reading of any good au-
~ thor, and requiring his pupils to point
out, and rectify his  miftakes. If any of
the additional cbfervations be ufed in {chools
it will be fufficient for the mafter to riﬁ
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the paffages as he finds them, and to re-
quire of his pupils the proper corrections,
and the reafons alledged for them.

I muft not conclude this preface, with-
out making my acknowledgements to
Mr. ohnfon, whofe admirable dictionary
has been of the greateft ufe to-me in the
ftudy -of our language. It is pity he had
not formed as juft, and as extenfive an
idea of Englith grammar. Perhaps this
very ufeful work may ftill be referved for
his diftinguithed abilities in this way.

I muft, alfo, acknowledge my obliga-
tion to Dr. Lowth, whefe fhort introduc-
tion to Englifh grammar was firft publithed
about a month after the former edition of’
mine. Though our plans, definitions of
tern:s, and opinions, differ very confider-
ably, I'have taken afew of his examples
(though generally for a purpofe different
from his) to make my own more complete.
He, or any other perfon, is welceme to
make the fame vfe of thofe which I have
colleted. It is from an amicable union
of labours, together with a generous emu-
lation in all the friends of fcierce, that

we
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we may moft reafonably expeét the exten
fion of all kinds of knowledge.,

The candid critic will, I hope, ex-
cufe, and point out to me, any miftakes
he may think I have fallen into in this per-
formance. In fucha number of obferva-
tions, moft of them (with refpeét to my-
felf, at leaft) original, it would be very
extraordinary, if none fhould prove hafty
eor injudicious,

THE



The RupiMenTs of

ENxcLisH GRAMMATER.

The GeNERAL DISTRIBUTION.

ANGUAGE is a method of con-
veying our ideas to the minds of
other perfons ; and the. grammar

. of any language is a colle&tion of obfer-
vations on-the ftruture ofit, and a fyftem
of rules for the proper ufe of it. ’

Every language confifts of a number of

- words, and words confift of letters.

In the Englith language, the following
twenty-fix letters are made ufe of ; A, 2 ;
B, b; C,c; D:d§ E,e; F, f; G, g3
H, h; I, i; s j; K.k; L, 1; M, m;

N, n; O, o; P,P; Qq? R, r; S,f;
g’ t; U’ u; V’ V;W,W;X,X‘,Y,}",
s Ze

B Five
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Five of thefe letters, viz. a, ¢,-1, o0, «,
are called vowels, and are capable of being
‘diftin&tly founded by themfelves. 215 alto
fometimmes ufed as a vowel, having the
fame found as 7. ‘The conjunttion cf two
vowels makes a dipbthong, and of thrce a
triphthong.

The reft of the letters are czlled con-
Jfonants, being founded in conjunction with
.vowels, Of thefe, however, [, m, #, 1, f, s,
are called femi-vowels, giving an imperfect
found without the help of a vowel ; and

- 4, m, n, r, are, moreover, called liguids.
‘But b, ¢, 4, g, k, p, g,¢, are called-mutes,
yleldmg no found at all without the help
“of a vowel.

Any number of letters, which together
give a diftin& found, make a fylladle,
and feveral fyllables are generally ufed to
compofe a word.

Having given this view of the coni’a-
tuent parts of the Englith language, I
fhall confider the Grammar of 1t under

" the following heads :

I. Of the infletions of words.

IL Of the grammatical ufe and figni-
fication of certain words ; cfpecmlly
fuch as the paucity of infle®tions

obliges



GENERAL DISTRIBUTION.

obliges us to make ufe of, in order
to exprefs what, in other languages, .
is effected by a change of termina-
tion, &c.

HI. Of Syntax, comprifing the order of
words in a fentence, and the corre-
ipondence of one word to another.

IV. Of Profody, or the rules of verfifi- -
cation.

V. Of grammatical figures.

I fhall adopt the ufual diftribution of.

words into eight claffes, viz, -

Nouns, ADpJEcTIVES, Prowounws,
VERBs, ADVERBs, PrEPosiTIONS, CON-. -
JUNCTIONS, and INTERjECTIONS.

I'do this in compliance with the prac-
tice of moft Grammarians ; and becaufe,
if any number, in a thing fo arbitrary,
muft be fixed upon, this feems to be as
comprehenfive and diftinét as any, All -
the innovation I have made hath been to
throw out the Participle, and fubftitute
the Adjettive, as more evidently a diftin&
part of fpeech,

B PART
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Of the Inflections of Words.

SECTION L
Of the Infletions of Nouns.

. HAT is a Noun ?
W

' A Noun or (as it is fome-
times called) a SUBSTANTIVE, is the
name of any thing; as a Horfe, a Trees
Fobn, Thomas.

Q. How many Kinds of nouns are
there ?

A. Two ; Proper and CoMMoON.

Q. Which are nouns, or {ubftantives
"Common ?
"A. Such as denote the kinds or fpecies
of things; as ¢ Man, a Horfe, a River;
which may be underftood of any man,
“any horfe, or any river.

_ Which are called nouns, or fub-

ftantives, PropPER ?

A. Such as denote the individuals of
any fpecies; as Jobn, Sarab, the Severn ;

London.
Q. What
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. Q. What changes of termination do
niouns admit of ?

A. The terminations of nouns are
changed on two accounts principally ;.
NumBER, and Case; and fometimes alfo
on account of GENDER.

Q. How many NumsEeRrs are there ?
and what is meant by NumMBer ?

A. There are two Numbers ; the Sin-
GULAR, when one only is meant; and the
PLuraL, when more are intended.

Q. How is the plural number formed ?

. A. The plural number is formed by
adding [s] to the fingular; as River,
Rivers ; Tabke, Tables: Or [es] where [s]
could not otherwife be founded ; viz.
after [ch] [s] [sh] [#] and [2] as Fox,
Foxes 5 Church, Churcbes. )

Q. What exceptions are there to this
general rule ?

A. There are two principal exceptions
to this rule. 1. The plural of fome nouns
ends in [en] as Ox, Oxen. 2. When the
fingular ends in [f] or [ fe] the plural
~ ylually ends in [ves] as Calf, Calves; Wife,
Wives. Though there are fome few of
thefe terminations that follow the general
rule; as Muff, Muffs ; Chicef, Chiefs. .

Q. Suppofe a noun end in [y].

B

B3 A. In
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" A.1In the plural it is changed .into 7es ;
as Fairy, Fairies ; Gallery, Galleries. :
Q. Are theré no other irregularities in
the formation of numbets, befides thofe
that are taken' notice of in thefe excep-
tions ?

A. There are feveral plural terminati-
ons that can be reduced to no rule; of
‘which are the following, Die, Dice ; Goofe,
Geefe 5 Foot, Feet 3 Tooth, Teeth.

Q. Is the plural termination always dif-
ferent from the fingular?

A. No: They are fornetimes the very
fathe 5 as in the words Sheep, Deer, E5¢.

Q: Have all rouns a fingular termina-
tion ? : '

* A: No. Sortie nouns have only 2 plural
termination .in wfe ; . as. Afbes, Bellows,
Langs.

. Q. What are the Cases of nouns ?

A. Casgs are thofe changes in the ter-
minations of nouns, which fetve.toexprefs
theit relation to other words. ‘

Q. How many ¢afes arc there ?

. A. There are two cafes; the Nomina-
TivE and the GeniTIvE.

* Q. What is the Nominativecafe?

A. The Nominative cafe is that-in
which we barély name a thing ; as 2 Maw,

& Horfe.
’ Q. What



NOUNS - v

Q. What is the GeniTive cafe ?

A. The GeniTive cafe is that which
denotes property or poffeflion; and is
formed by adding [s] with an apoftrophe .
before it to the nominative ; as-Solomon’s
wifdom ; The Men's wit 3 Venus's beauty ;
or the apoftrophe only in the plural num-
ber, when the nominative ends in (s] as
the Stationers’ arms. .

Q. Is the relation of property or pof-
feflion always exprefled by a genitive
cale? :

A. No. It is likewife exprefled by the
particle [of] before the word; as zbe
wifdom of Solomom; the beauty of Venus;
the arms of the Stationers.

Q. How many GENDERs are there ?
and what is meant by Gender? ’

A. There are two GENDERs; the
MascULINE, to denote the male kind, and
the Femining, to denote the female.

Q. By what change of termination is
the diftinttion of gender expreffed ?

A. The diftinétion of gender (when it
is exprefled by a change of termination)
is made by adding [¢fs] to the mafculine
to make it feminine ; as Lion, Lionefs;
Heir, Heirefs? .

B4 SEcTION
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SECTION 1L
Of the Infleitions of Adjeciives.

. HAT. are ADjECTIVES ?
W

ApjecTives are words that
denote the propertiesor qualities of things ;
as, good, tall, fwifl. '

Q. On what. account do adjectives
change their terminations ?
. A, Adjetives change their terminatians
en account of ComparisoN only.
. Q. How many degrees .of comparifon
are there? ~ o
A. There are three degrees of compa-

Yifon; the Positive, in which the qua- .

lity is barely mentioned ; as bard : the
ComparaTIVE, Which exprefles the qua-
. lity fomewhat increafed, and is formed by
adding [r] or [er] to the polfitive ;.as bar-
der; and the SuperRLATIVE, which ex-.
prefieth the higheft degree of the quality,
by adding [ £#].or [¢f] to.the pofitive; .as
bardeft.
. Q. Are all adje&tives.compared in this.
manner ? _
A. No. Some adjetives are compared
very irregularly ; as the following : Pog
~ . - Ql-
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Pof. Comp, Sup.
Good, BRetter, -Beft,
Bad, Worfe, Weorft,
Little, Lefs, Leaft,
Mucb,  More, Moft,
Near, Nearer,  Neareft or next,
) Late, Later, Lateft or laft.

. Are the degrees of comparifon al-
ways exprcﬁ'ed by a change of termma—
tion ?

A. No. Some adjettives, and efpccxally
Poly[yllable.r, to avoid a harfhnefs in the
pronunciation, ‘are .compared, not by
change of termination, but by particles
prefixed ; as lenevolent, mere benevolent,
moft benevolent.,

SecTION
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SECTION IIL

Of the Inflections of Pronouns.

THAT are Pronouns ?
=W

Provnouns are words that
are ufed as fubftitutes for nouns, to pre-
vent the too frequent and tirefome repeti-
tion of them ; as He did this or that, in-
ftead of exprefly naming the perfon do-
ing, and the thing done, every time there
is occafion to fpeak of them. '
~ Q. How many kinds of pronouns are
there ?

" A. There are four kinds of pronouns;
PrRrRsoNAL, PossEssiviE, RELATIVE, and’
DEMONSTRATIVE. \

Q. Have not fome pronouns a cafe pe-
culiar to themfelves ?

A. Yes. It is generally called the Os-
LIQUE cafe 5 and is ufed after moft verbs
and prepofitions. :

Q.- Which are the PERsoNAL pronouns?

A. The PersonaL pronouns are I,
thou, ke, jhe, it, with their plurals.

Q. How are the perfonal pronouns
formed ?

A. Very irregularly, in the following

"manner :
Sing,
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Sing. Plural.
Nominative. I. We.
Oblique cafe. Me. Us.
Nominative. Thou. Ze.
Oblique cafe. Thee. You,

- Nominative. He. She.  They.
Oblique cafe. Him. Her. 2bem-

- Nomnative. I¢. They.
Oblique cafe. . Them.
- Genitive. Iis. —_—

Q. Which are the pronouns Possess
- S8IVE ? -
A. The pronouns PossessivEe are, my,
- okr, thy, your, bis, ber, their.
- How are the pronouns poffeflive
. declined ?
. A. Pronouns pofleffive, being wholly
- of the nature of adje@ives, ar2. like them,
indeclinable ; except that when they are
- uféd without their {ubftantives, my be-
- comes mine ; thy, thine; our, ours; your,
© yours s per, bers ; their, theirs; as This
- Book 15 mine : This 1s not yours, but theirs.
¢ Q. Which are the ReLarive pro-
nouns ?
A. The Rerative pronouns (fo cal-
led becaufe they refer, or relate to an an-
-tecedent or fubfequent fubftantive) are
whoy wwhich, who, and whether.

Q. How



»- ENGLISH GRAMMAR.

Q. How is who declined ?
_A. Sing. and plural.
'~ Nominative. #ho.
Genitive.  Whofe.
Oblique. Whom.

Q_. Are which, what, and whether des
clinable ? : _

A. No. Except whafe may be faid to
be the genitive of wbich.

Q.- What is meant by the AnNTECE-
peNT of a relative ?

. A, That preceding noun to which it
is related, as an adjetive is to its fub-
ftantive ; as the word Darius, when we
fay, This is Darius whom Alexander con-
quered.

Q. Which are the pronouns DEMON-
STRATIVE ? ' .

A. The pronouns DEMONSTRATIVE;
are this, that, other, and the fame.

- Q. How are the demonitrative pro-
npuns declined ? '

A. This makes thefe, and that makes
thofe in the plural number ; and other
makes otbers when it is found without it’s
fubftantive. :

SECcTION
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SECTION 1V,
Of the Inflettions of Verbs.

. HAT isa VErB?
=W

A Verb i1s a word that ex-
prefleth what is affirmed of, or attributed
to athing; as [ love; the borfe neighs.

Q. What is meant by the SusjecT of
an affirmation ?

A. The perfon or thing concerning
which the affirmation is made. When
we fay, Alexander conquered Darius, Alex-
ander is the fubject; becaufe we affirm
concerning him, that he conquered Da-
rius. :
. Q. How many Kkinds of verbs are
‘there ?

“A. Two; TransiTive and NeuTER.
. What is a verb tranfitive ?

A. A verb tranfitive, befides having a
fubje&t, implies, likewife, an object of the
affirmation, uponwhich its meaning may,
as it were, pafs; and without which the
fenfe would not be complete. The verb
to conquer is tran(itive, becaufe it implies
an obje&, that is, a perfon, or kingdom,
&c. conquered 3 and Darius is that objeét,
when we fay, Alexander conquered Darius.

Q. What
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Q. What isa verb NEUTER ?

A. A verb neuter has no obje&, dif-
ferent from the fubject of the affirmation 3
as t0 refi. When we fay Alexander refleth,
the fenfe is complete, without any other
words.

- What is the Rapicar Form of
verbs, or that from which all other forms
and modifications of them are derived ?

A. The Rapicar Form of verbs is
that in which they follow the particle #0;
as 20 love. :

Q. What circumftances affect the ter-
mination of verbs ?

A.Two. Tense and PERsoN ; befides
Nvuwger, which they have in common
with nouns.

. How many TENsEs have verbs ?

A. Verbs have two TENsks; the PRE-
senT Tensk, denoting the time prefent
and the PRETER TENsE, which exprefleth
the time paft,

- What changes of termination do
thefe zenfes of verbs occafion ?

A. The firft perfon of the preter tenfe
is generally formed by adding [ed] or [d]
to the firft perfon of the prefent tenfe
(which is the fame as the radical form
of the verb) as I love, I Joved. But many
verbs form their preter tenfe without re-

gard
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gard to any rule or analogy; as fo awake,
I awoke ; to think, I thought.
- What changes of termination are
occaﬁoncd by the perfons of verbs ?
A. In both tenfes, the fecond perfon
fingular adds [ji] or [¢ff] to the firft
' perfon (which, in the third perfon fingular
of the prefent tenfe, changes into [e'/Jj or
les] ) all the pcrfons of the plural num-
ber retaining the termination of the ﬁrlt
perfon: ﬁngular
- Give an example of a verb fora
med in its tenfcs and perfons,

A. ‘ Prcfent Tenfe.
Singular. Plural,

I lowe. We love.

Thou loveft. Ye love.

He loveth, orloves. They love.

Preter Tenfe.

I loved. We loved.

Thou lovedft- Te loved.

He loved. They loved.
Prefert Tenfe,

I grant. We grant,

Thou grantef?. Ye grant.

He granteth or grants. They grant.
Preter
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Preter Tenfe.

Singular. Plural..
I granted. We granted.
Thou grantedft. Ye granted.
He granted. They granted.

Q. Are thefe changes of termination in:
the perfons of verbs always obferved ?

A. No. They are generally omitted
after the words, if, theugh, é'ery before,
whether, except, whatfoever, whomfoever,
and words of wifking : as Doubtlefs thou art
our father, though Abrabam acknowledge
us not ; [not acknowledgeth).

Q. What is this form of the tenfes
called ? .

A. This form, becaufe it is rarely
afed but in conjun&ion with fome or o-
ther of the preceding words, may be
called the conjunédive torm of the tenfes.
It is as follows :

Conjunétive Prefent. -

-Singular. Plural.
If I love. If wé love,
If thou love. If ye love.
If be love. If they love.
Conjunétive Preter Tenfe.
If I loved. If we loved.

If thou loved.,  If ye loved.
If be loved. If they loved.
Q. What
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Q. What are the ParTrcrrLes of
verbs ?

A. ParTicrpLesare adjectives derived
. from verbs, and retaining their fignifica-
tion.

Q. How many participles hath averb?"

A. A verb hath two participles. 1.
The participle Prefent, which denotes:
that the aétion fpoken of is then taking,
place, and ends in [ing] as hearing, writ-
ing. 2. The participle Preterite, which
denotes its being paft, and ends in [ed]
being the fame with the firft perfon of. the-
preter tenfe ; as Joved.

Q. Do- all participles preterite end ‘in:
[ed] ?.

A. No. There are many participles:
preterite, which neither end in [ed] nor-
take any other termination of the preter-
~ tenfe; as to degin, Preter, I began, Part.
It is begun. To die, Preter, He died.
Part. He is dead : moreover, fome verbs -
‘have two participles preterite, which may.
be ufed indifferently; as to Joad; he is.
loaded ; he is laden. To fow; itis fowed;:
18 is fown.

Q. In what fenfe is a verb to be under-
ftood, when it-occurs in its radical form ?

A. It hath, then, the force of a com--
mand . from the perfon fpeaking to the-

C perfon:
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perfon or perfons to whom it is addreffed 5
as, write, 1. €. do thou, or do ye write.

Q. What is the meaning of the Ra-

.picaL Form of averb preceded by the
particle #0?
+ A. Itis then no more than the name
of an aétion or ftate ; as, fo die 1s cotmmon
-to all men; i. e. death is common to all
Jnen.

Q. What are Auxiriary verbs ?

A. AuxiLrary verbs are verbs that
are ufed in conjunétion with other verbs,
to afcertain the time, and other circum-
ftances of an action with greater exalt-
nefs.

Q. Which are the principal auxiliary
verbs ?

A. The principal auxiliary verbs are
to do, to bave, to be, and the imperfect
verbs fhall, will, can, may, and muft.

. How are thefe verbs infiected ?

A, They are all infletted with confj-
derable irregularity ; and the verbs fha//,
will, can, and may, exprefs no certain dif-
tin&tion of time; and, therefore, have no
proper tenfes : but they have two forms,
one of which exprefles abfolute certainty,
and may, therefore, be called the alfo-
lute form ; and the other implies a con-
dition, and may, therefore, be called the
conditional form. - Q. What
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Q. What are the inflections of the
werbs 20 do, to have, and to be 2

' To Dao.
Prefent Tenfe.
Sing. ) ‘ Plural..
4 do. We do.

Thou doeft, or dofft.  Ye do.
He doth, or does. They do.

() Preter Tenfe. o

1 did. We did.
Thou didfs. Ye did.
He did. They did. 3
Participles, |

. Prefent.  Doings,
Preterite. , Done.

To Have. '
Prefent Tenfe.
I have. R We have.
Thou haft. - Ze have.

He hath, or has.  They have.

(a) After each tenfe may be fubjoined the cons
gundtive form of it; as, If Idoy if thou do. If 1did,
J‘bﬂu dl‘d, &C. . . . s . "’

SR Ca2 Preter
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Preter Tenfe.
Sing. Plural.

I had We had.
Thou hadfp. Ye had.
He had. They had,
Participles.
Prefent. Hawving.

Preter. Had.
To Be. -
- Prefent Tenfe.
I am. We are.
Thou art. Ze are.
He is. They are.
Conjun&ive form of the prefent Tenfe.
If Ibde. If we be.
If thou be (b)  If ye be.
If he be. If they be.
Preter. Tenfe.
I was. We were.
Thou waft. Ye were.
He was. They were.
Conjuné&tive Form,
If I were. If we were.

If thou wert. — If ye were.
If hesyere. If they were,

(b) Mr. Joknfon fays beift. .
Parti-
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Participles.
Prefent.  Being.
Preter.  Been.

Q. What are the infleGtions of the
verbs fhall, will, may, can, and muft?

A. Shall.
AssoLute Form.

Sing. Plural.
I /kall. We fhall.

Thou fhalt. Ye fhall.
He fhall. They fhall.

ConpiTroNaL Form. -
Ijhould.  We fhould.
Thou fhouldeft, Ye fhould.
He fhould. They fhould.

will.,
Aspsot.ute Form,
T will,  We will.
Thou wilt, Ye will.
He will. They will.

ConpiTronar Form.
1 would. We would,
Thou wouldeft. Xe would.
He would, They would.
C3 May.
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May.
AssoLuTe Form.
Sing. Plural.

" 1 may. We may.
Thou mayeft. Ye may.
He may. 9 ey may.

ConpiTiONAL Form.

. Tmight. We might.
Thou mighteft. Ye might. -
He might. They might.

an. '

AssoLuTe Form,
Tean. We can.
Thou canft. Ye can.
He can.. They can.
ConpiTioNAL Form.

I could. We could.
Thou couldeft. Ye could.
He could. They could.

Muﬁ.
: Prefent Tenfe.
Imufpt. - We muft.
Thou muft, “Ye muft.
He muft, They muft.

Q. What
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Q. What are the CompounD TENSES .
of verbs? :

A. The Compounp TENsEs of verbs
are the tenfes of auxiliary verbs ufed in
conjunction with fome form, or participle
of other verbs; as I fhall hear, I may have
heard.

Q. In what manner are the auxiliary
verbs ufed in conjunétion with other
verbs ? '

A. To the feveral tenfes of the auxili-
ary verb 20 have, is joined the participle
preterite, as I have written, I have been.’
To thofe of the verb so0 be, are joined
both the participles ; the prefent and pre-
terite: as I am hearing, and I am heard ;
and to all the reft of the auxiliary verbs:
is joined the radical form of the verb ; as:
I fhall, will, may, muft, can, or do write; .
I fhall, will, may, muf, or can be.

- Q. Into how many claffes, or orders,
may the compound tenfes of verbs be dif--
tributed ?

A. The compound tenfes of verbs may’
be commodioufly diftributed into three
diftinét clafles or orders; according as
the auxiliary verbs that conftitue them
require the radical form, the participle
prefent, or the participle preterite to be
joined with them, 'They are likewife

JSingle;-
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JSingle, double, or triple, according as one,
two, or three auxiliary verbs are made
ufe of.

Q. Repeat the compound tenfes of the
verb 1o hear.

A. The compound tenfes of the fir#
order, or thofe in which the radical form:
of the principal verb is mzde ufe of,

Will, can, may, muft, or fhall hear.
Abfolutey I fhall hear, Thou fhalt hear,
form. He fhall hear, &c.
«Conditi- },I fhould hear, Thou fhouldef}
.onal, hear, He fhould hear, &c. (d)

The compound tenfes of the fecond or-
der, or thofe in which the participle prefent
s madc ufe of,

To be hearing.
Prefent } I am hearing, Thou art
tenfe. hearing, &c. .
Conjunc- If 1 be hearing, If thou be
tive form. hearing,

Preterite, } I "Z:‘;ri};eg‘” igzgc’ Thou waf:

(d) In the fame manner form the tenfes made by
avill, can, may, and mufi. The conjunétive form of the.

tenfes may likewife be fupplied in its proper place, if
it be thought neceffary.

Con-’
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LConjun&- } If I were hearing, If thou
sive. " wert hearing, &c.

.»Pafticip]e prefent.  Being hearing.
Participle preterite. Been hearing.

_T he firft Double Compound.

Shall be bearing.
Abfolute } I fhall he hearing, Tlou fhalt
form. be hearing, &c. .
«Conditi- } I fhould be hearing, Thos
«onal. Jhouldeft be hearing, &c.

The fecond:double'Compound,

To have beeir hearing.
iPrefent. I have beenhearing, Thou haf?
tenfe. been hearing, &c.
Pretetite, } 1 b}zad been hearing, Thou hadfp
een hearing, &c.
Participle prefent.  Having been hearing.

The Tripple Compound. .

Shall have been hearing.
Abfolute L fhall have been hearing, Thou
form, } Jhalt have, &c.
Conditi- } I fhould have been hearing,.
. «onal. Thou fhouldeft have, &c.

The
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‘The compound tenfes of the third order 3>
viz. thofe in which the participle pre-
terite of the principal verb is ufed.

, "~ Te be heard.
Prefent I am heard, Thou art beard
tenfe. &c..

Conjun&t- % If Ibe heard, If thou be heard,
ive form. &ec.

Preterite. § I 'washeard thou waft heards.

Gonjun&- } lf I were heard, if thou wert :
ive. heard, &ec.

Parficiple prefent,  Being heard.
preterite. Been heard.

The firft Double Compound..

Shall be heard. _
Abfolute I fhall be heard, Thou fhalt be:
. form. } heard, &c. '
Canditi- } I fhould. be heard, thou fhould- -
onal. ¢?, &c. :
The fecond Double Compound..
Shall have keard.
Abfolute o I jhall have heard, Thou [halt

form. } have, &c. '
Gonditi- ¥ I fhould have heard, Thow
onal. § Jhouldeft, 8c,

The
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The third Double Compound.

' ' 'To have been heard. '

Prefent Ihave been heard, Thou haf?
tenfe. been heard, &e.

: . I had been heard, Thou hadft:

Pre terite. } been heard, &c.

Participle prefent. Having been heard.

The Triple Compound..

Shall have been heard.
Abfolute I fhail have been heard, Thou,.
form. } &ec. .
Conditi- I fhould have been heard, Thou.
onal. } Shouldeft, &c..

Q. What do. you obferve concerning:-
thefe compound tenfes ?

A. It is obfervable that, in forming the-
tenfes, all the-change of termination is
confined to the auxiliary that is named..
firft ; and therefore, fecondly, That if the
auxiliary which is firft named, have no
participle, there is no participle belongs
ing to the tenfes that are made by it.

To this fe@ion concerning the inflecs
tions of words, it may be convenient to
fubjoin an account of thofe claffes which
admit of few, or no inflections..

Q. What
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Q. What are Apverss ?

A. ApverBs are contra&ions of fen-
tences, or of claufes of a fentence, gene-
rally ferving to denote the manner, and
~other circumfiances of an altion ; as wifely,
i. e. in a wife manner; mow, i. e. at this
time; fere, in this place.

Q. How many kinds of adverbs are
‘there ?

A. Adverbs may be diftributed into as
‘many kinds as there are circumftances of
-an aétion. They may, therefore, be re-
ferred to a great variety of heads. The
principal of them are the three follow-
ing; viz. 1ft, Thofe of Place; as here,
there. 2dly, Thofe of Time 5 as often, fome-
times, prefently. And, 3dly, Thofe of
Quality or Manner, which are derived from
-adjectives by adding [ly] to them; as,
wifely, happily, firflly; from wife, happy,
ir /3.

Q. What is a Prepos1TION ?

A. A PreposiTion is a word that ex-
prefleth the relation that one word hath to
another; fuch as of, with, from, to: as,
He bought it with money, He went to Lon-
don.

Q. What are ConjuncTions? -

A. Conjuncrions are words that join

{entences together, and fhew the manner
of



VERBS. 2%

of their dependence upon one another ;
as and, if, but, &c.

Q. What are INTERJECTIONS ?

A. INTERjECTIONS are broken or im-
perfe& words, denoting fome emotion or-
paflion of the mind ; as, ab, 0b, pby.

It may not be improper, alfo, to lay-
down, in this place, for the ufe of learn-
ers, Eafy rules to difiinguifh the feveral parts.
of [peech. '

A Subfiantive admits of [a] [the] good,
bad, or fome other known adjettive be-
fore it ; as, a good man.

An Adjective hath no determinate mean.
ing with only [4] or [#he] before it; but
requires man or thing after it; and ad-
mits of degrees of comparifon; as a good
man, a better man.

A Verb admits of the perfonal pronouns
before it, as He loves, They love.

Pronouns have been enumerated.

Adverds do all, or moft of them, an-
fwer to fome one of thefe queftions,
How? How much? When? or Where 2
when the anfwer gives no word that is
known, by the preceding rules, to be a
fubftantive or adjeétive. '

Prepofitions ealily admit the oblique
cafes of the perfonal pronouns, me, him,

. her,
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der, &ec. to follow them ; as ro me, 'wztlc
me, among them.

Conjunctions and Interjeflions are eafily
Xknown by their definitions.

SECTION V.

.Of the Derivation and Compofition of
Words.

Efides the conftant and regular in-

fle&tions of words, of which an ac-
count has been given in the preceding
feCtions ; there are many other changes,
by means of which words pafs from one
tlafs to another: but, becaufe only fome
of the words of any clafs admit of a fi+
milar change, they arc not ufually enu-
merated among the grammatical changes
of terminations. In nothing, however, is
the genius of a language more apparent
than in fuch changes; and, were they
uniform and conftant, they would have
the fame right to be taken notice of by
grammarians that any other infletions
have. Of thefe changes [ fhall here give .
the following fhort fummary, extracted
chiefly from Mr. Johofon, .
e Nouns
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.+ - Nouns are frequently converted into
werbs by lengthening the found of their
vowels ; as to houfe, to braze, to glaze, to
dreathe 5 from houfe, brafs, glafs, breath,

Sometimes nouns are elegantly con-
vcrted into verbs without any change at
all.  Cufhioned, Bolingbroke. Diademed,
Pope. Ribboned, Lady M. W. Montague.

Verbs, with little or no variation, are
converted into fubffantives, exprelling what
is denoted by the verb as dore or procured s
as love, a fright ; from to love, to Sright s
and a jProke, from firuck, the preterite of
the verb to flrike.

Befides thefe, words of the following
terminations are generally derivative ;
nouns ending in -
—er, derived from werks, fignify the

agent 5 as lover, writer, firiker.

Some nouns of this clafs. in confequence
of frequent ufe, have cealed to be confi-
dered as belonging to it; and in this cafe
the e is often changed into fome other
vowel, as liar, conduor.

—ing, fignify the aflion of the verb they
are derived from; as the frighting,.
the firiking.

—th, are abfiract fubflantives derived from
concrete adjectives;aslength, firength,s
dearth 5 from long, firong, dear,

—inefs,
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—nefs, denote charafier or quality ; as

—haod, or} awhitenefs, hardnefs, manhood,

—head, widowhaod, godhead.

—fhip, fignify office, employment, Jiate, or
condition 3 as kingfhip, Jflewardfhip.

—c¢ry, altion or habit; as knavery, fool-
ery,. roguery.

—awick,~-
—rick. (jurifdi&tion ; as, bailiwick, bifhop--
—7Y, rick, deanry, kingdom.

—dom,

—ian, profeffion; as, theologian, phyfician,.

—ard, chara&er or habit; as;. drunkard,.

dotard, dullard.
are derived from the French,.

—ment-and{ and generally fignify. the-

—age,. a? or the babit ;- as com--

mandment, ufage-

e, the poffeffor (of French original alfo).
as, grantcé, one to whom a grant is.
made ; Jefeé, to whom the leafe is
made, &c.

Nouns fometimes become diminutives by
the addition of [in] or fome other pro-
ducion of their termination ; as goflin,.
lambkin, hillock, pickerel, rivulet.

Adjectives ending in
are generally derived-from nouns,.
—_ and} and fignify plenty and abundance;

as.loufy, airy, joyful, frusiful.
—fome
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o—(ome (q- d. fomething 5 i.e. in fome degree)
fignify likewife plenty, but in a lefs
degree. than the terminations [y]

and [ full] as gamefome, lonefome.

—lefs, fignify want, as, worthlefs, joylfs.

—1Uy, (q- d. like) fignify likengjs ; as, giantly:
heavenly.

—ifh, fignify fimilitude or tendency to.-a
chara&er ; as whitifh, thievifh, chitdifhs
alfo belonging to a nation; as Da-
nifk, Spanifh, Irifh.

—able, derived from nouns or verbs, fig-
nify capacity; as comfortable, tenable,
improveable.

Verbs ending in

—ecen are frequently derived from ad-
jectives, and fignify the production
of the quality ; as fo lengthen, to
Sirengthen.

The participles prefixed to words,
with their ufe in compofition, are the
following : '

Ante—fignifies before 5 as Antediluvian.

Anti—and ) againf? 3 as Antimonarchicaly

Contra— contradicl.
Circum—about 5 as circumfcribe,
De—down ; as depofe, depreciate.
Dis—negation, or privation ; as dfbelicve,

diflike, difarm.
D In.
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In (changed fometimes into [i#] before
[mi into [4]] always before [/]
into {sr] before [r] in words
derived from the Ladn, and into
{un] in other words) fignifies me=
gation ; as anpleajant, z'nfﬁé'z‘xal, m:
perfect, illegitimate, irvefragable.

Mifs—error ; a5 mifiake, mifreprefon.

Per—through ; as perfuade, perfif.

Poft —after 5 as pofipone.

" Preter—beyond (in power) as preternatural.

Uitra—beyond (in place) as Ultramomtane.

Inter—among ; as iutermix.

Tranf—cver; as transfer, tranflate.

Re—aqgain, or, backward ; as revolve, re-
bound.

Super—above 5 as fupernatural.

Sub—iender 5 as fubfcribe,

PART
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Part 1II

Of ‘the grammatical Ul and: Signification of
certain Words, efpecially fuch as the paucity
of our inflections obliges us to make ufe of, in-
order to exprefs what, in other languages, is -
effected by change of termination.

SECTION I
Of the Articles,

. HAT are ArTICLES?
=W

Articles are the words [q] and

[¢he] placed before nouns, to afcertain the
extent of their fignification.

Q. What is the ufe of the article [a] 2

A. The article [a] (before a confonant,
but [an] before a vowel) intimates that one
only of a {pecies is meant, but not any one
in particular; as, This is a good book; i. e.
One among the books that are good,
Hence it is called the article Indefinite.

D2 Q. What
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Q. What is the ufe of the article [the]?

A. The article [the] limits the fignifica-
tion of a word to one or more of a {pe-
cies ; as This is the book ; Thefe are the men;

"7, e, this particular book and thefe par-
ticular men. For this reafon it is called the
article Definite.

. In what fenfe is a noun to be un.
~derﬂ:ood when neither of thefe articles is
prefixed to it ? :

A. Generally, in an unlimited fenfe,
exprefling not one in general, or one in
particular, but every individual that can
be comprehended in the term, as, Man is
born to trouble; i. e. whoever partakcs of
human nature, all mankind.

SecTioNn
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SECTION 1L
Of the Ule of the Auxiliary Verbs.

. IN what manner doth the auxnllary
verb #0 do affet the fignification of
werbs ?

A. It only renders the affirmation the
more emphaticaly; as I do love, Idid hate 5
1. e. I love indeed, Indeed I hated.

Q. In what' manner doth the auxiliary
verb 7o be affect the fignification of verbs ?

A. The auxiliary verb to be, joined with
the participle prefent of a verb, exprefles
the affirmation with the greater emphafis
and precifion 3 as I am writing, i.e. in the
very aétion of writing ; and joined to the
participle preterite of a verb, it fignifies the
fuffering or receiving the alion exprefled ;
as I am loved 1 was hated.

Q. What is the ufe of the auxlharyverbs
Jhall and will 2

A. When we fimply faretel we ufe fhall
in the firft perfon, and will in-the reft; as
1 fhall, or ke will write: but when we pro-
mife, threaten, or engage, we ufe will in the
firft perfon, and fhall in the reft; as I
will, or he fhall write,

Q In what manner do the auxiliary

D; verbs
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verbs can, may, and myft, affett the fignis
fication of verbs?

A. In the abfplte form, the auxiliary
-verb can, fignifies .a prefent power; may,
a right; and muft a neceffity to do fome-
shing that is not yet done ; as I can, may,
Qr myft, write ; and the cenditional ferms. could
and might, fignify likewife, a power and
right to do what is affirmed, but imply the
intervention of fome obftacle or impedi-
‘ment, that prevents its taking place; as T

.could, or might writcs 1. e.:if nothing hin-
deved.—T he like may alfo -be obferved of
.the conditional forms of fhall and will.

. In what manoer doth the auxiliary
verb to. have affe@ the Ggnification of
verbs?

A. The auxiliary verb o have -fignifies
that what is affirmed is or was paft; as 7
have received, Ihad written s i. e. the ac-
tion of receiving is now paft, and the ac-
tion of writing was then over.

. In what manner doth the auxiliary
verb o have determine the time .of any
altion ?

A. When we make ufe of the auxiliary
verb to kave, we have no idea of .any cer-
tain_portion of time intervening between
‘the ume of the ation and the time of

- ipeaking of it; the time of the -aétion
being
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being fome period that extends to the
prefent; as I have this year, or this
morning, written 3 {poken in the fame
year, or the fame morning : whereas,
fbeaking of any aCtion done in -a period
of uime that is wholly expired, we ufe
the preter tenfe of the verb ; as lgf year,
or yefierday, 1 wrote a letter : intimating,
that fome certain portion of time js paft
hetween the time of the ation, and the
time of fpeaking of it.

Q. Are there no other verbs, befides
thofe which are called asxiliary, that are
joined in conftrution with other verbs,
without being followed by the prepofition
te?

A. The verbs bid, dare, read, make, fee,
hear, feel, and alfo a¢?, are ufed in the
fame conftruttion ; as, He faw me write.
it. I heard him fay it.

One of the greateft difficulties in the
“Englih language, relates to the fubje&
of this part; as it confifts in the ufe of
the conjunétive particles and prepofitions
particularly of, 2o, for, with, andin, with
a few others. Indeed, there is nothing
in which the practice of our beft authors
13 more variable or capricious : but I
thought it would be beft, to throw all the

reraarks
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remarks I have made on this fubje&, into
the Additional Obfervations.

T A e NN TN T e 3 6 T ol el el

ParTt II

Of Syntaxs comprifing the Order of Words
n a Sentence, and the Correfpondence of
one Word to another.

QWH AT is the ufual place for
' the fubjet of the affirmation in
an affirmative fentence ?

A. Before the verb; as the word Alex-
ander in the fentence, Alexander conquered
Dartus.

Q. What is its place'in an interrogative
fentence ?

.A. Between the auxiliary and the radi-
cal form of the principal verb; as, Did
Alexander conquer Darius ?

Q. What is'the ufual place for the ob-
ject of an Affirmation ?

A. After the verb, as the word Darius
in the fentence, Alexander conquered Darius.

Q. What is the ufual place of the ad-

je&ive?

A. Im-
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‘A. Immediately before the fubftantive;

a8, a good man, a ﬁne horfe.

Q. In what cafes is the adjective placed
-after the fubftantive ?

A. When a claufe of a fentence de-
pends upon the adjective ;. as, 4 man ge-
nerous to bis enemies. Feed me with food
convenient ' for me. '

Q. What is the proper place for the
pronoun relative ?

A. Immediately after its antecedent
as.That is the Darius, whom Alexaizder
conquered.

Q. What is the moft convenient place
for an adverb, or a feparate claufe of a
fentence ?

“A. Between the fubje&t and the verb ;
as, Alexander intirely conquered Darius.
Alexander, in three battles, conquered Darius.
Or between the auxiliaries and the verb
or participle ; as, You have prefently dif-
patched this bufinefs. I have been exceedingly
Pleafed. '

What is the correfpondence of the
adjeétxve pronouns with their fubftantives?

A. They muft agree in number:; as,
This man.  Thefe men.

' Q. What is the correfpondence of the
verb and its fubject ?

- A. They
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A. They muft have the fame number,
and perfon ; as, I love. Thou loveff. He
loves. The fun fhines, &%.

Q. Suppofe there be two fubjeits of
the fame affirmation, and they be both of
the fingular number ?

"~ A. The verb correfponding to them
muft be in the plural as, Your youth
and merit have been abufed.

Q. In what circumftances is the oblique
cafe of pronouns ufed ?

A. After verbs tranfitive, and prepo-
fitions ; as, He Joves her. I gave the book
to him.

As but few of the relations of words
and fentences in conftru&ion are expref-
fed by a change of termination in Eng-
lifh, but generally by conjuntive parti-
Cles, the art of Englith. Syntax muft con-
fit, chiefly, in the proper application of
the conjunctive particles; and the accurate
ufe of thefe can only be learned from ob-
Jervation and a dictionary. .

_ What I have obferved on this fubje&
will be found among the Additional Obyfer-
© aations,

Parct
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Parrt IV.

OF Profedy.
Q WHAT is Prosopy ?

Prosopy is that part of Gram-
»mar,wbuch teaches the rules of Promunci-
~ .ation, and of Verfification.

Q. Wherein confifts the art of Promun-
-ciation?

A. In laying the gccent upon the pro-
per fyllable of a word, and the empha/is
-upon the proper word of a fentence.

Q. Upon what doth the art of Verfi-
Sication depend ?

A. Upon arranging the fyllables of
‘words according to ceriain laws, refpecting
quantzty or accent

- What is moft obfervable in the ar-
~ -rangement of fyllables accerdmo to their
«quantity ?

A. If the accent fall upon the firff {yl-
lable, the tiird, the fifth, &c. the verfe
is fald to confift of 7 chees; which is cal-
‘led a foot of two iyllables, whereof the
firft is long, and the fecond fhort.

If it fall upon the fecond, the fourth, the
_fmtlx &c. as 1s moft ufual in Englith verfe,
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it is faid to confift of Iambics; which are
feet of two fyllables, whereof the firft is
thort, and the fecond long.

If wwo fyllables be pronounced both
long, the foot is called a fpondee; and if
one long fyllable be fucceeded by two
thort ones continually, the verfe is faid to
confift of Daciyls. 1 fhall givea fhort fpe-
cimen of each of thefe kinds of verfe.

Trochaical
In theé | days of | old,
Stories | pliinly | told,
(e) Jambic. -
Withra | vifh’d eirs
Thé mon | drch hears,
Dactylic, fometimes called Anapeefiic.
D1 | ogénés | furly and | proud.
Verfes confift of more or fewer of thefe

feet at pleafure ; and verfes of different
lengths intermixed form a Pindarick poem.

(¢) A Spondee, with which Iambic verfes abound.

Parxz
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Part V.

Of Figures.

IGURES are thofe deviations frony
grammatical or natural propriety,
which are either allowed or admired,

Thofe which affe&t Englifh Jetters or
[liables, and which may therefore 'be
termed Orthographical figures, are Aphere-
Jis, when a fyllable or letter is omitted at
the beginning of a word; as °4is, for it is;
Syncope, when it is left out in the middle ;
as ne’er, for never ; and Apocope, when o-
mitted at the end; as tho’ for though.

The omiffion of a word neceffary to
grammatical propriety, is called Ellipfis s

" as 1 wifh you would write, for I wifh that
you would write.

Particles, and fome other words, muft
frequently be fupplied to make the con-
ftruction complete ; as in the following
fentences. [ value it not a (or of a) farth-
ing 3 1. e. at the price of a farthing : at
twelve o’clock ; 1. e. of the clock.

The
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The pronoun relative is frequently o=
mitted 5 as, The houfe I have bujlt ; inftead:
of faying, Tie koufe that, or which, I have
built. 'To make very frequent ufe of this
ellipfis feems to be a fault.

With refpect to the ufe of figures. it is-
obferved, that the orthegraphical figures are
not ufed with approbation, except in very”
Sfamiliar writing,. or verfe.

AN



A PPE NDIX,

Containing a Catalogue of Verbs irregu~
larly infleted. -

T HAT I might not crowd the notes

too much, [ have chofen to throw:
into an Appendix, a catalogue of verbs ir-

regularly inflected, excluding thofe verbs,.
and parts of verbs, which are bscome ob -
folete ; that learners may be at no lofs-
what form of expreffion to prefer. It is-
extracted chiefly from Mr, Ward’s cata-

logue but without taking any notice of

his diftinétion of conjugations. When the -
regular infle@ion is in ufe, as well as the -
irregular one, an afterifm is put.

Radical form. Preter tenfe. Participle pret.

arife arofe. arifen.
awake. awoke,* awoke.*
bear, or '
2 bare, .
bring forth.} e born
bear, or carry. bore borne.

beat.
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Radical form. Preter tenfe. Participle prets.

beat. ‘beat. beaten, _
begin, began. begun.
bereave. bereft.* bereft.”
befeech.  -befought.  befought.* -
bid. bade. bidden...
bind- bound. bound.
bite. bit. bitten.

blow. blew. blown.

bleed. bled. bled.

break. brake. broken, broke-.
breed. bred. ‘bred. '
bring. brought. brought.
burft.: burft. burft, burften. .
buy. bought. . bought.

caft, caft, caft.-

catch, caught®*  caught.®
chide, chid. chidden.
chufe, chofe, chofen.

cleave. clave. cloven, cleft. .
cling. clung. clung.

clothe. clad.» clad.*

come. came. come.

coft. coft. coft.

crew.  crew. ~ ecrowded. .

cut. cut, cut.

dare. durft » dared.

die. died. ~dead

dig. dug.* " dug.*

draw.” drew. -drawn.

drink. .
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Radical form. Preter tenfe. Participle pret.

- drink.
drive.
eat.
fall.
feed.
fight.
find.
flee
Bing,.
fly.
- forfake
freeze.
get.
give,
0.
grind,
grow.
hang.
hew.
hide."
hit.
hold.‘
hurt.
keep.
knit,
know
lay.
lead.

drank.
drove.
ate.

fell.
fed.
fought.
found.

. fled,

flung.
flew.
forfook-
froze.
gat, got.
gave.
went.
ground.
rew.
%ung.*
hewed.
hid.
hit.
held.
hurt.
kept.
knitted.
knew.
laid.
led.

drunk.
driven.
eaten.
fallen.
fed.
fought.
found.
fled.

flung .

flown,
forfaken.
frozen.
gotten,
given,
one.
ground.
grown.
hung,
hewn.
hidden.
hit.
holden, held.
hurt.
kept.

" knitted, knit.’

known.
laid, lain.

led.
Radical
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Radical form. Preter tenfe. Participle pref.

leave.
let.
lie.
load.
lofe,
make.
meet,
mow,
pay.
put.
read.
rend.
ring,
rive,
rife.
ride.
run,
faw.
fee.
feek.
fcethe.
fell.
fend.
fet.
thake.
. fhave.
fhear..

left.

let.

lay.
loaded.
loft.
made.
met.
mowed.
paid.
put.
quoth he.
read.
rent,
rung, rang.
rived.
rofe;
rode.
ran,
fawed,
faw,
{ought.
{eethed.
fold.
fent.
fet.
thook.
fhaved.
theared.

left.

let.
hain.
loaden, laden.®
loft.
made,
met.
mown,*
paid.
put
read.
rent.
t"ung.'
riven.
rifen.
ridden.
run.
{fawn.
feen.
fought.
fodden.
{fold.
fent.
fet.
thaken.
fhaven.®
thorn,

Radicd
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Radical form. Preter tenfe. Participle pret.

ghed,
fhine,
fhoe,
thoot.

fhow, thew.

thrink,
fhut.
fing.
fink.
fit,
flay.
flide.
{link.
{ling.
{lit.
fmite.
fow.
fpeak.
{peed.
fpend,
fpin.
fpit.
fplit,
fpread,
fpring,
ftand.
feal.
fick.

fthed.

thone,

fhod.

thot,

thowed,
thewed.
thrank, thrunk.
thus,
fang,
funﬁ.
fat.
flew.
flided.

' flunk.

flung,
flic.
fmote.
fowed.
fpoke.
fped.
fpent.
fpun,
fpat.
1plit.
{pread.
{prung, {prang.
ftood

ﬁole;’
ftuck.
E 3

thed.
thone.*
thod.
thot.
fhown,*
thewn,*
thrunk,
thut,
fung,

_ funk:

fat.
flain.
flidden,
flunk.
flung.
flit.
{mitten.
fown*
{poken,

" {ped.

{pent,

{pun.

{pitted,

{plit.

{pread,

fprung,

ftood,

ftolen,

ftuck,
Radical
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Radical form. Preter tenfe. Participle prete.

fting,
ftink.

firide. -

ftrike.

ﬁring.

ftrive.
ftrow.
fwear.

fweat. -
fwell. -

{wim.
fwing.
take.

teach.’

tear.
tell.

think,
thrive.
throw.
thruft.

tread.
wear.

weave.

weep-
win.

wind.
work.

wring~

© write.

ftung.
ftank. -
ftrode.
ftruck.
ftrung,
ftrove.
ftrowed.
{wore, {ware.
fweat.
fwelled. -
fwam.
{wung.
took.g
taught,
tore, tare.
told.
thought,
throve.
threw.
thruft.
trode.
wore.
wove,
wept.
won.
wound,
wrought-
wrung.
wrote.

ftung,
tunk.
ftridden.
ftricken.
ftrung.
ftriven.
ftrown.
{worn.
fweat.
fwollen.
fwum.
fwung-
taken.
taught.
torn.
told.
thought,
thriven. .
thrown.
thruft.
trodden.
worn.
woven.
wept.
won.
wound.*
wrought. .
wrung.
written.

That

*
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“That this catalogue might be reduced
into as fmall a compafs as poflible, thofe
irregularities are omitted that have been
produced merely by the quick pronun-
ciation of regular preterite tenles ard par-
ticiples ; whereby the ed is contratted in-
to ¢£. But this contractjon is not admitted
in folemn language, except inverbs which
end in /, I, or ps as creep, crept; feol,
ﬂ’/t dwell, dwelt; though it is fome-
times ufed in words ending md as gird,
Lirt s gela', gelt, &c.

E 2 NOTES:
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Notes and OBSERVATIONS,

For the Ufe of thofe who have made fome
Proficiency in the Language.

SECTION 1
Of the Plural Number - of Nouns.

Ometimes we find an apoftrophe
ufed in the plural number, when
the noun ends in a vowel; as in-

amorato’s, toga’s, tunica’s, Oths’s, a [t of
virtugfi’s. Addifon on Medals. The idea’s
of the author have been converfant with the
Saults of other writers. Switt’s Tale of a
Tub, p. 55. It is alfo ufed, fometimes
wher the noun ends in s; as, gemius's,
caduceus’s, Facobus’s.  Addifon on Medals,
P- 79- Butit feems better to add es in
thefe cafesy as, remdezvoufes. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 7. P 113

Words
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Words compounded of man have men
in the pluraly as, A4lderman, aldermen.
Muffilmans, (Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 2.
p- 88.) {feems aukward.

Words derived from foreign langua-
ges often retain their original plural ter-
minations ; as Cherubim, phgnomena, ra-
dii, beaux. But when foreign words are
completely incorporated into our lan-
guage, they take Englith plurals, as epi-
tomes. Addifon., When words of foreign
extraltion are, as it were, half incorpo-
rated into the language, they fometimes
retain their native plurals, and fometimes
acquire thofe of the Englith. Thus fome
perfons write criterions, others criteria ;
fome write mediums, and others media,
Some foreign words both retain their na-
tive plurals, and acquire the Englith, but
they are ufed in different fenfes. This is’
the cafe with the word index, We fay in-
dexes of books, and indices of algebraical
quantities.

When a noun is compounded of an
adje&tive, which has not entirely coalefced
with it into one word, it occafions fome "~
difficulty where to place the fign of the
plural number, as in the word handful.
Some would fay two hands full; others,

. . two
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-#wo handfuls ; and Butler, perhaps for the
fake of the rhyme, writes fwo handful.

For of the lower part, two handful,
It had devoured, it was fo manf...

‘When a name has a title prefixed to it,
as Doctor, Mifs, Mafler, {5c. the plural
termination - affe¢ts only the latter of the
two words ; as, the twa DoFor Nettletons,
the two Mifs Thomfons ; tho’ a ftri€t analogy
would plead for the altcration of the for-
mer word, and lead us to fay, the tuwo
Doctors Nettleton, the two Miffes Thomfon :
for, if we fupplied the ellipfis, we thould
fay, the two Doctors of the name of Nettletony
and, the two young ladies of the mame of
Thomfon ; and 1 remember to have met
with this conftru&tion fomewhere, either
in Clariffa, or Sir Charles Grandifon; but
I cannot now recollect the paffage.

Many of the words which have no fin-
gular number, denote things which confift
-of two parts, or go by pairs, and therefore
are, in fome meafure, intitled to a plural
termination ; as, lungs, bellows, breeches.
The word pair is generally ufed with many
of them; as a pair of compaffes, a pair of
drawers, a pair of colours, {&5¢. Alfo many
of thefe words denote things which confifk
.of many parts, and therefore are, in the

: ftrictett
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fricteft fenfe, plurals; as grains, annals,
cats, mallows, and other plants; afpes,
embers, filings, vitals, hatches, cloaths, {Jc.
But others are ot eafily reduced to this
rule, and no reafon can be given why the
things might not have been exprefled by
‘words of the fingular number ; as, calends,
nones, ides, riches, odds, fhambles, tbanks,
tidings, wages, viftuals, and things that
have only quantity, and do not exift in
diftinét parts; as, the grounds of liquors,
beaflings, affets, &c.

Many of the words which have no fin-
:gular termination, are the names of {ci-
-ences ; as, ethics, matkematics, belles lettres,
{g¢c. Many of them are the names of
games ;_as, billiards, fives, 8&c. Many of
them, alfo, are the names of difeafes; as
the meafles, hifierics, glanders, &c. And
fome, in imitation of the Greek and Latin,
are the names of feftivals, and other ftated
‘times ; as, orgies, matins, vefpers, &c.

Some of thefe words have a fingular
termination in ufe, but it is applied in a
different fenfe; as arms, for weapons, and
an arm of the body; a pair of colours be-
longing to the army, good manners, a
perfon’s goods, good graces, a foldier’s
uarters, a man’s betters, hangings, doings.
And of their doings great difiike declared.

Milton-
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Milton. Some words are alfo found in
the fingular, but more generally in the
plural ; as firf# fruits, antipodes, &c.-

To exprefs the fingular of any of thefe
words which have only a plural termina-
tion in ufe, we have recourfe to a peri-
phrafis; as, one of the annals, ane of the
grains, one of the pleiades, &c.

Tradefmen fay one pound, twenty pound,.
&e. And the fame rule they obferve with
refpect to all weights and meafures. Alfo.
a gentleman will always fay, how many
carp, or how many temch, &c. have you,
and never how many carps, or how many
tenches, &c. This may be faid to be un-
grammatical ; or, at leaft, a very harfh
-ellipfis; but cuftom authorizes it, and
many more departures from ftri¢t gram-
mar, particularly in converfation. Some-
times writers have adopted this colloquial
form of fpeech. He is faid to have fhot,
with his own hands, fifty brace of pheajants..
Addifon. When Innacent the 11th defired
the Marquis de Eafires to furnifl: thirty
thoufand head of fiwine, he could not [pare
them, but thirty thoufand lawyers he had at
his fervice, Addifon. A fleet of thirty-
nine fail.  Hume's Hiff. vol, 3. p- 448

Many words, however, in the fingular
number, fcem to be ufed in the plural.

l con-
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conftru&tion ; when, perhaps, the fupply-
ing of an ellipfis would make it pretty
ealy. The Queen dowager became more a-
verfe to all alliance with a nation, who had
departed fo far from all ancient principles.
Hume’s Hift. vol. 4. p. 833. i.e. a4
kinds of alliance. Thus we fay, a thoufand
horfe, or foot ; meaning a thoufand of the
troops that fight on foot, or with a horfe.
They are a good apple, i. e. theyare of a
good fpecies of the fruit called an apple.
And thus, alfo, perhaps, may fome of
the examples in the former paragraph be

analized. ,
‘Names of mental qualities feldom have
any plurals, yet when particular aéts and
not general habits are meant, the plural
number fometimes occurs; as infolences.
Hume’s Hift. vol. 7. p. 411. But 1t feems
better to have recourfe to a periphrafis
in this cafe. In things of an intellettual
nature, the fingular number will often.
{uffice, even when the things fpoken of
are mentioned as belonging to a number
of perfons ; but if the things be corporeal,
though they be ufed in a figurative fenfe,
the plural number feems to be'required,
‘Thus we fay, their defign, their intention,
and perhaps, their heart; but not fheir
- dead, or their mauth.  This people draws
nigh
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sigh unto me with their mouth, and honours
me with their lips, dut their heart is for
Jfrom me. Matthew, Ferdinand dqﬁgned'
to wreff from the Venetians [ome towns,
which his predeceffor had configned to their
‘hand. Hume’s Hift. vol. 3. p- 438-

Words that do not admit of a plural,
“en account of their being of an intellec-
tual nature, are eafily applled to a number
of perfons. Thus we fay, the courage of
an army, or the courage ojy a thoufand men
though each man, feparately taken, be
fuppofed to have courage. In thefe cafes,
if we take away the abftract and intellec-
tual term, and fubftitute another, which
is particular and corporeal, we muft
change the number, though the conftruc~
-tion and meaning of the fentence be the
fame. The enmity of Francis the fuft, and
Charles the fifth, [ubfifted between their po-
fterity for feveral agec Robertfon’s Hift.
of Scotland, vol. 1. p. 74. If the author
had not ufed the word pefterity, which is
in the fingular number, he muft have faid
children, or fons, or défcendants, in the
plural.

There are many words which, in gene-
ral, have no plurals, as wol, wheat, &c.
which people who.are much converfan
with the, things which taey fignify, alr:d.

wiho-
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who have occafion to make more dif-
tinGtions among them, ufe in the plural
number, and {ometimes thofe plurals get
into writing, The coarfer wools have
their ufes alfo. Preceptor, vol. 2. p. 435.
Yet when nouns, which have ufually no
plurals, are ufed in that number, the ef-
fe&t is very difagreeable. But one of the
principal foods ufed by the inhabitants is
cheefe,  Ulloa’s Voyage, vol. 1. p. 304.
This conftrucion might eafily have been
avoided by a periphrafis; as, o#t one of
the principal kinds of food, &c.

The word means belongs to the clafs of
words which do not change their termina-
tion on account of number; for it is ufed
alike in both numbers. Le# this means
Jhould fail. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8, p. 65.
Some perfons, however, ufe the fingular
of this word, and would fay, // this mean
Should fail, and Dr. Lowth pleads for it
but cuftom has fo formed our ears, that
they do not eafily admit this form of the
word, notwithftanding it is more agreeable
to the general analogy of the language.

The word pains is alfo ufed in the fin-
gular number ; No pains is taken; Great
pains has beentaken. Pope. But both this,
and the word means, are .alfo ufed as

piurals.
The
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The word 7zews is alfo ufed both in
the fingular and plural number.  Pray,
Siry are there any news of his intimate friend
and confident Darmin.  Smollett’s Voltaire,
vol. 18.p.131. News were brought to the
Queen. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 4. p. 426.
Are there any news.at prefent firring in Lon-
don. Englith Merchant, p. 7. But not-
-withftanding thofe authoritiess the fingu-
lar number feems to be more common,
-and is therefore to be preferred.

The word billet-doux is alfo ufed in
both numbers. Her eyes firft opened on a
billet-doux. Pope’s Rape of the Lock.—
Will be carrying about billet-doux. Ar-
-buthnot.

In fome cafes we find two plurals in
-ufe. The word brother is an example of
this ; for we both fay brothers and bre-
thren s but the former is ufed of natural
relations, and the other in a figurative
fenfe ; as, men and brethren. The word
die, which makes dice when it relates to
gaming, makes dies, in the plural num-
ber, when it relates to coin. The word
cow formerly had kine in the plural num=
ber, but we now fay cows. The word
Sir has hardly any plural, except in very
folemn ftyle, borrowed from the old uﬁ;
, - F o
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of it, as, Oh, Sirs, what fhall I ao 2o be
javed -Adts.

Both the word fok, and folks, feem to
be ufed promifcuoufly, efpecially in con-
‘verfation; as when we fay, where are the
good folks, or folk: but the lattet feems to
‘be preferable, as the word in the fingular
form implies a number.

Propef names admit of a plural num-
ber, where they are ﬁguranvcly ufed for
common Rames. [t is mot enough to have
Vitruviufes, we myf alfo have Auguftufes,
to employ them. Smollett’s Voltaire, vok
9. p-27.

- Itis indifferent, in fome cafes, whether
we ufe a word in the fingular, or in the
plu-ral -namber.” Thus we fay, in hopes,
‘or in hope, and in the very fame fenfe.
His old infiructor, imagining that he had now
made himlelf acquainted with his difaafe of
mind, was in hope of curing it. Raﬂ”clas
vol. 1. p. 16, Tiy went their ways,
’PJatthcw. Ve thould now fay, went theix
way ; but, in the Yorkfhire diale&, it
is ftill, wwext their ways. The laff Pope
was at con/iderable  charges.  Addifon,
Notwithianding the ravages of thefe two
nfatiable enemies, their numbers can hard-

{y be .imagincd. Ulloa’s voyage, val 4
p- 202.

-
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p- 202. Their number would exprefs the
whole idea, but perhaps not with the fame
emphafis. The fingular number would
have been better than the plural in the
following fentence,—putting our mmds inta
the difpofals of others.” Locke.

"SECTION I

Of the Genitive Cafe, and other Irgﬂeé?mm of
Naouns.

IT may feem improper to call the No- -
minative a cafe (i- e. cafus, five inflectio)
which is the root from whence other cafes’
are derived; but the pratice of all Gram-
marians, and the long eftablithed defini-.
tion of terms, authorize this deviation’
from rigid exactnefs.

The [f] at the end of a word, doth
not change into [v] fpr the genitive cafe,
as it doth in the plural number. We fay
a wife’s fortune 5 but, he takes more wives
than one. '

The apofirophe denotes the omiffion of
an [7] which was formerly inferted, and
madc an addition of a fyllable to the

Fa2 word.
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word. ——Mr. Pope, and fome of hls co~
fcmporancs, to avoid a harfhncfs in the:
pronuncxatnbn of fome genitives, wrote
the wor [Ius] at the end of the word 3
as Statius ‘his Thebais, Socrates his fetters
(Spe&.) imagining ‘the [s] to be a con-
tra@ion for that ‘pronoun : But analogy
eafily overturns that fuppofition ; for /-
nus bis beauty, or Men his wit, were ab-
furd.

The genitive neceffarily occafions the
addition of a fvllable to words ending in
[s], and the othcr terminations which have-
the fame effect in the plural number; as
Venus's beauty, Mofes’s rod. Sometimes the
additional [s] is fuppreffed inw rmng, and.
nothing but the apoftrophe remains. 4nd
caft Izzm down at Jefus fm‘ But this is
more common with ‘poets, when the ad-
ditional fylhble would have been more
than their verfe requxrcd

Sometimes the apoftrophe is wholly
omltted even after the plural number ;.
tho’, i in'that cafe, there is no other fign’ of
the genmvc cafe, A colleFion of writers.
Jaults. Swift’s Talc of a Tub P+ 55. dfter
ten years wars. "~ Swift.

- When, in this and other. cafes, the ter-

minations ofwords ate fuch, that che found’

malrcs no duunéhon bccween the genitive c
o



GENETIVE CASE; 69
of the fingular and of the plural riu'rr'lb,ér';
s, the prince’s injuries, and prince’s injuries.
Hume’s Hift. vol. 5. p. 406. It fhould
feem to be better'to decline the ufe of the
genitive in the plural number, and fay, the
anjuries of princes. ,

The Englith genitive has often a very
harfh found, fo that, in imitation of the
French, we daily make more ufe of the
particle, of, as they do of de, to exprefs the
{ame relation. There is fomething auk-
ward in the following fentences, in which
this method has not been taken. ~ Te gene-
ral, in the army’s name, publifhed a declara-
tion. Hume, The Commons’ vote. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 8. p. e17. The Lords’ houfe.
Id.  Unlefs he be very ignorant of the king-
dom’s condition. Swift. It were certain-
ly better to fay, Inthe name of the army, the
wotes of the Commons, the houfe of lords, the
condition of the kingdom. Befides, the Lord’s
houfe, which is the fame in found with
Lords’ Houfe, is an expreffion almoft ap-
propriated to a place fet apart for chriftian
worfhip.

When an entire claufe of a fentence,
beginning with a participle of the prefent
tenfe, is ufed as one name, or to exprefs
one idea, or circumftance, the noun on
which it depends may be put in the geni-
' F 3 tive
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tive cafe. ‘Thus, inftead of faying, Wkt
15 the meaning of this lady holding up her train,
1. e. what is the meaning of the lady in holding
up her train, we may fay, What is the mean-
ang of this 1ady’s holding up her train; juft as
we f{ay, What is the meaning of this lad)’s
drefs, &c. So we may either fay, I re-
member it being reckoned a great” exploit s
or, perhaps more elegantly, I remember its

being reckoned, &5c. ‘
When a name is complex, confifting
of more terms than one, the genitive 1s
made by fubjoining the [s] to the laft of
the terms.  For Hercdias® fake, his brother
Philip’s wife. Matthew. Lord Feverfham
the gemerals tent. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8.
p- 264. This conftruion, however,
often feems to be aukward. It would
have been eafier and better to have faid,
The' tent of lord Feverfkam the general,
{c. When a term confifts of a name,
and an office, or any term explanatory of
the former, it may occafion fome doubt
to which of them the fign of the genitive
fhould be annexed, or whether it fhould
be fubjoined to them both. Thus, fome
‘would fay, I lift the parcel at Mr. Smith’s
the bookfeller 5 others, at Mr. Smith the
bookfeller’s, and perhaps others, at Mr.
Smith’s the bookfeller’s. The laft of thefe
‘ - fo.ms
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forms is moftagreeable to the Latin idiom, -
but the firlt feems to be more natural in,
ours; and if the addition - confift of two.
or more words, the cafe feems to be very
«€lear; as, I left the parcel at Mr. Smith’s the
bookjeller and fiationer, i. e. at Mr. Smith’s,
who is a beokfeller and ftationer, tho’ the
relative does not eafily follow a genitive .
-cafe. '

- It is by no means elegant to ufe two
Englith genitives in conftruétion with the-
fame noun. He fummoned an affembly of
Ufhops and abbats, whom he acquainted with
the pope’s and the king’s pleafure, Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 177. The pleafure of
the pope, and the king, would have been
better. '
- In fome cafes we ufe both the genitive.
and the prepolition of 5 as, this bosk of my
Jriend’s.  Sometimes, indeed, this method
is quite neceffary, in order to diftinguith
the fenfe, and to give the idea of proper-
ty, fritly fo called, which is the moft
important of the relations expreflfed by a.
genitive cafe. This picture of my friend, and
this picture of my friend’s, fuggeft very
different ideas, The latter only is that
of property in the ftricteft fenfe. Where
this double genitive, as it may be called;
is -not neceflary to diftinguifh the fenfe,

F 4 and
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and efpecially in grave ftile, it is generally-
omitted. Thus we fay, I is a difcovery of -
Sir Iﬁzac Newton, tho’ it would not have-
been improper, only more familiar, to.
fay, Itis a difcovery of Sir Ifaac Newton's:.
That this- double genitive is fufficiently
agreeable to the analogy of the Englith:
language, is evident from the- ufual con-
jun&tion of the pronoun pofleflive with.
the prepofition of, bath ofrwhich have the
force of a genitive. This exaclnefs of his.
Triftram Shandy, vol. 1. p. 12. I reali- -
ty, this double genitive may be refolved-
into.two 5 for, this is @ book of my friend’s,
is the fame as, this. is;one-of the beoks of my.
iend.

The Englifh modification of a word, to-
exprefs: the feminine gender, extends not
to many words in-our language, and' the:
analogy fails when we fhould moft expect
it. would' be kept up. Thus we do not
call: a. female author, an authorefs ; and:
if a lady. write. poems, fhe is now-a-days:
called a poet, rather than a- peetefs, which-
is almoftobfolete.

A few of our feminine terminations are
Luatin, with little or no variation, as admi-
niftrator, admmﬂratnx, director, directrix;-
hero, heroine,

The:
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The mafculine gender is fometimes ex-
prefled by prefixing words whichareknown
to be the names of males; as, a dog- fox, jack-
afs, &c. but generally the mafculine is de-
noted by fe, and the feminine by fZe ; as, .

ke-fox, fhe fox.

SECTION IIL

Of Adjectives.

HE adjetive enough may be faid to
have a plural in our language ; for
we fay emugh with refpe&t to quantity,
which is fingular; and enow with refpect
to number, which is plural. I think
there are at” Rome enow modern works of
architecture; Addifon. There are enow
of zealots of both fides. Hume’s Effays,
p. 32
The word every is by fome writers tranf-
. pofed, and conneéted with the perfonal.
pronouns, in'a manner that feems to{found
harfh to an Englifhi ear.
PRalmyra, thou command’ [ myevery thought,
i..e. allmy thoughts. Smollett’s Voltaire, vol.’
25- pag: 82. '

R 2]
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My ev’ry thought, my ev’ry hope is fix’d
Onliin alone.  1b. vol. 18. p. 10. :
- The which conduc?, throughout every, its
‘minuteft energy. Harris’s three Treatifes,
P 189.

Some adjetives of number are more:
cafily converted into fubftantives than o-
thers. Thus we more eafily fay, a million
«of men, than a thoufand of men. On the
«other hand, it will hardly be admitted to
Aay a miliion men, whereas a thoufand men is
-quite familiar. "Yet, in the plural num-
‘ber, a different conftruion {eems to be
required.  We fay fome hundreds, or thou-

ands, as well as millions of men. Perhaps,
on this account, the words millicn, hun-
dreds, and thoufands, will be faid to be fub-
Atanuves. : :

In numbering we often reckon by twen~-
ties, calling them feores; as three feore,
Jour feore, tho’ we never fay fwo fcore.

" In fome few cafes we fcem, after the
manner of the Greeks, to make the ad-
je€tive agree with the. fubjeét of the affir-
mation ; when, in ftri¢tnefs, it belongs to
fome other word in the fentence 3 as, you
had better doit  for, it would be better for you
to do it. .

An adje@ive and a fubftantive are both
united in the word aught, put for any thing,

: - and
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and naught put for nothing. For aught which
20 me appears contrary. Harris’s three Trea-
tifes, p. 21. Naught was wanting. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol 6. p. 5. Thefe contrations,
however, are burt litde ufed, and are hard-
1y to be approved of,

. The word ffer, though condemned by
Mr. Johnfon, and other Englith gramma-
Tians, is often ufed by good writers. The
&reater number frequently fly before the lefler.
Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 1. p. 172. The.
kings of France were the chief of [everal greater
vaflals, by whom they were very ill cbeyed, and
of a greater mumber of lefler ones.  1b. vol..
6. p. 172.

~ Sometimes the comparative of lafe is:
‘written lafter, as well as /later; and, L.
think, we ufe thofe two comparatives in
different fenfes. The latter of two, 1 fan-
cy, refers either to place or time, whereas
later refpetts time only.

~ In feveral adjetives the termination
mof? is ufed to exprefs the fuperlative de-.
gree; as, hindermefft, or hindmoft ; hither-
moft (almoft obfolete) 5 uppermyft, undermof?,
nethermoft, inmermof?, outermofi, uttermgff or
utmoft. Some ot thefe have no compara-
tives, or pofitives, or none that are adjec-.
tives.

- The
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The adjective o/d is compared two ways:
‘We both fay older, and oldeft ;-and hke'w'nfe,’:
.elder, and eldeff; but ufe feems' to” have
affigned to them different acceptations ;
for elder, and eldeft, feem to refer to prio-
rity of rank or privilege, in confequence
-of age; whereas older and oldeft, refpect
the number of years only. Speaking of
“two very old perfons, we thould naturally’
{ay, that one of them was the older of the
.two; but fpeaking of two brothers, with
refpect to the right of inheritance, we
~thould fay, that one of them was the elder
-of the two.

Several adverbs are ufed, in an elegant
‘manner, to anfwer the purpofe of degrees
~of comparifon. There is great beauty in
~-the ufe of the word rather, to exprefs a:
fmall degree, or excefs of a quality. She
1s rather profufe in her. expences.  Critical
Review, No. go. p. 43.

The word full is likewife ufed to exprefs
-a fmall ‘excefs of any quality. Thus we
fay, Thetea isfull weak, or full frong ; but
this isonly a colloquial phrafe.

_The prepofition with is alfo fometimes’
ufed in converfation, to exprefs a degree
-of quality fomething lefs than the greateft;
-as, They are with the wideft.

Some-
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_ Sometimes cemparatives are ufed in a.
fenfe merely pofitive, fo that it may oc-
calion a little furprize to find them ufed
in a fenfe firictly comparanve ; as the
phrafe wzferwzd better in the following fen-
tence. It is a glorious privilege, and he who
pradlifes it, may grow wifer and better by
an hour’s ferious meditation, than by a
yonth’s reading. Female American. vol. 1,
p- 103.

There are fome Diffyllables which weuld
not admir the terniination [er] or {eff]
without a harthnefs in the pronunciation.
It is, therefore, ufua] to compare them in
the fame manner as Poli lyl[ables, withoug
any chapge of termination. Of thefe,

]ohnfbn has given us the following
enumerat;qg ; viz. {uch as terminate in,

. Jome,. as fulfome.  ive, as, maffive. .
July 3s careful:. dy, as woody. .

ing, as trifling.  fy, as pufy.

| Gil, as forous. ky, as rocky 5 except:
lefs, as carelefs. lucky.
ed, as wretched.  my, as roomy.
id, as candid. ny, as_fkinny.
al, as mortal. 1y, as ropy; €XCept:
ent, as recent. happy. ‘
_au, as ccripin. %y, as hoary-

! Scme:
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Some adje&tives do not, in their own

nature, and by reafon of their fignification,
admit of comparifon ; fuch as wniverfal,
perfect, &c. yet it is not uncommon to
fee the comparative or fuperlative of fuch
words ; being ufed, either thro’ inadver-
tency, or for the fake of emphafis. He
Jometimes claims admiffion to the chiefeft of-
Jices of the army. Clarendon. The quarrel
eas become {o univerfal and national. Hume’s
Hittory, vol. 1. p. 258. 4 methed of at-
taining the righteft and greateft happinefs.
Price.
- There is ftill a greater impropriety in
a double comparative, or a double fuper-
lative. Dr. Lowth thinks there is a fin-
gular propriety in the phrafe mgf highef?,
which is peculiar to the old tranflation of
the Pfalms. But I own it offends my ears,
which may, perhaps, be owing to my not
havipg been accuftomed to that tranfla-
tion. -

- It is very common to fee the fuperlative
ufed for the comparative degree, when
only two perfons or things are fpoken of,
It began to be the interef? of their meighbours,
20 oppofe the frongeft and moft enterprifing of
the two. Bolingbroke on Hiftory, vol. 1.
p- 231, This is a very pardenable over-

fight,
Lo In



ADJECTIVES. 7o

In converfation, I do not fay the moft
polite, we fometimes hear the word only
which is a diminutive, joined to the fuper-
lative degree; as, He is only the clevereft
fellow I ever faw. Originally, this form of
expreflion might have been defigned to ex-
prefs ridicule, or contempt for a perfon
who had undervalued another. It is now
ufed, when no reply is made to any thing
faid before, but in an affected, oftentatious
way of {peaking.

In fome cafes we find fubftantives, with-
out any alteration, ufed for adjeéhves In
the Rux condition of human affairs. Boling-
broke, on hiitory, vol. 1. p. 199. A mufin
ﬂaunce, made very full, would give a very
agreeable flirtation air.  Pope.  Chance com-
panizns.  Of this Kind are, an alabafier co-
lumn, a filver tankard, a grammar [chodl, and
moft other compound nouns.

Englith writers, agreeable to the well
known idiom of the language, generally
write Scottifh, juft as we fay Spanith, Irifh,
&c. and fometimes it is contracted into
Scotch; but Mr. Hume always ufes the
fubftantive Scofs inftead of it. The Scots
sommiffiners.  Hiftory, vol. 3. p. 379. -

The fubftantive plenty, is frequcntly ufed
for the adjective prentifdd  In the reign of
Henry the ad, all foreign ecmmodities were
¢ . plenty
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plenty in England. Poftlethwaite on Com-
merce, p. 414. i. €. were plenuful, or in
plenty.

Names of towns and places, by the fame
kind of ellipfis, are very often ufed for ad-
jectives.  Thus we {peak of our London, or
Famaica fricndss i.e. meaning our friends
in London or Jamaica.

When the name of a country cannot
eafily be transformed into an adjective,
it feems the belt to make ufe of the pre-
pofition of.  The moblemen of Bretaigne
would, I think, be better than the Bre-
taigne oblemen. . Hume's Hiftory, vol. 2.
P 433-

The word friends is ufed as an adjec-
tive in the phrafe, 7/ill you be friends with
me. Perlian tales, vol. 2. p. 248. 7. e
friendly, or in friendthip with me.

Adjectives are often put for adverbs,
but the practice is hardly to be approved,
except in cafes where long cuftom has
made the examples quite ealy; as, ex-
ceeding for excecdingly, rear for nearly. Qur
wealth being near finifhed. Harris’s - three
Treatifes, p- 43. The followmo examples
are not (o ealy. The people are miferable
poor, and. fubfiff on fih. Extreme jealous.
Hume’s kflays, p. 11. The word exs
cceding makes a worfe adjetive than it

does
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does an adverb. I was taking a view of
Weptminfier-abbey, with an old gentleman of
exceeding honetty, but the fame degree of
underflanding as that I have deferibed. Shen-
ftone’s Works, vol. 2. p. 45. It thould
have been exceeding great honefty.

Like feems to be put for /kely, in the
following fentence : What the confequences
of this management are like to bes i. e. what
they are likely to be, or what they are, ac-
cording to all probability, fo be. '

SECTION IV.
Of Pronguns.

1. Of Pronouns in general.

IT might not have been improper to
have claffed all the Promouns under the
heads of Subffantives or Adjectives; the per- .
fomal pronouns being of the former kind,
and all the other denominations of the lat-
ter. The reafon why they are confidered'
feparately is, becaufe there is fomething'
particular in their infle&ions. By this
means therefore, the rules relating to
Jebflantives and aa!iegiws in general, are
ren-
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‘rendered more fimple, and a more dif-
-tin& view is given of the irregular in-
Be&ions of thofe words which 'have beea
~ufually called Pronouns.

I, 1s called the fir#t perfon; Thou, the

_ _-[econd and He, Ske,.or It, the third per-
fon.

By the .complaifance of modern times,
~we ufe the plural you-inftead of the fingu-
Jar thou, when we mean to fpeak refpe&
fully to any perfon ; but we do not ufe ye
in this manner. 'We fay jyou, notYe, are
reading. However, in very{olemn ftyle,
and particularly in an addrefs to the Di-
-vine Being, we ufe thou, and not you.

In fpeaking to children, ‘we.fometimes
ufe the third perfon fingular, inftead of
the fecond ; as, will-ke, or fhe do it. The
-Germans wfe the third perfon plural, when
they fpeak the moft refpeétfully.

The .pronouns you, and your -are {ome=
times hfed with little regard to their pro-
per meaning ; for the fpeaker has juft as
‘mugh intereft in the cafe as thofe'he ad-
drefles. This ftile is oftentatious, and
doth ‘mot {uit, grave writing. Not only your
mmgf mare refmed and folid parts and learn-
zng, t-even -your -akhymiff, and your fir-
twye -teller, willdifcover the [ecrets.of their art
in Homer and Virgil. Addlfon on Medals,

B3,
For




PR ONUOU'NS 83
For want of a fufficient variety of pet-
fonal pronouns of the third perfon, we are
often obliged, in a complex fentence, to
have recourfe to explanations which can- |
not be introduced without appearing very
aukward. Perigrine [poke mt a word inan-
fwer to this declaration, which he immediately
imputed to the ill offices of the minifter, againf?
whom ke breathed defiance and revenge, in his
way to the lsdgings of Cadwalader 5 who, be-
ing made acquainted withthe mamner of his re-
ception, begged he would defif} from all fchemes
of vengeance, until he (Crabtree) fhould be
able to unriddle the myflery of the whole. Pe-
rigrine Pickle, vol. 4. p- 129. In confe-
quence of this rctreat he, (the hufband) was
difabled from paying a confiderable fum. 1Ib.
p- 242. : '
P Aukward as this conftru&tion is, it were
to be withed, that hiftorians had made
more ufe of it; as, at leaft, they would
have been more intelligiblethan they fome-
times are without it. They [meaning the
French) marched precipitately, as to an af-
Jured wictory ; whereas the Englifh advanced
very flowly, and difcharged fuch flights of ar-
rows, as did great execution. When they
drew mear the archers, perceiving that they
were out of breath, charged them with great
vigour. Univerfal léii’c. vol, 23. p. 5'17%
B 2 I
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If an attention to the fenfe, in thefe cafes,

“would relieve the ambiguity; yet the at-
tention it requires is painful, and difficult
to be kept up.

The pronoun i is fometimes ufed at
the fame time with the word for which it
might have been fubftituted, and even-
precedes it; tho’ fuch a word is generally
called the antecedent of the pronoun. It
is our duty to do to others as we would that
they fhould doto us. If this complex ante-
cedent, which is the proper nominative
cafe to, the verb is, be made to precede
that verb, the pronoun will be fuperflu-
ous, and the {entence will read thus, 7o
do ko athers, as we wauld that they fhould do te
us, is our duty.

This conftrucion of the pronoun it is
fo common, and we fo npaturally expe
the antecedent to follow it, or to be un-
derftood after it ; that when the antece-
dent comes regularly before it, as before
any_other pronoun, the fenfe is, fome-
times in danger of being miftaken. /7o
(meaning the king) notwithflanding he re-
lates, that the prudent forefight of the com:mons
kad cut off all the means, whereby Charles
could procure money, thole nerves of power
without which, it is impoffible fo exiff. Ma-
caulaysHlf’cory, vol. 3. p. 2. The phrafe,

it
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it 4s -impoffible to exiff, gives us the idea of
it’s being impoflible for men, or any body
to exift; whereas, power is the thing that
the author meant could not exift without
money.

Sometimes the true antecedent of this
pronoun is fo concealed in other words,
that it requires fome attention to difcover
it. How far doyeu call it'to fuch a place 2
You will have it to be three miles. 'That is,
how great a diffance do you call it 2 Xou will
have the diftance to be three miles.

Not only things, but perfons may be
the antecedent to this pronoun. Who s it ®
Isit mot Thomas 2 i. e. Who is the perfon 2
Is not he Thomas 2

Sometimes, in imitation of the French,
this pronoun may be ufed for a perfon in
another manner, by being fubftituted for
he. What a defperate fellow it is. But
this is only in converfation, and familiar
ftyle.

In one very odd phrafe, which alfo oc-
curs in converfation, efpecially in fome:
counties of England, the pronoun it is
put in the place of a perfonal pronoun,
and the perfonal pronoun in the place
of it.  He put him into the head of it. It is.
upon a fubject perfectly mew, and . thofe dogs
there put me into the head of it. Pompey

‘ G 3 the



g6  ENGLISH GRAMMAR.
the Little, p. 246, in ridicule of the
_ Sometimes this fame pronoun conneéts
fo clofely with the verb, that it feems only
to modify its meaning, and not to havé
any feparate fignification of its own. The
king carried it with a high hand. Parlia-
mentary Hiftory, vol. 1. p. 14. i. e. the
king behated with haughtinefs.
_.If there be any antecedent in fome {uch
phrafes as thefe, it is fucha complex idea,
that I do not think it is poffible to give a
precife definition of it. I fhall fubjoin a
curious example of this. Let me beg of
you, like an unbacked filly, to frifk it, ta
Jauirt it, to jump it, to rear it, to boundit,
and to kick it, with long kicks, and fhort kicks,
2ill you break the firap or a crupper, and throw
his worfhip into the dirt. ‘Triftram Shandy,
vol. 3. p. 167.
The pronouns pyffefive [indicating pro-

erty ‘or poffefion] might not improperly
have been called the gemtive cafes of their
correfponding perfonal pronouns, were it
not that their formation is not analogous
to that of the genitive cafes of other
words. , '
.. Sometimes thele pofieflives Have an apo-
ftrophe before the 5, when they are found
‘without their fubftantives, which - gives
" them
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them more the appearance of a genitive
cafe. That you may call her your’s. Fair
American, vol. 2. p. 64. ' '

Formerly, mine and thine were ufed in-
ftead of my and thy before a vowel.. They.
are generally retained in - our prefent Eng- -
lith verfion of the Bible ;-and,. perhaps,
for this reafon, give a peculiar folemnity.
to the ftyle. By the greatnefs of thine arnt. .
Exodus, ch. 15. ver. 16, And bring them
to thine everlafling kingdom.. Common -
Prayer. .

The pronoun kis was not always confin-
ed to perfons, but was formerly applied
to things alfo. This rule is not fo gemeral,
but that it admitteth his exceptions. Carew. .

For want of a fufficient variety of per-
fonal pronouns of the third perfon, and
their poffeffives, our language labours-un-
der an ambiguity, which 1s unknown in
moft others. The eagle killed the hen, and
eat her in her ownmeff. He fert him to kill
his own father. Nothing but the fenfe of .
the preceding {fentences can determine
- what neft, the hen’s, or the eagle’s, is
meant in the former of thefe examples ;.
or whofe father, his that gave the order,
or his that was to execute it, in the latter.

Sometimes thefe pronouns pofieflive do
not ftriétly imply property, and on this-

: G 4 account:
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aceount occafion an ambiguity in a fen-
tence. . But is it poffible I jhould not grieve
for his lofs ? Fair American, vol. 1.
38. Meaning the lofs of her father, who
was dead; but the meaning might have
been a lofs which her father had fuf-
tained.

According to the Englith idiom, we
generally prefix the pronoun my to the
title of Lord; as my Lord Bedford, but
this ftyle feems to imply fome degree of
familiarity ; and perfons who pretend not
to any fort of intimacy with the nobility,
do not commonly ufeit. Indeed it feems
proper to the ftyle of a king, whofe Lords
they originally were, and whefe mannec
itis to fay, my fubjects, my kingdom, my
Lords and “gentlemen, my fhips, my army, &5c.
Foreigners often confound this pronoun
with the word Lord, as if they made but
one word; as, a mylord.

When the relative is preceded by twa
perfonal pronouns, as antecedents, it may,
in fome cafes, relate to the former, and
in others to the latter of them, according
as the fenfe may point out its reference,
but it is generally the latter that is refer-
red to; as I am he that liveth, and was dead.:
where the antecedent of zhat is ke, which
immediately precedes it ; ke that /iveth be-

ing
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ing confidered as one idea, or charaller,
to which the perfon intended by I an-
fwers. Yet, I am he, that live, and was
dead, could hardly be condemned. if
it be confidered, who it is that liveth,
viz. I,

When the relative follows two nouns,
conneéted by the particle ¢of, it is abfo-
lutely impoflible to fay, te which of them
it refers ; becaufe the cuftom of the lan-
guage has made it equally applicable to
either of them. When we fay, the dif-
¢iples of Chrift, whom we imitate, we may
mean the imitation either of Chrift, or of
his difciples. Here we find the want of
a diftinction of numbers, in the proncun
relative. :

When the words are feparated by other
prepofitions, there is, fometimes, the fame
ambiguity. He was taking a view, from a
window of St. Chad’s cathedral, in Lizchfield,
where [i. e. in which] a party of the royalifts
had fortified themfelves. Hume’s Hiftory.
vol. 6. p- 449. Quere, was itin the ca-
thedral, or in the town, that the party of
the royalifts were fortified ?

The pronouns Relative and Demonfirative,
are nearly allied; every pronoun demon-
Sfirative, when notimmediately preceding a
fubftaptive, referring to an antecedent one;

as
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as alfo do the pgffeffves: And, being all of
the nature of adjeitives, it is impoffible it
thould be otherwife. i

~ The pronouns demmfrative are fo called,
becaufe when we make ufe of them, we,
as it were, point out the thing that we
fpeak of; for- fuch is the import of the.
word (demenftro) from which the term is-
derived.

The demonftrative this refers to the-
nearer, or the laft mentioned particular,
and tkat to the more remote, or the firft.
mentioned.  More rain falls in Fune and
July, than in Decemtber and Fanuary ; but it-
wiakes a much greater fhow upon the earth in
thele thaninthofe ; becaufe it lies longer upon
it.  Woodward, .

The pronoun ¢his, or thefe, without the
- relative and verb fubftantive, butill fup-

plies the place of a noun fubftantive,
which ought to be its antecedent. The
lard wwas always pofféffed, during pleafure, by
thofe intrufted with the command. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 109. i. e. thofe perfons
_intrufed, or thofe who were intruffed. ~Alk.
thole pofféffed of any office refigned their -for-
mer commijfion, Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 4.

p. 304.
Many
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Many perfons are apt, in converfation,
to put the oblique cafe of the perfonal
pronouns, in the place of thefe and thofe s
as, Give me them books, inftead of thofe
books. 'We inay forhetimes, find this fault
even in writing. Obferve them three there,
Devil upon Crutches.

It is not, however, always eafy to fay,
whether 4 perfonal pronoun, or a demon-
Atrative is preferable in certain conftruc-
‘tions. Weare mot unacquainted with the ca-
lumny of them [or thofe] who openly make
ufe of the warmefl  profefions.  Preceptor,
vol. 2. p. 429.

The demonltrative, that, is fometimes
ufed véry emphatically for /o much. Bt
the circulation of things, occaftoned by com-
merce, is nob of that moment as the tranf
plantation, which human nature itfelf has un-
decrgome.  Spirit of Nations, p. 22.

Sometimes this fame pronoun is ele-
gantly ufed for [o great, or fuch a. Some
of them bave gome to that height of extra-
vagance, as to affert, that that performance
had  been immediately dictated by the holy
ghof. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 288.
It muf? reafonably dppear doubtful, whether
human fociely could ever arrive at that jfate
of perfection, asto fupport itfelf with noather
coitroly than the gencral and rigid maxims

of
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of law and equity. Hume’s Hiftory, vol,
8. p. 319. In all thefe cafes, however,
it fhould feem, that the common con-
ftruction is generally preferable.

Sometimes this pronoun is introduced
in the latter part of a fentence; where it
is fuperfluous with refpe&t to the gram-
mar, and where it has no dire& antece-
dent; but where it is of confiderable ufe
in point of emphafis. By what argu-
ments he could engage the Fremh to offer
Juch an infult to the Spanifh nation, from
whom he met with fuch generous treatment ;.
by what colours he could difguife the ingra-
titude, and impudcnce of fuch a meafure s
thefe are wholly unknzwn to us. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 6. p. 59. A5 to the pre-
cife and definite idea, this may be fiill a

Jeeret.  Harris’s three Treatifes, p. 5.
The word what is a contrattion for
that which, and therefore fhould not be
ufed inftead of which only. Befides, it
happens with resard to ambiticus. aims and
projects, what may be obferved with regard
. to fects of philofophy and religion. Hume's
"Effays, p. 74- This fentence can no o=
therwife be reduced to fufficient correét-
nefs than by reading, it happens—awhich.
I would not willingly infiff upon it as an ad-
vantage, in aur European cufloms, what
. was
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«was obferved by Mahomet Effendi, the laj?
Turkifh ambqﬂizdor in  France. 1b, p.
252,

In fome diale&s, the word what is ufed
for that, and fometimes we find it in this
fenfe in writtng. Neither Lady Haverfham
nor Mifs Mildmay will ever believe, but vthat
T have been entirely to blame. Louifa Mild-
may,vol.t. p. 179. I amnet [atisfied, but
what the integrity of our friends is more effen-
2ialto our welfare than their knowledge of the
world. Ib. vol.2. p. 114,

W hat is fometimes put for all the, or
words nearly equivalent. What appear-
ances of worth efterwards fucceeded, were
drawn from thence. Internal Policy of
Great Britain, p. 196. i. e. all the ap-
pearances-

The word other feems to be ufed like
an adjeive in the comparative degree re-
quiring than after it; but then it fhould
have a, any, or fome word equivalent to
the article before it. Such inflitutions are
too diabolical, to be derived from other than
an infernal demn. "Hume’s Hiftory, vol
6. p- 24. i- e. from any other. . He fre-
quently paffed whole days in a hollw tree,
without ocher company, or amufcment than
his szk 1b. vol. 7. p. 342.

When
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When this pronoun is feparated from
its fubftantive, which follows it, by no-
thing but the particle of, not having the
force of a genitive cafe, .or implying pof-
feffion, but merely explanatory, as it m;ay
be called ; it may, I think, be doubted,
whether the plural s, fhould be added to
it, ornot. The fons of Zebedee, and two
other of his difiples.  John, ch. 21. v. 2.
Some might write, fwo others of his dif-
ciples, 1. €. two others, who were his difci-
ples, or amomg his dijciples.

The word fomewhat, in the following
{entence of Hume, feems to be ufed im-
properly.  Thefe punifhments feem to have
been  exercifed in fomewhat an arbitrary
mamner.  Hiftory, vol. 1. p. 371. Some-
times we read, iz fomewhat of. 'The mean-
ing 1s, in.a mamner - which is, in fome re-
Jpects, arbitrary.

The word one hath alfo a pronominal ufe,
and may then be as properly clafled a-
mong the Demonfiratives as other and the
Jame 5 as, He is one that I effeem. One
wight make a magazine of all forts of anti-
guities.  Addifon.
~ We fometimes ufe the pronoun are in
the fame fenfe in which on is ufed in
French. One would imagine thefe to be the

expreffiins
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-expreffions of a man bleffed with eafe. At-

terbury.

This pronoun one has a plural num-
-ber, when it is ufed withour a fubftan-
~tive, There are many whofe waking thoughts
-are wholly .employed in their fleeping ones,
Addifon.

I fhall” here mention a remarkable am-
“biguity in the .ufe of the word crze, when
=it is no pronoun. .And it is fuch as, I
-think, -cannot be avoided, except by a
-periphrafis, in any language. I . cammt
_ find one of my books. By thefe words 1
-may either mean, that all the books are
:miffing, or only one of them; but the
:tone of voice, with which they are {poken,
~will eafily diftinguith in this cafe.

The word wome has, generally, the
*force of .a pronoun; as, Where are the
. books 2 I have none of them. In this cafe,
.it feems to be the fame word with the ad-
_je€tive no 5 for where 7o is ufed with the
fubftantive, more is ufed without it ; for we
“1ay, I have m1 books; or, I have nome. This
word "is ufed in a very peculiar fenfe.:
Ifrael wonld none of me. 1 like none of it,
i. e. would not have me at all; do not
like it at all.

Under the article of Pronouns the fol-
lowing words, and parts of words, that are

s often
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often joned with propouns to increafe their
emphafis, muft be taken notice of. By
the addition of foever, whoand what become
whfoever and whatfoever. The indeclin-
able particle own added to the pofleflives
makes my, thy, {Ic. become my own, thy cwn,
“&Fc.  Self and its plural number, felves, are
added likewife to the poffeffives, and fome-
times to the oblique cafes of the perfonatf
pronouns; as myfelf, yourfelves, himfelf, them-
Jelves ; and, laftly, the article [4] joined to
the fimple pronoun otker, makes it the
compound another. .

Higfelf, and theirfelves, were formerly
aufed for bimfelf and themfelves. -Every one of
us, each for hisfelf, laboured how to recover
him. Sidney. -

Ourfelf is peculiar to the royal ftyle ;
for the king only can properly make ufe
of it. We ourfelf will follw. Shake-
Ipeare.

. OF
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IL. Of Promouns Relative.

Formerly the words who and which
were ufed without diftinttion 5 But cuftom
hath now appropriated. who to perfons, and
which to things.

Itis not neceffary that thie relative who
have an exprefs perfonal antecedent. It
1s fufficient if it be implied in the pronoun
pofieffive ; as,. thy goodnefs who art, i. e..
the goodnefs of thee who art.

This pronoun, however, is fo much ap-
propriated to perfons, that there is gene-
rally harfhnefs in the application of it,.
except to the proper names of perfons
or the general terms, man, woman, &c,
A term which only implies the ideéa of-
perfons, and exprefles them by fome cir--
cumftance or epithet, will hardly autho-
rize the ufe of it. That faltion in Eng-
land who moff powerfully oppofed his arbi-
trary pretenfions.  Macauly’s Hiftory,
vol. 3. p. 21: It had better have been
that faction which, and the fame remark.
will ferve for the following examples,
France who was in alliance with Swe-.
den. Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 6. p. 187,
The court, who began to fludy the European.
more ncarly than heretofore.  Ib. vol. q.
p- 141. The cavalry who. 1b. p. 227..

_ H Ve
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The cities, who afpired at liberty. 1b. vol.
2. p. 32. That party among wus, -who
boaft of the higheff regard to liberty, have
not poffeffed fufficient liberty of thought in this
particular. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8. p.
312. The family, whom, a¢ firf?, they
confider as ufurpers. Hume’s Effays, p.
298. If a perfonification had been in-
tended in thefe cafes, who would have
~ been proper ; butin the ftyle of hiftory,
there can feldom be a propriety init, at
leaft it cannot be pretended in thefe in-
ftances. :

In fome cafes it may be doubtful
whether this pronoun be properly applied
.ornot. The number of fubffantial inhabi-
tants with whom fome cities abound. Squire’s
Anglo-Saxon Government, p. 318. For
when a term direétly, and neceffarily im-
plies perfons, it certainly may, in many
. cafes, claim the perfonal relative. Noxe
of the company, whom ke mcf affedied,
could cure him of the melancholy under which
ke laboured. Female American, vol. 1.
p. 52. The word acquaintance, may have
the fame conftruction.

We hardly confider children as perfons,
becaufe that term gives us the idea of
reafon and refleétion ; and therefore, the
application of the perfonal relative who,

, in
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in this cafe, feems to be harth., A4 child,
2who. Cadogan. :

It is ftill more improperly. applied to-
animals. 4 lake, frequented by that fowl,
whom nature has taught to dip the wing in
water. Raffelas, vol. 1. p. 4.

‘When the name of a perfon is ufedv
merely as a name, and does not refer to
the perfon ; the pronoun which ought to
be ufed, and not who. It is no wonder if
a man, made up of fuch contrarieties, did
not fhine at the court of Queen Elizabeth,
who was but anatlter name for prudmce and.
eeconomy.

The word uhoe begins likewife to bc>
reftricted to perfons, but it is not done
fo generally but that good writers, and
even in .profe, ufe it when fpeaking of
things. I do not think, however, that.
the conftruttion is generally pleafing.
Pleafure, whofe nature. Hume.”  Call every
production, whofe parts exift all at once,
and whofe nature depends mot on a tranfition
Sor its exiftence, a work or thing dome, and
not an energy, or operation. Harris’s
Hermes. A true critic in the perufal of a
book, is like a dog at a feaft; whofe thought
and flomach are wholly [et upen what the
guefs fling away, Swift’s Tale of a Tub,

p: 63.
H 2 In
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. In one cafe, howeves, cuftom autho-
rizes us to ufe which with refpe& to per-
fonsy and that is, when we want to dif-
tinguifth one perfon of tvo, or a particu-
lar perfon among a number of others.
We fhould then fay, Which of the two, or
which of them, is he or fhe ?

That is alfo ufed as a relative, ioftead
of who or which ; as the man that [ for
whom] 1/oved. The houfe that [ for which]
I have built. In which cafe it is indeclin-
able ; as The men that Ifeared.

The pronouns that, and who, or which,
may often be ufed promifcuoufly ; butaf-
ter an adje&ive, efpecially in the fuperla-
tive degree, who or which cannot be ad-
mitted, The followers of Catiline were the
moft. profligate, which sould be called out
of the moft carrupt city of the umiverfe.
Rife- and Fall of antient Republicks, ps
282. Lord Henry Sidney was ove of the
wifeft, and moft attive governors: whom
dIreland had enjoyed for feveral years. Hume’s
Hittory, val. 5. p. 415. Tke ableftmi-
nifler whom Fames ever poffeffed-  1b. vol.
6. p. 10. Rumours contimuaily prevailed in
the camp, that the adverfe Fattion in Lone
dom <were making great Preparations to over-
throw all which had been yielded in favour
o the army. Macauly’s Hiftory, val. 4.
: - p- 335.
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p. 335. This conftru&tion, which ap-
pears to me very aukward (though not
contrary to the rules of any Englith gram.
mar) is generally ufed by this writer; but,
1n all thefe cafes, that thould have been

uled. .
The pronoun that alfo follows the fame
more naturally than who or which. He is
the fame man that you faw before. Butif
-a prepofition muft precede the relative,
“there is a kind of neceflity to replace twho
or which ; becaufe the pronoun that does
not admit of fuch a conftruétion. His
Jubjests Iroked on his fate awith the fame in-
difference, to which they faw him totally
abandesned. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 52.
Who is ufed in a very peculiar manner
in one familiar phrafe; as who fhall jay,

i. €. as if one, or fome perfon id [ay.
When, in the ﬁ{& otf:ériﬁw:f cla{ufes,
the relative who has been underftood, it
is aukward to introduce it towards the
end of the fentente. The Scots, without
@ head, without union among themfelves, at-
tached, all of them, to different campetitors,
awhofe title they had, rafhly fubmitted to the
decifion of this foreign ufurper, and who
were thereby reduced to an abjolute dependence
upon him, could only expect by refifiance, to
intail upon themfelves and their poflerity, a
H3 more
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.more grievous, -and deffructive  fervitude.
‘Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 26..
Whatever relative be ufed, in one of a
feries of claules, relating to the fame an-
tecedent, the fame ought to be ufed in
them all. It is remarkable, that Holland,
againft which the war was undertaken, and
that, in the very beginning, was reduced to the
brink of defiruction, loff mothing. Univer-
fal Hiftory, vol. 25. p. 117. It ought
to have been, and which in the very tegin-
ming.

11I. Of “the Oblique Cafes of Pronouns.

I prefer the term oblique cafe of Dr.
“Johnfon to objeite cafe, which Dr. Lowth
ufes. By the old grammarians, the nomi-
native cafe was called reffus, being com-
pared to a line ftanding upright ; and all
the other cafes, being formed by inflexions
‘or bending from it, were called obligue.
‘Now the objeive cafe can only ftand for
the accufative, in which the object of an
affirmative fentence is ‘put; but oblique
-comprehends other relations, and other
‘cafes, in which this form of the pronoun
“is ufed ; as, of me, to me, from me.

Contrary, as it evidently is, to the ana-
“logy of the language, the nominative cafe
: is
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is fometimes found after verbs and pre-
pofitions. It haseven crept into writing.
The chaplain intreated my comrade and 1 to
drefs as well as poffitle.  World difplayed,
vol. 1. p. 163. He told my Lord and 1.
‘Fair American, vol. 1. p. 141. This
aukward conftrution is conftantly ob-
ferved by the author of this romance. On
the other hand, he fometimes ufes the
oblique cafe inftead of the nominative.
My father and him bave been very intimate
Jince. Ib. vol. 2. p. 53. Thislaft is a
- French conftrution o
In one familiar phrafe, the pronoun
me feems to be ufed in the nominative,
"and, as it were, in the third perfon too;
but the pronoun and the verb make but
one word. Methinks already 1 your tears
Jurvey. Pope. The word methought is
alfo ufed with refpect to time paft; and
even methoughts. Female Foundling, vol.
1.p. 30. :
The nominative cafe is ufed by Shake-
{peare for the oblique, but it feems to be
in a droll humorous way. 7o poor we
thy enmily is moft capilal, 1. e. tous poor
wretches. ‘ .
"~ The pronoun whoever and - whofoever
have fometimes a double conftruction, in
~ imitation of the French idiom. Elixabeth
> H 4, - . . Pub.'
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publickly threatened, that fhe would have the
head of whoever had advifed it. Hume.
He offered agreat recompenfe to whomfoever
would help him'to a_fight of him. Tb.

The pronoun whaever, feems, fometimes,
to require ‘two verbs; and xfonly one fol-
low, there feems to be a defe& in the
fentence. They frequently emit a poifonous
Juice, whereof whoever drinks, that perfon’s
brain flies out of his nefirils. Swift's Tale
of a Tub, p. 6o.

All our grammarians fay, that the no-
minative cafesof pronouns ought to follow
the verb fubftantive as well asprecede it;
‘yet many familiar forms of fpeech, and
the example of fome of our beft writers,
would lead us to makea contrary rule ; or,
at leaft, would leave us at liberty to adopt
which we liked beft. _re thefe the houfes

Jyou were fpeaking of # Yes, they are them.
‘W/w is there® It is me.” It is him, &Se.
Itis not me you are in love with. Addifon.
Jt cammot be me. Swift. To that which
“once was thee, Prior. There is but cne
man that fhe <can have, and that is me,
Clariffa.

When the word if begins a fentence, it
feems pretty clear, that no perfon, whofe
attention to artificial rules did not puta

{enfible reftraint upan his language, would
ever
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=ever ufe the nominative cafe after the verb
Zo be.  'Wko would not fay, If it be me,
rather than Jf it be 1.

"The word &ecome is & verb neuter, as
wdll as the verb 70 be; and 1 think that
no perfon, who reads the following fen-
tence will queftion the propriety of the
ufe of the oblique cafe after it. By ima-
gination we place curfelves in his fituation,
we conceive ourfelves enduring all the [ame
torments, we enter, asit were, intobis body,
cnd become, in fome meaure, kim, and from
thence form fome idea of his fenfaticns, and
even fecl fomething avhich, thi weaker in
degree, is mot altogether unlike them. Smith’s
Moral Sentiments, p. 2.

It is, likewife, faid, that the nomina-
tive cafe ought to follow the prepofition
than ; becaufe the verb #o e is underftood
after it; As, dou are taller than be, and
not taller than him; becaufe at full length,
it would be, You are taller than ke is; but
fince it is allowed, thar the oblique cafe
thould follow prepefitions ; and fince the
comparative degree of an adjective, and
the particle than have, certairly, between
them, the force of a prepofition, exprefling
the relation of one word to ancther, they
ought to require the oblique cafe of the
prondun following; fo that greater than
. me
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me, will be more grammatical than greater
than I. Examples, however, of this con-
ftru&tion, occur in very good writers.
The Fefuits had more znterq/ls at court than
him. Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 9. p. 141.
Tell the Cardinal that I underfland poetry
letter than him. Ib. vol. 8. p. 187. An
irhalitant of Crim Tartary was far more
kappy than him. Ib. vol. 6. p. 89g.
Perhaps thefe authorities, and the uni-
wverfal propenfity which may be perceived
in all perfons, as well thofe who have had
a learned and polite education, as thofe
who have not, to thefe forms of fpeech,
may make it at leaft doubtful, whethér
they be not agreeable to the true Englith
idiom. It appears to me, that the chief
objection our grammarians have to both
thefe forms, 1s that they are not agrceab!e
to the idiom of the Latin tongue, which
is certainly an argument of little weight,
as that language is fundamentally different
from ours: whereas thofe forms of ex-
preflion, are perfetly analogous to the
French, and other modern European lan-
" guages. In thefe the fame form of a
pronoun is never ufed both before and
after the verb fubftantive. Thus the
French fay, c¢f moi, c’ef Iui 5 and not
et je, ceft il
’ -Some-
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. Sometimes, in imitation of the French,
the Englith authors ufe the oblique cafe
for the nominative. His wealth ard him
-bid adicu to each other. '

In feveral cales, as in thofe above-
mentioned, the principles of our language
-are vague, and unfettled. The cuftom of

fpeaking draws one way, and an attention
-to arbitrary and artificial rules another.
“Which will prevail at laft, it is impoflible
to fay. It is not the authority of any one
-perfon, or of a few, be they ever fo emi-
‘nent, that can eftablith one form of fpeech
"in preference to another. Nothing but
the general pra&ice of good writers, and
good fpeakers can do it. -

When the pronoun precedes the verb,
-or the participle by which its cafe is deter-
mined, it is very common, efpecially in
.converfation, to ufe the nominative cafe
where the rules of grammar require the
oblique. As, Who is this: for ? Who
Sfhould 1 meet the other day but my old friend.
Spectator N° 32. This form of fpeak-
ing is fo familiar, that I queftion whether
.grammarians fhould not admit it as an
-exception to the general rule. Dr. Lowth
fays, that grammar requires us to fay,
“Whom doyou think me to be. Butin con-

‘ : verfa-
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verfation we always hear, Who do yoz
think me to be.

SECTION V.
Of VERBS.

I. Of Verbs in general.

HERE is a peculiar folemnity in

the termination ¢k of the third per~

Yon fingular of the prefent tenfe of verbs,

owing, perhaps, to its being more antienc

than the termination s, which isa cor-

ruption of th, and which is now become

more familiar. He loveth righteoufnefs, and

bateth iniquity. Hath and doth are, for

this reafon, more folema than has and
dces. ' .

Some of our later writers, ufe certain
neuter verbs, as if they were tranfitive,
putting after them the oblique cafe of the
pronoun, which was the nominative cafe
to it, agreeable to the Frenchconftru&ion
of reciprocal verbs; but this cuftom is fo
foreign to the idiom of the Englifhtongue,
that I think it can never take generally.
Repenting him ¢f kis defign. Hume's
Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 56. The king fom
Jound reajon to repent him of kis provoking

Juch
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fuch dangerous enemies.  1b. vol. L. p. 121.
The popular lords did mot failto enlarge
themfelves on the fubjec?. Macaulay’s. Hif-
tory, vol. 3. p. 177. Fhe nearer his mili-
.tary fucceffes approached him. zo the throne.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 383.

In the following fentences, on the con-
trary there is a want of the reciprocal
form; a verb a&ive and tranfitive being
ufed as a verb neuter. Providence gives
us notice, by [emfible declenfions, that we may
difengage from the world by degrees. Col-
her. 1. e, difengage ourfelves.

On the other hand, verbs neuter are
often ufed as if they were a&ive and
tranfitive, without being ufed in a rect-
procal conftruction. Henry knew, that an
-excommunication could mot fail of operating
the moft dangerous effects. Hume's Hifb,
vol. 2. p. 165. Bargaining their prince
for money. 1b. vol. 3. p. 80. Withaview
“of enterprifing fome new violence. 1b. p.
'387. Al caufes, with regard to the reve-
Jue, are.appealed uliimately to the magi-
Jirates.  Hume’s Political Effays, p. 258.
‘A parliament forfeited all thife who had
borne arms againyt the king. Hume’s Hifk.
‘vol. 2. p. 223. The practice of forfeiting
Jhips which had bcen wrecked.  1b. vol. 3.
p- 500. ‘ ]
. We
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We have one word, which ts ufed as
verb in one fingle conftruction, but which
is very unlike a verb in other refpetis ;
I kad as lief fay a thing after him as after
ancther. yLowth’s Anfwer to Warburton,
1. e. I fhould as fomchufeto fay. This is
a colloquial and” familiar phrafe, and is
not often found in writing. We have fe-
veral ether remarkable contractions for
verbs and fentences. Good, my Lord, con-
JSider with yourfelf, the difficulty of this fei-
ence.  Law tralts, vol. 1. p. 121. 1. e.
1 beg of you, my Lord. ‘The phrafe is not
common, and low.

There is fomething very fingular in the
ufe and conftruction of the verb ail. We
fay, what ails him, he ails fomething, or
he ails nething; but not, he ails a fever,
or a fever ails him.

It is remarkable, that we have one fin-
gle inftance of a proper imperative mood,
in the firft perfon plural; but1 believe it
is not known except in the Yorkfhire dia-
lect. It is gd, which fignifies, let us go,
eamus.

. The old verb behrved is generally.ufed
imperfonally, with the pronoun 7 pre-
ceding 1t ; but fome perfons affet to give
it apropcr nominative cafe. In order to
reach cur glibe they the (genii) behoved
to
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to havewings. Smollett’s Voleaire, vol. 16.
p- 156 that is, it behoved them to have
wings. But as this fignal revolution in the
criminal law behoved to be galling to ini:i-
viduals, unaccufiomed tc reflvain their pajfions,
all mecafures were taken to make the yike
eafy. Law Traés, vol. 1. p. 96, thatis,
were neceffarily galling, or could not but be
galling. I think this conftrution, which
1s by no means Englifh, is peculiar to
Scotland.

The verb irks is only ufed imperfonally ;
as, it irks me, which is nearly equivalenc
to it grievesme. ~

In fome very familiar forms of [peech,
the altive feems to be put for the paflive
form of verbs and participles. I/l teach
you all what’s owing t0 your Queer. Dryden.
Thie books continue [felling, i. e. upon the [ale,
or 9 be fold, It maybe fuppofed, that
this inftance is a contrated form of fpeak-
ing, the word ending in ing, being a
noun, and the prepofition being under-
ftood; fo we fay, the brafs is forging, i.e.
at the forging, or in the act of forging. But
the following fentences are not fo eafily
explained ; They are to blame, 1. e. to be
blamed. The bocks are to biud, i. e. to be
bound.  In the phrafe, he may be fiill to
Jeek-for a thing, the fenfe feems to require,

that
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that the ellipfis be fupplied.by reading
ke may fill be in a condition to feck it, or
in a fate of [ecking it, i.e. he may mot yet
kave found what he was [ecking.

In fome familiar phrafes, the fubje&
and obje& of an affirmation feem to be
tranfpofed. We fay, He is well read i
kiftcry, when we mean that hiftory is well
read by him. They were atked a queffion,
i. e aqueftion was afked them. They were
offered twenty fhillings, 1. e. twenty [hillings
were offered them.  They were offered a par-
dm i. e. a pardom was offered to them.
“This inverfion of the nominative cafe, as
it may be called, may fometimes make a
perfon paufe, a little, before he finds the
true fenfe of a paflage. During bis refi-
dence abroad, he had acquired immenfe riches,.
and had been left, by a friend, no lefs than
eighty thoufand pounds, to take the name of
Melmoth. Louifa Mildmay, vol. 2, p. 222.

When verbs end in s, fe, f5, k, p, and
fome other letters, the preter tenfe, and
participles, in the manner in which we
generally pronounce words in Englifh,
end as if the final letter was #3 but it does
not look well to make any abridgment in
writing, and much lefs to {pell the word
with a ¢ Thefe contrattions, however,
have often been made by good writers.

Difperf.
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Difperft. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 3. p. 390.
Dyjtrep.  Ib.vol. 2. p.224. Dropt. Ib..
vol. 4. p- 408. T alkt. Hume’s)ﬁﬂ‘a S
P- 295. Checkt. 1b. p. 297. Akt
P- 305. His face ftampt upon their coins.
Addifon. Enwrapt in thofe fudies. Pope,.
and Arbuthnot. He paft four months.
Raffelas, vol. 1. p. 28. Heapt up greater:
honours. Addifon. In verfe, this con-
traction is more allowable ; Rapt info fu--
ture times, the bard begun. Pope’s Mef-
fiah.
- The verb oughst is not enumerated:
among the auxiliary verbs, becaufe it
does not conne&t with the other verbs,.

without the intervention of the particle zo.

It is an imperfect verb, for it has no o--
ther modification befides this one.

The verb muf?, which was enumerated
among the auxiliaries, is equally imper-
fe&t, and is likewife of the prefent tenfe
only. It is, therefore, improperly intro-
duced into afentence which relates wholly.
to time paft. Mult it not be expected, that
the king would defend an authority, which
had been exercifed without difpute or comtro-
werfy. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8. p. 311,

The meaning is, nght it mot have been ex~
- pedied. ,

I  The
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The prefent tenfe is improperly uvied:
with refpe& to a time, which is mentioned:
as having a certain limited duration ; be-

caufe the time muft be paft or future. F

have compaffion. on the multitude becaufe they.
continue with me, mow, three days. It
fhould have been, have contimued. Indeed
the verb hgve is appropriated to this,
very ufe; In the treafury belonging to the
cathedral in this city is preferved with the
greatef}- veneration, for upwards of fix hun.
dred years, adifh, or rather an hexagon bowl,.
which they pretend to be made of emerald..
. Condamine’s Travels, p. 15 It is at
Rome, that it is cultivated with the greateft
Juceefs, and efpecially for upwards of a cen-
tury paft. Ib. p. 43. I remember him.
thefe many years. Englith Merchant.

An ambiguity is occafioned in our lan-
guage when the preter tenfe of one verb
happens to be the prefent tenfe of another..
¥ fell g tree ngw. 1 fell down yefierday,
from the verb to fall. I lay a thing down
today: Ilay down yefterday, from the-
verb z0.lie.

The termination ¢, annexed to the
preter tenfes of verbs, is, at beft, avery
harth one, when it is contracted,. accord-
ing to our general cuftom, by throwing
out the ¢; as Larnedft, for learncdef? 5 and

efpecially,
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efpecially, if it be again contratted into-
enc fyllable, as it is commonly pronoun-
ced, and made learndff. Some forms of
the preter tenfes, where they are always-
eontratted in the firft perfon, do not ad-
mit of any more contraétion, or the addi-
tion of any more confonants to their ter~
minations ; and therefore may be proper-
1y enough faid to have no fecond perfons
fingular at all. I believe a writer, or
fpeaker would have recourfe to any peri-
phrafis rather than fay keptef, or keptft,
which are the only words that can be fup-
pofed to be the fecond perfons in the
tenfe I kept. Or, in whatmanner would-
the termination of the fecond perfon be’
annexed to the word dreamed, or, asitis
generally pronounced, dreamt. Indeed:
this harfh termination ¢# is generally
quite dropped in common converfation,
and fometimes by the poets, in writing,’
Nir thou that flings (for flingef, or flingft)
me floundering from thy back, Frogs and.
Mice, line 123.

I IL of
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_ 1L Of the Conjunitive Form of I'erbs.

“The word had is frequently ufed im-
ftead of wonld have, in which cafe it has
all the force of a conjunttive form of a
verb. He had been Diogenes if he had not
been Alexander, 1. e. would have been, &Sc.
The verb had in this fenfe precedes its
hominative cafe, and the particle imply-
ing doubt or uncertainty is omitted. FHad
ke dome this, he would have efcaped; 1. e.
if he had done this. No landholder weuld
have been at that expence, had he nct becn
Sure of ‘the fale of his commodities. Poftle-
thwaite on Commerce, p. 123.

There feems to be a peculiar elegance
in a fentence beginning with the conjunc-
tive form of a verb. Were there ns dif-
Serence, there would be no chwice.  Harris’s
three Treatifes, p. 208.

- A double conjuntive, in two corref:
ponding claufes of a fentence, is ftilt
more elegant. He kad formed cre of the
mof? /blmng characters of his age, had nct
the extreme rarrowzcﬁ of his gerius, in every
thing but war, diminifhed the lufirc of his
merits. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 7. p. 28.
The fentence in the cemmon form
would not have read near fo well. He

wald
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wwould have formed, 8c. if the exireme nan~
rownefs of his genius, &c¢. had. not, &c.
-Had the limitations on the prerogative been,
in his time, quite fixed, and certasn, his in-
tegrity had made him regard as [acred, the
boundarics of the comflitution. 1Ib. p. 151.

Sometimes the particles expreffing {up-
pofition are omitted before the conjunc-
tive form of verbs, this form itfelf fuffi-
ciently expreffing uncertainty. Were thofe
Aletters to fall into the hands of fome ingenious
perfons.  Bolingbroke on Hiftory, vol. 1.
P. 5. 1. e. If thefe lctters were to-fall, &c- -

The conjunétive form may take place
.after the adverb perhaps.  Perhaps it were
-to be wifhed, that, in banifhing from the
pulpit that falle tafle, whereby it had been
Jo long debafed, he had alfo fuppreffed the
cuffom of preaching from ome text. Smol-
lett’s Voltaire, vol.g. p. 5.

Mr. Fohnfon affigns no conjunctive form
to the preter tenfe: but the analogy of
the language {feems to require that both
the tenles be put upon a level in this re-
{pect.—It feems to be ufed with propriety
only when fome degree of doubt or hefita-
tion is implied; fince when an event is
looked upon as abfolutely certain, though
in {peaking of it we make ufe of the con-
junétive particles, &5c. the ufual change
' I3 of
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«of terminations is retained : to give a
familiar example of this ; we fhould fay,
in purfuing a perfon, #e fhould overtake
him though he run; not knowing whe-
“ther he did run or no; whereas upon
{ecing him run, we fhould fay, We fhall
-overtake bim though he runneth, or rans.
Almoft all the irregularities in the con-
ftruction of any language arife from the
-ellipfis of fome words which were origi-
‘nally inferted in the fentence, and made
it regular ; let us endeavour to explain
this manner of {peaking, by tracing out
the original ellipfis. May we not fuppofe
.that the word runin this fentence is in
‘the radica form (which anfwers to the in-
finitive moodin other languages) requiring
“regularly to be preceded by another vert
exprefling doubt or uncertainty, and the
intire fentence to be, We fhall cvertake
him though he fhould run. .
"It is an objection, however, to this ac-
count of the origin of the conjun&ive
form of verbs, at leaft, an objection a-
"gainft extending it to the preter tenfe
that, if we analize a conjunétive preterite,
by fupplying the ellipfis, the rule will
not appear to hold, except when the pre-
ter tenfe and the participle are the fame,
as indeed they are in all verbs regularly
infleted.
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‘infleed. If thou loved, may be render-
~ed, If thou fhouldeft have loved, or If thm
~hadft loved ; but if thou drew, would-be,
Af thou hadft drawn.

That the conjunétive form-of verbs is,

‘however, in fa&t ufed for the auxiliary
and another form of the verb, is evident
from a variety of examples. What a
Jchool of private and public virtue had been
opened tous, after the refurrection of letters,
if the late hifforians of the Roman -com-
-monwealth, and the firft of the fucceeding
monarchy, had come dowm to us entire.
Would have been gpened makes exatly the
fame fenfe. Many acfs, which had been
blameable in a peaceable government, were
employed to detect confpiracies. Hume’s
_Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 261. i. e. would have
+been blameable.

Thefe examples are exaétly fimilar to
‘the following, which is, undeniably, in
what I'call the conjun&ive form. They
affrmed, that it were injuftice to deny the
«execution of the law to any individual, 1. e.
‘that it would be injuftice, &c.

This conjun&tive form of verbs, though
-our forefathers paid a pretty ftrict regard
to it, is much negle&ed by many of our
‘beft writers. If he chances to think right,
he knows mot how to comvey his thoughts to

14 anothér,
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-another,” with clearnefs and perfpicuity. Ad-
-difon,

So little is this form of verbs attended
to, that few writers are quite uniform m
their own practice with refpet toit. We
even, fometimes, find both the forms of
-a verb in .the fame fentence, and in the
fame conftru®ion. If a man prefer a life
-of mdu/try, it is becaufe he has an idea of hap-
pinefs in wealth ; if he prefers a life of gaiery,
it is from a like idea comcerning pleafure.
Harris’s three Treatifes, p. 124. N rea-
-fonable man, wwhether whig or tory, cam be of
-opinion for continuing the war, upon the foat
‘it mow is, unlefs he be a gainer by it, and
‘hopes, it may occaficn fome new turn of af-
fairs at home, to the advamtage of his par-
1y ; or unlefs he be very ignorant of the king-
dom’s condition, and by what means we have
‘been reduced to it.  Swift’s Preface, to the
'Condutt of the Allies.

Grammatical as this conjunive form
-of verbs is faid to be, by all who write
-upon the fubjeét, it ‘muft, I think, be
acknowledged, that it fometimes gives
the appearance of ftiffnefs, and harthnefs
‘to a fentence. That no pretenfions to [ il-
lufirious a charater, fhold by any miars
.be received before that operation were ger-
formed Swift’s Tale of a Tub, p. 55

e
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I fhould owe little to that fatefman, who
were to contrive a defence, that might [uper-
‘fedle the external ufe of wvirtue. Fergufon’s
Hiftory of Civil Society, p. 92.
- Originally, the two forms of the verb
to be were ufed promifcuoully. /e 2e
twelve brethren.  Genefis.

+ ML Of Participles.

To avoid a collifion of vowels, the e
1s- omitted before 7 in participles of the
prefent tenfe; as, kve, lbving. On the
other hand, the final confonantis doub-
led in the fame cafe; and indeed before
any other addition to the termination,
‘when itis preceded by a fingle vowel, and
‘when, if ‘it confift of two fyllables, the
-accent would be upon the latter of them;
as, gel, getting, getteth forget, forgetting,
Sorgetteth. :

Many participles, lofing the idea of
time, which was originally annexed to
‘them, become, inall refpetts, mere
-adjedtives’ as charming youth, a loving cou-
ple. A regular formed fervitude. Hume’s
-Hiftory, vol. 7. p. 105. A formed delign
%o fubvert the conflitution. Ib. vol. 6. p.
-285. A fettled defign. 1b. vol. 7. p. 86
A well appointed army. 1b. vol. 7.p. 460.
o ‘ ‘There
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There is great elegance in fome of thefe
-adjectives, made out of participles.

In this cafe, the termination ed is com-
monly contracted, and the words are made
to end int; as, timepaff, from paffed.
‘Sometimes the termination ed is dropped
entirely, when the verb itfelf ended in 2,
:and when the words have wholly loft thier
original ufe as participles; as, content,
.correct, corrupt, &c.

Many nouns are derived from verbs,
rand end in ing, like participles of the
prefent tenfe. The difference ‘between
-thefe nouns and participles is often over-
looked, and the accurate diftin&ion of
‘the two fenfes not attended to. 1If I fay,
What think you of my horfe’s running Zo-
day, 1 ufe the noun running, and fuppofe
the horfe to have actually run ; for it is the
fame thing as if I had faid, W hat think
you of the runing of my horfe.” But if 1 fay,
What think you of my horie running o-day,
T ufe the participle, and I mean to afk,
-whether it be proper that my horfe fhould
run or not; which, therefore, fuppofes
that he had not then run,

. Some of our early poets preferve the y,
as the «remains of the Saxon ge, prefixed
‘to many participles. Thus Spencer writes,
Jpight tor pitched,

Some,
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~.Some of our participles feem to have
- been more irregular formerly than they.
are now ; as, befides the example above-
mentioned, Spencer, writes fhright for
Shrickd. .
- Formerly the d, which terminates par-
ticiples preterite, was often dropped,
- when the verb ended in ¢. They are con-
federate againft thee. Pfalms. This form of
the participle is ftill common among the
Scots.  They engaged the bifhops to pronounce
Gavifim excommunicate, §f he remained
-any longer in the kingdom. Hume’s Hif--
,tory, vol. 2. p. 341. The word fituate,
ds often ufed, and efpecially by lawyers,
for fituated. Milton fometimes ufes this
form, as elevate for elevated.

As the paucity of inflections is the great-
eft defe&t in our language, we ought to
dake advantage of every variety that the
Praltice of good authors will warrant;
“and, therefore, if poffible, make a parti-
-Liple different from the preterite of averb
as, a book is wrilten, not wrote ; the fhips
-are taken, not fook. o

This rule, however, has, by no means,
been fufficiently attended to by good wri-
ters. - It was mt wrote on parchment.
Hume’s Effays, p. 262. The court of Au-
gufius had‘not yet wore off the mamners of
- . the
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the republick. 1b. p. 182. XYou who have
forfook them. Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 18.
p- 27- HWho have bore @ part in the pro-
grefs. Fergufon on Civil Society, p. 261.

In fome cafes, the cuftom of leaving
out the », in the termination of parti-
giples, hath prevailed fo long, that it
feems too late to attempt to reftore it
Thus the word broke feems almoft to have
excluded broken. Whenever a fanding rule
<f law hath been wantonly broke in upon.
Blackftone’s Commentaries, vol. 1. p. 70.
Their line of princes was continually broke.
Hume’s Effays, p. 302.

Bolingbroke affeéts a differencein fpel-
ing the preter tenfes and participles of
verbs, when they are the fame in found
with the prefent tenfe  The late Duke of
Marlborough never red Xenophon, mof? cer-
tainly. Bolingbroke on Hiftory, vol. 1.
P. 26. I remember to have red. Ib. p. 68.
This inftance is particularly bad, on ac-
count of the adje&tive being likewife
fpelled red. Wherever chriftianity has {pred.
Ib. p. 92. Mr. Hume {pells the preterite -
in the fame manner,  Such illuftrious exam-
ples {pred knowledge every where, and begat
an univerfal effeem for the feiences. Hume’s
Effays, p.282.

Boling-
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Bolingbroke, in one place, feems to
affe&t a variety in the participles of the
fame verb, when they happen to come too
mear together. He will endeavour to write
as the antient author would have wrote, had
be writ inthe [ame language. Bolingbroke
on Hiftory, vol. 1. p. 68.

The affeation of ufing the preterite
tenfe inftead of the participle, which is
common, I think, in the diale¢t of Lon-
don, is peculiarly aukward; as, ke has
came. This has fometimes crept into
writing. If fome events had not fell out.
Poftlethwaite on Commerce, Pref. p. 11,

Different participles of the fame verb
are fometimes ufed in different fenfes.
Thus we fay, a man is hanged s but, the

“coat is hung up.

+ There isaremarkable ambiguity in the
ufe of the participle preterite, as the fame
word may exprefs a thing either doing, or
done. I went to fee the child dreffed, may
either mean, I went to fee the child whilft.
they were putting on its cloaths, or when
;hey were put on,
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IV. Of the Auxiliary Verbs.

It is often unneceffary to repeat the

principal verb after an auxiliary, when it
has been ufed before in the fame fentence,
- and the fame conftru&ion. I have read
that author, but you have mot. He loves
not plays, as thou doft, Anthony. Shake-
{peare. : ‘
By ftudying concifenefs we are apt to
drop the auxiliary fo have, though the
fenfe relate to the time paft. I found him
better than I expected to find him. In this
cafe, analogy feems to require that we
fay, than I expedded to have found him. i. e.
20 have found him then. On the other hand,
as the time paft is {ufficiently indicated-
in the former part of the fentence, and /o
Jind may be faid to be indefinite with re-
ipect to time, the repetition of the auxi-
liary will perhaps, by fome, be thought
aukward, and unneceffary. :

In many cafes, however, writers are cer-
tainly faulty in omitting  this auxiliary.
Thefe profecutions of William, {feem to be the
mof? insquitous meafures purfued by the court,
during the time that the ufe of parliaments was
Jufpended. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 6. p.

248, 70 have been, is what the fenﬁ:}gf
, s
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this paflage requires. The following con-
uerfation is, in its kind, fomewhat uncommon
and, for this reajm, I have remembered it
more minutely than 1 could imagine. Har--
ris, 1. e. I could have smagined.

Notwithftanding this, when the word.
have occurs more than once in a fentence,.
1t feems to embarrafs it, and one of them
feems to be fuperfluous; though, both:
of them being ufed in the fame conftruc-
tion, and relating to the fame time, there
feems to be an equal propriety in them
both. The following fentences do not, on.
this account, read well, though they may
be ftrictly grammatical. Hijjfory painters.
would have found it difficult, to have invent..
ed fucha [peciesof beings, when they were oblig-
ed to put a moral virtue into cclours.  Addi~
fon on Medals. The girl faid, if her maj~
ter would but have let her had money, to have-
Jent for proper advice, and broths, and jellies,.
and fuch like, fhe might have been well long:
ago.. George Villiers, vol. 2..p. go..

It feems not to have been determined
by the Englith grammarians, whether the-
paffive participles of verbsneuter require
the auxiliary am or. have before them..
The French, in this cafe, confine them-
felves ftrictly to the former. If fuch max-
ims, and fuch. praitices prevail, what has

‘ , become
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become of national liberty. Hume’sHiftorys,
vol. 6. p. 254. The French would fay,,
what is becomes and in this inftance, per-
haps, with more propriety. Yet I think
we have an advantage in the choice of
thefe two forms of expreffion, as it ap-
pears to me, that we ufe them to exprefs
difrerent modifications of the fenfe. When
Y fay, I am fallen, 1 mean at this prefent
inftant 5 whereas, if Ifay, I have fallen,
my meaning comprehends, indeed, the
foregoing s but has, llkewxfe, a fecret re-
fzrence to fome period of time paft, as
Jfome time in this day, or in this hour, I have
fallen 5 implying fome continuance of
time, which the other form of expreffion
does not.

The conditional form of the verbs Shall,
&ec. is ufed with refpeét to time paft, pre-
fent, and future. Wefay, I fhould have
sone _}fﬂel day, and I/huuld go to-day, or to-
morrow ; but the abfolute form I fhall,
always refpeéts time to come.

Sometimes that form of the auxiliary
verbs Jhall, will, may, and can, which 1s
generally conditional, is elegantly ufed to
exprefs a very {light affertion, with a mo-
deft diffidence. Thus we fay, I fhould
thinky thatis, Iamrather inclined to think.
The general report is, that he thould have

faid’

“
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faid in confidence to Clifford, that if he was
Jurethe young man who appeared in Flanders
was really fom to king Edward, he never
would bear arms againf? him. Hume’s Hif~
tory vol. 3. p. 383. The royal power, it
Should feem, might be intrufled in their hands.

Ib. vol. 6. p. 217.

. The auxiliary verb fhall reverts to its
original fignification in its conditional
form, when if, or any other particle ex-
prefling uncertainty, is perfixed to it. I
Should go, means I ought to go; but if I
Should go, means if it bappen that I go.
This obfervation is Mr. Johnfon’s,

- 'This conditional form of thefe verbs,
at the beginningof a fentence, has often
the force of a ftrong wifh, or imprecation.
In this fenfe it is generally found in con-
junétion with the word zo. Would to
heaven, young mar, I knew you. Fair
American, vol. 1.p.28. thatis, ykeaven,
I wifh Lknew you. But fometimes we find
it without the particle to. Mine Eyes are
apen now 3 would Zopir, thine were tos,
Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 25. p. 35.
Would, that kind heaven had ta'em my
wretched life. 1b. vol. 28 p. 49.

- The Scots ftill ufe fhall and will, fhould
and would, as they were formerly ufed in
England ;. i, e, ina fenfe quite. contrary
. o K o to
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to that in which they: are ufed with us ae:

prefent. e would have been wanting to.

ourfelves, if we. did continueto pay a fub-
Jidy, for which there was no neceffity. Con-.
duct of the Whigs and Tories examined.

We will therefore, briefly unfold the reafons.

which induce us to believe, that this nation.
zeally enjoyed a confiderable trade before - this
aufpicious reign. We will next fhow eshat
thofe difficulties were, under which cur com-
merce labaured under the reign preceding that ;.
and, laftly, we will give a fhort account how
thofe advantages arcfe, of which we have
been fince pofleffed. Preceptor, vol. 2. p,
413. By fuch gradual imovations the king
Sflattered himfelf that he would quietly intro~
duce epifcopal authority. Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 6. p. 22. He imagined, that by play-
ing ome party againft the other, he would
eafily obtain the victory over both, Ib. vol.
8. p. 250.

In feveral familiar forms of expreffion,.
the word fkall ftill retains its original figni-
fication, and does not mean to promife,
threaten, or engage, in the third perfon,
but the mere futurition of an event; as,
This is as extracrdinary a thing as ome thall
ever hear of. This fenfe is alfo retained
by our beft writers in the graveft fiyle.
Whoever will . examine  the writings of‘a;l

. - kinds-

-




V E R B so o 13 I
Kinds, wherewith this antient [ecF hath ho-.
ooured the world, {hall immediately find from
zhe whole thread and tenor of them, that the
Zdeas of the authors have been altogether
converfant, and takem up with the faults,
and blemifhes, and overfights, and miftakes
of other writers. Swift. It thould feem
that both the words /2all and will might
be fubftituted for one another in this paf-
age, without any injury to the fenfe.
FPut this reverfe now, if you pleafe, -into
the hands of a myfical antiquary, he fhall
tell you, that the ufe of the fhield, being to.
defend the body from the weapons of an eme-
my, it very aptly fhadows out to us the refo-
lution, or continence of the Emperor. Ad-
difon on Medals, p. 31. .

When a queftion is atked, the verb:
Jhall, in the firft perfon, is ufed in a fenfe
different from both its other fenfes. Skall
I write, means, Is it your pleafure that 1
Jhould gvrite.  Will, in the fecond perfon,
only "Vérts to its other ufual fenfe; for,
Wil you write, means, Is it your intention,
to write. .

‘When the word will is no auxiliary,
but is ufed by itfelf, to exprefs volition,’
it is infleCted regularly, like other verbs.
Nor is the fubtle air lefs cbedient to thy pow-
er, whether thou willlgﬁ: it to be a minifter

c 2 to
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to cur pleafure, or utility. Harris’s three
Treatiles, p. 39.

In afking a queftion, the auxiliary verb
may is fometimes ufed without any regard.
to its general meaning, but only, as it.
were, to foften the boldnefs there might.
be in an inquisy; as,. Howold may ycu bc,
&ec.

. When' the prepoﬁnon» to fignifes in
order to, it ufed to be preceded by for,
which is now almoft obfolete ; /#hat wwent
ybu out for to fee. This exactly correfponds
to the ufe which the French make of
pour.
- The particle for before the infinitive,
is not, 1n all cafes, obfolete, It is ufed if
the fubject of the affirmation intervene
between that prepofition and the verb.
For holy perfons to be humble, is as hard, as
for a prince to [ubmit Izznyc{/' to- be guided by
tators.  Taylor.

, The verb dare is fometimes ufed with-
qut the prepofition Zo after it, as if it was
an auxiliary verb:  H'ho durft defy the.
omnipotent to arms.  Milton.  IFh: kave,
dared defy the wwerf. Harris’s three-Trea-
tifes, p- 200. I dare fwear you think my
Lster already long emugh. Lady Mon-,

' tagues Letters, vol. 1. p. 6. I had a

gmd deal of caurage to da.re mount him.
, This
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<~ his conftruction, however, does not feem
natural, except in fuch familiar expref-
~Hons as I dare fay, Idare go, andthe like.
-XIt muft, I {fuppofe, be according to the
Scotch idiom, that Mrs. Macaulay omits
-.it after the verb kelp. Laud was promoted
as an ufeful infirument, to help carry on the

- new meafures of the .court. Hiftory, vol.

-4 p- 150.

SECTION iV.

Of Adverbs and Conjunctions.

ANY adverbs admit of degrees of
- comparifon as well as adjetives,
.and for the fame reafon ; as, foon, Jooner,
Jooneft 5 awell, better, beft ; often, oftener,
-ofteneft.
. In imitation of the French idiom, the
-adverb of place whereis often ufed inftead
-of the pronoun relative, andaprepofition.
They framed a protefiation, where they re-
peated all their former claims. Hume’s
Hiftory. i. e. in which they repeated. The
Kking was fiill determined to run forwards in
the fame courfe where ke was already, by his

K3 preci-
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precipitate career, too fatally -advancé.
Ib. 1. e.’in which be was.

The adverbs hence, thence, and whence,
imply a prepofition ; for they fignify,
from this place, from that place, frem what .
place. It {feems, therefore, to be improper
to join a prepofition along with them, be-
«caufe it is fuperfluous; yet the pratice is
very common. This is the leviathen, from
whence the terrible wits of our age are faid
2o borrow their weapons. Swift’s Tale of
a Tub, p. 10. Ay ancient author prophe-
cies from.hence. Dryden. ‘Indeed the
origin of thefe words is fo little.attended
to0, and the prepofition from fo often ufed
in coftftru&ion with them, that the omif-
fion of it in many cafes would feem ftiff

and difagreeable. T
. 'We have fome examples of adverbs
.being ufed for fubftantives. In 1687, In-
nocent the eleventh erecied it into a commu-
ity of regulars, fince when it has begun to
“increafe in thofe countries as a religicus orders
Ulloa’a Voyage, vol. 4. p. 270. i. e. fince
-awhichtime. A little while, and I fhall n#
-fee you, i. e. afhort time. It is worth their
~while, i. e. it deferves their time and pains.
“But this ufe of the word rather juits fa-
“iliar and low ftyle. The fame may be
. 4aid of the phrafe, 70 do.a thing any how,
; . Le
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3. €. in any manner 5 or, fome how, i.e. in
_fome _mamer.  Somehow, worthy as thefe
- people are, they look upon public , penance as
« difreputable. :Louifa Mildmay, vol. 2. p.
% ¢ .
The adverb how is fometimes ufed in
-a particular fenfe, implying a negative.
Let us take care how we fin, i. e. Let us
take care that we do not fin. The fame
- conftrution has not, however, always
‘the fame fenfe. Take care how ye hear,
<1, ‘€. % what manner ye hear.
Sometimes this adverb how is equiva-
-Jent to the.conjunttion .that. It has been
- matter of afiomifhment to me, how fuch per-
 fons could take fo many filly pains to effablifh
~myflery on metaphyfics.  Bolingbroke on
Hiftory, vol. 1. p. 175. i. e. that [uch
perfoms— e
Adverbs are more often put for adjec-
‘tives, agreeably tothe idiomof the Greek
‘tongue. The altion was amifs, the then
-minifiry:  Conduct of the Whigs and To-
ries examined. The idea is alike in both.
Addifon on-Medals, p. ‘70. 'The above
«difcourfe. Harris’s three Treatifes, p. 95.
~One ufe of the adverb there is pretty
remarkdble, though common. It is pre-
fixed to a verb, when the nominativecafe
follows it ; butfeemsto have no meaning
K 4 what-
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'whatcvcr, except it be thought to give®
Amall degree of emphafis to the fentence.
There was a manfent from God, whoje
Jiame was John; 1. e. a man was fent.

In fome cafes, two negative particles
~where formerly ufed; as in Greek, where
" we now ufe only one. And this flerre,
which is toward the worthe, that we cippen

the lode flerre, ne appeareth not to hem.
Maundeville.

) When the negative is mcludcd in the
fubjc& ofan aﬂirmatnon, a negative. mean-
.ing has the appearance of a poﬁnve one-

. can.do nothing, i. e. I canmot.do any thing-

The wards n0 and nos are ufed varioufly
by our beft writers, and fometimes even
promifcuoully by the fame writer. #heth.r

15 be jb or .no. Addifon.  Hence ;5 whe-
ther, in imitation of Catullus, or not, ug
apply the fame thought to the moon.  1b.

There is a remarkable ambiguity in the

‘ufe of the negative adjective no; and I
-do not fee how it.can be remedied in any
language. If I fay, mo laws are better
shan tlzef'nghﬂz, it.s only my known {en-
timents that can inform a perfon whethes

I mean to praife, or difpraife them.
It is obfenable, that an anfwer tof
queftion, in Englifh, is rather a contration
-of a fentence, exprcﬂ.‘mg an affirmative or
nega.

\
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«hegative propofition, and that 1t does not
%at all depend on the ma.ner in which the
wqueftion is atked. Whether miy friend fay,
- Are you difpofed to take a walk , or, Are
«you-not difpofed to take a walk 5 if 1 be
idifpofed to walk, I fay yes; if not, I fay,
no.

The word /o hss, fometimes, the fame
smeaning with alfo, likewife, ‘the fame 5 or
rather it is equivalent to the univerfal pro-
imoun /e in French. They are happy, ue
~are not fo, i. e. not kappy. ’
Mr. Hume frequently enumerates 2
.great number of .particulars without any
:conjuntion whatever between any of thein.
“This.conftruétion, though it wery happily
exprefles rapidity and energy, fcems tQ
have a bad effect in plain hiftorical ftyle,
ns it makes:a difagreeable:higfus, and dif~
appoints the reader. They enacled, that
‘no proclamation fhould deprive .any perfon of
‘his lawful poffeffeons, liberties, inheritances,
privileges, ffamhz’ﬁs; nor yet smfringe any
common law, or laudable cuffom. of the realm:
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 4. p. 214. They
were commanded by Deffé, and under him by
Andelet, Strozi, -MieHrage, Count Rhivs
grave. This conftru&tion, where great
numbers of proper names occur, is very

common with this author. =
Some.
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Sometimes the particles or, and 7zom,
‘may, either of them, be ufed with nearly
equal propriety. The king, whofe characier
2was not fufficiently vigorous, nor decifive, af-
_ fented to the meafure. Hume’s Hiftory, vol.
-6, p. 102. Orwould perhaps have been
‘better, butmr feems to repeat the nega-
‘tion in the former part of the fentence,
.and therefore gives more emphalis to the
-expreffion. ' '

‘The conjun&ion as is feldom ufed but
-in connetion with fome.other conjune-
stion, or in dependance -upon fome -other
-word ‘of the fentence; but, in one cafe,
‘it is" ufed fingly, in the fame fenfe as the
.prepofition on.  The -books were to have
-been fold, as this.day.

Tbat is ufed improperly in the follow-
-ing fentences, -in which the Freach and

not the Englifh idiom is obferved. ke re-
Jolution was not the lefs fixed, that the fecret
was as yet communicated to <very few, eithér
.in the French or the Englifk court. -Humels
Hiftory, vol. 4. p. 474. We will not pre-
tend to examine difeafes in -all -their varions
circumfiances, efpecially that they have not
‘been fo accurately obferved -or defcribed by
writers of later ages, as were to be wifhed.
Martine’s Effays, .p. :29. Though nothing
-urged by the kings friends onthis occafion had

2 an

:
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<any connecions with the peace, fecurity and free-
-dom the Scots at this time emjoyed; and that
their propofal of engaging againft England
.manifefily tended to the utter defiruction of
2hefe bieffings 5 yet the forementioncd arguments
-had fuch weight with the parliamens, that
a commistee of twenty-four members wasem=
powered to provide for the [afety of the king-
dom. Macaulay’s Hift. vol. 4. p. 377+

In feveral cafes we content ourfelves,
now, with fewer.conjunéive particles than
.our anceftors did ; particularly, we often
leave out the conjunéion as, when they
-ufed it, after /o5 and the ufe of it in thole
.cafes now appears aukward. This new
affociate propofed abundance of thefe againft
.indulgences, {o as that his doiirines were

embraced by great numbers. Univerfal Hift,
wvol. 29. p. 501. Sothat would have been
.much eafier, and better.

.~ We want a conjunction adapted to
‘familiar ftyle, equivalent to notwithftand-
.ing.  For all that feems to be too low and
vulgar. A word it was in the mouth of
every one, but for all that, as to its precife
.and definite idea, this may fiill be a [ecrets
Harris’s three Treatifes, p. 5.
© Inregard that isfolemn, and antiquated;
becaufe would do much better in the fol-
“lowing fentence,  The French mufick is -dif-
' dtked
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iked by all other nations. It cannot be other-
“wife, inregard that the French profody dif-
Jers from that of every other country in Eu-
‘rope.  Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. g.p. 306.

Except is far preferable to other than.
L' admitted of no.effeual cure, other than
-anputation. Law Tralls, vol. 1. p. 302.
and alfo to all but. They arofe in the
mirning, and lay down at night, pleafed witk
tach other, and themfelves, all but Raffelas,
avhy began to withdraw himfelf from their
pajtime.  Raflelas, wol. 1. p. 11. -

SECTION VIL

Of the Compafition and Derivation of
, Words.

b HEN two words are ufed to.com-
- pofe one, in order to make one
-name of a thing, they often coalefce into
-one word, and are writen clofe together ;
as glafshoufe, countryman. Sometimes an
J is interpofed between them, the for-
mer having been a genitive cafe ; as,
Herdman , originally, Herd’s man. In
~other cafes, though “the idea be one, the
: 7T words
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words remain quite feparate, as country
gentleman, grammar [cho:l, Penderii ca/iu’,
city gates, &c. Other terms remain in a
kind of middle ftate ; and the two words,
not perfe(tly coalefcing into one, are ufu--
ally joined by a hyphen ; as, court-day
court-hand,  knight-errant,  irofs-bar-fkot 5
but thefe hyphens arenow generally omit-
ed. They are moft ufed. to connect
fome Latin particle to a word ; as non-
conductor, non-eleciric. Itis alfo fometimes
ufed after the prefixes re and pre, when
they are joined to words beginning withan
e, as, re-enter, pre-eminence, &c. The hy-.
phen is alfo fometimes ufed to connet
particles to other words, in order tocom-
pound the ideas an unkeard-of reffraint.
Hume’s Hlﬁory, vol. 7. p. 449. Counter-
project..  Swift. Words of this kind are
eafily underftood, becaufe their meaning
out of compofition is retained when they
arecompounded.  J-conqueror as I am.
Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 27. p. 292.

- For want of a fufficient numter of
terms to exprefs the afcending and de-
{cending lines of confanguinity, we auk-
wardly repeat the word great for every
generation abuve grandfather, and below
grandfon, as great great grandfather, great
great grandfon, &¢.

i Prepo-
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Prepofitions are often joined to adverbs,,
{fo as to make one word with them ; as
hereabouts,, hereafter, herein, &c. but thefe
words are now fcldom ufed, except im
formal and folemn ftyle.

A very great number of the moft
common and fignificant phrafes in our
language are made by the addition. of a
prepofition to a verb, particularly the
Saxon monofy llabic verbs, as toget, tokeep,.
‘0 make, to give, to caff, ta go, to hild,
&c. In the cafe of thefe complex terms,
the component parts are no guide to the.
fenfe of the whole. Thus the common-
idea annexed to the verb give is loft in
the phrafes, fo give up, to give out, to
give over, &c. This circumftance contri-,
butes greatly towards making our lan-
guage peculiarly difficult to foreigners.

Notwithftanding the rules of the com-.
pofition and derivation of words be ever
fo. well fixed, cuftom prefcribes how far.
we may take advantage of them ; and the
force of affociation of ideas is hardly any
where more evident, than in the difagree-
able fenfation excited by words, which,’
though perfeétly intelligible, have not
happened to be adopted by the generali-
ty of wricers ; and efpecially when eafier.
words have happened to fupply their

e : places,
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places. A few examples will make this.
remark ftriking.. Dammingnefs, Ham-
mond. Criminoufnefs. King Charles. De-
JSignlefsly. Boyle. Candidnefs. South. The.
naturalnefls. of the thought. Addifon on:
Medals, p. 84, Defcanting upon the value,
rarity, and authenticalnefs of the. feveral
pieces that lie before them.  Ib.  The fcience
of medals, which is charged with fo many
unconcerning parts of knowledge. 1b. 84,
Among other informalities. . Hume’s Hift.
vol. 4. p. 40r. Itawould be Juch a difob-
ligation fo the prince. Ib.vol. 6. p. 74,
The diflikers may. be. forced to fall in with..
Swift. To difcover its fpirit and intend~
ment. Law Traéls, Pref. p. 9. With-
out any circuity. Hume. Inftéad of pre-
cipitate, and  precipitately, Mr. Hume
writes precipitant. Hiftory, vol. 8. p.281.
and precipitantly. Ib. p. 291. Alfo inftead.
for confultation, he ufes confult. Ib.vol. 8..
p- 65. It would be unnatural, and incom-
fortable. Law Traéts, vol. 6. p. 125..
B would have been tio impopular among

" the Spaniards. Bolingbroke on Hiftory,
vol. 2. p. LI.

Latin prefixes and terminations do not:
well fuit with Saxon words, and vice verfa. = -
Diflikenefs. Locke. For this reafon, dif-
qutttheﬁ is not fo good a word as difguie~

tude,
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tude, or inquic'ude. There are, howevery
feveral exceptions to this obfervation ; as-.
the word genuinenefs. . :
I with we had more liberty to intro=
duce new words, by a derivation analo-
gous to others already in ufe, when they.
are cvidently wanted. We have, for in-
ftance, no term to exprefs a perfon whor
underftands mechanics. A mechanic is a
mere wotkman. And yet I am afraid
that mechaniff, which Mr. Johnfon has
introduced in this fenfe, will not be ge~
nerally adopted. .. Having feen what a me-
chanilt had already performed, Raflelas,,
vol. 1. p. 36. '
When there are two derivatives from

the fame word, they are apt to {lide,.
by degrees into different meanings; a.
cuftom which tends greatly to enrich a
language. Thus we ufe the word ad-
hejion in a literal fenfe ; as when we-
- fpeak of the adhefion of the lungs to.
the pleura; and we ufe the word adherence
in a figurative fenfe only; as. when we
fpeak of the adherence of a people to thein
prince, or to a caufe. We alfo ufe the
word expofure in a literal fenfe, and expofi-
~ tion in a figurative one ; yet Mr. Hume
fays, a fountain which has a north expofi-
tion. Political Effays, p. 21

. > Though
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Though both the words propofal and
propofitim be derived -from the verb pro- -
pofe, we now ufe the word propofal to de-
note a thing that is propofed to be done, .
and propofition for an aflertion propofed to
be proved. Some writers, however, and.
particularly: Mrs. Macaulay, in confor-
" mity, perhaps, to the French idiom, ufe -
the latter in the fenfe of the former. This -
obfervation -was followed by a propofition,
which had been -at firff fuggefied, and wa;
-immediately confented to by the commiffioners. .
Macaulay’s Hiftory, vol. 4. p. 312.
The Latin word extempore is often ufed .
- without any change, as an Englith word.
Mr. Hume writes extemporary.. Hift. vol..
6. p. 335, _ ,
- Derivation is no certain rule ‘to judge -
of the fenfe of words. The word humour--
ifp does not fignify a man of humour.
There: is an inconvenience in introdu-
cing new words by compofition which :
nearly refembles others in ufe before ; as,
differve, which is too much like deferve.

L ~ Skc-
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SECTION VIIL
Of Articles.

RTICLES are, ftrictly {peaking,ad=

jetives, as they neceffarily require
a noun f{ubftantive to follow them, the
fignitication of which they ferve to limit
and afcertain, as all adjectives do.

-In fome few cafes, after the manncr
of the French, we prefix the definite ar-
ticle the to the names of towns; as, the
Hague, the Havannah, the Devifes.

Proper names, when they are ufed as
common ones, may have an article. Ouxe
would take him to be an chilles. Devil
-upon Crutches.

The article a is made more emphatical
by the addition of the adjective certasm.
A certain man had two fins. Luke. But
this does not feem to fuit proper names.
At lgft, a certain  Fitzgerald appeared.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8. p. 161. One
Fitzgerald would have been better.

In ufing proper names, we generally
have recourfe to the adjeltive one, to
particularife them. If I tell my friend,
1 have feen one Mr. Roberts, 1 fuppole the

' o Mr.
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M. Roberts that I mean to be a ftranger
to him; whereas, if 11ay, I have feen My,
. Roberts, 1 fuppofe him to be a perfon.
well known. Nothing fuppofes greater
notoriety than to call a*perfon fimply
Mr. Itis, therefore, great prefumption,
or affettation, in a writer, to prefix. his
name in this manner to any performance,
as if all the world were well acquainted.
with his name and merit.

In general, it may be fufficient to pre-
fix the articie to the former of two words:
in the fame conftru¢tion ; tho’ the French -
never fail to repeat it in this cafe. There
awere many hours, both-of the night and day,
which he could [pend, without [ufpicion, in.
folitary theught- Raffelas, vol. 1. p. 23.
It might have been, of the night, and of
the day. And, for the fake of emphafis,
we often repeat the article in a feries of
epithets. He hoped, that this title would
Jecure him.a perpetual, and an independent
.authority.. Hume’s Hiftory, vel, 3. p..

26.

3 We fometimes, after the manner of the
French; repeat the fame article when the
adjective, on account of any claufe de-
pending upon it, is put after the fubftan-
tive.  Of all the confiderable governments
among the Alps, a commonwealth is a. con-

L2 Sitution,.
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Pitution, the mof adapted of any to the pa-
-verty of thofe countries. Addifon on Medals..
With fuch a [pecious title, as that of blood,
which with the multitude is alvays the claim,
the Brongef, and moff eafily comprehended.
Ib. p. 235. They are not the men in the
nation, the moft difficult to be replaced.
. Devil upon Crutches.

‘We fometimes repeat the Article, when
the epithet precedes the fubftantive. He
was met by tﬁe worfhipful the magiftrates.

It fhould feem, that as g without # is
prefixed toa confonant, it ought to {uffice
before an # that is founded, which is, ge-
nerally, equivalent to a confonant; yet
-many writers prefix an to words beginning
with that letter. . haff. Blackftone’s
Commentaries. Beings of an higher order.
Raffelas, vol. 1. p. 112.

A is fometimes put for every; as in
fuch phrafes as thefe, a hundred a year,
i. e. every year; or for one, as when we fay,

. Jo-much a doxen, a pound, &c. A hun- -

dred men a day died of it. Hume’s Hif-
- tory, vol. 5. p. 80. The French always
- ufe the article ke in this conftrution. It
- appears, however,that the article a, which,
in many cafes, {ignifies ¢ne, thould not be
prefixed to words which exprefs a great
- number, yet cuftom authorifes this ufe of
: : it,
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-3t.  Liable to a great many incomvenienciess
*Tillotfon. Many a man, i. e. many times a
~aman. A
A nice diftintion of the fenfe is fome-
times made by the ufe or omiffion of the
-article a. If 1 fay, he behaved with a
little reveremce, my meaning is polfitive.
1f 1 fay, He behaved with little reverence,
my meaning is negative ; and thefe two
-are by no means the fame, or to be ufed
in the fame cafes. By the former I rather
praife a perfon, by the latter 1. difpraife
him,
For the fake of this diftin&ion, which is
a very ufeful one, we may better bear the
feeming impropriety of this article a be-
fore nouns of number. When I fay there
wvere few men with kim, 1 fpeak diminu-
tively, and mean to reprefent them as in-
confiderable, Whereas, when I fay There
were a few men with him, 1 evidently in-
tend to make the moft of them. .
Sometimes a nice diftinétion may be
made in the fenfe by a regard to the
pofition of the article only. When we fay,
kalf a crown, we mean a piece of money of
one half of the value of a crown; but
when we fay a half crown we mean a
half crown piece, or a piece of metal,

L3 of
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‘of a certain fize, figure, &c. Two fhil-
lings and fix pence is half a crown, but
‘not a half crown.

The article the is often elegantly pur,
dfter the manner of the French, for the
pronoun pofleflive. ~ As, & looks-him Sull
in the face, i. e. inhis face. That awful
Majefly, in whofe prefence -they were to
Jfrike the forehead -on the -ground, 1. e.
bheir foreheads. Fergufon on Civil Society,
p- 390-

Some writers, - according to the fame
idiom, drop the article the before titles,
and write (for they weuld not-fay) preface,
wntroduction, dedication, &c. inftead of, the
prefase, the introduction, the dedication, &c.
which-1s the true Englith idiom.

In applying the -ordinal aumbers to
a feries of kings, &c. we generally inter-
pofe . the article the between the name
and the adjetive exprefling the number,
as, Henry the firft, Charles the fecond bm
fome writersaffcct to trantpoie théfe words,
and place the numeral adjeétive firft,
The firft Hemry.  Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 1.
p- 497. This conftru&tion is common
with this writer, but there feems to be
a familiarity and want-of - dignity-in it.

The
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‘The article ke has, fometimes, a fine
effe@t, in diftinguifhing a perfon by an
epithet ; as it gives us an idea of him,
as being the only perfon  to whom it can
be applied. In the Hiftory of Henry the
fourth, by father Daniel, we are furprized
at not finding him the great man. Smollett’s
Voltaire, vol. 5. p. 82. I own, I am
" often furprized you f[hould have treated fo
coldly, a mar, [o much the gentleman. Fair
American, vol. 1. p. 13. Sometimes this
{fame article is ufed in converfation, with
a peculiar kind of emphalfis, fimilar to the
cales above-mentioned ; as, He was never
the man, that gave me a penny in his whole
dife. :

When a word is in fuch a ftate, as that
it may, with very little impropriety, be .
<onfidered, either as a proper, ora com-
mon name, the article zke may be prefixed
to it or not, at pleafure. The Lord Darnly
was the perfin in whom moff men’s wifhes
zentered.  Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 87.
Lord Darnly would have read juft as well ;
and this form is more common, the word
Lord being generally confidered as part of
the proper name. .

Formerly, the article zhe was prefixed
to the pronoun relative. In the which.
Corinthians. '

L 3 - For
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For the greater emphafis, degrées 6f

- eomparifon frequently take this article.

The oftener . I read this author, the more
I admire him. .I think his. fiyle the beft:1
. ever read,

In.a variety of phrafes, in-which the
-{fenfe is abftra&t, or the fentence contract-
. ed, articles are omitted. As, he went

on foot, or.on horfeback. In many of thefe
cales, it is not improbable, but that the
.articles were ufed originally ; : but- were
dropped when.the phrafes became fami-
‘lar. Thus by.fea, by land, on, fhore, - &c.
might have been,-by the fea, by the land,
on the fhore, &c. When fuch phrafes as
-thefe are very familiar, we do not expe&
an .article, and .are rather. difappointed
when we find one. The half-lcarned man,
relying upon his firength, [eldom perceives his
avants, till ke finds his decéption paft a cure,
‘Hiftory. of kngland in Letters, vol. 1.
-p- 4t. We generally fay, paff eure. W hen
words are ufed, in this manner, without
any article, it is a pretty fure fign, that
they are, or have been, in frequent ufe.
Lhe rights omd immunities of holy church.
Parliamentary Hiftory, vol..1. p. 12. .
“ When the names of things are {fo cir-
.cumftanced, that articles, and other marks
of particularity, are unneceflary ; we uiiuiv-
- . ally

N\,
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z<4Hly omit them, efpecially in converfation.
A familiar example of this we may ob-
: ferve in perfons fpeaking to children, who
. generally fay, murfe, pappa, or mamma;
-and feldom your nurfe, your pappa, or your
-.mamma; becaufe the child has no idea of
_..any nurfe, &c. befides his own.
In many other cafes, the articles feem
" to be omitted where we can difcover no-
:thing but .a mere ¢llipfis; as no reafon
- can be feen for the omiffion, except that
. it has a little more concifenefs or energy.
Thus we fay, Have you trout in this rivery
“1. €. have you any:of that [pecies of fifls which
- g5 chlled trout. Nething is [o dangerous, as
2o unite two perfons fo clojely, in all their
_interefls and concerns, as man and ‘wife,
- qwithout rendering the union entire and total.
Hume’s Effays, -p. 259- He was fired
with the dgfire of ‘dving fomething, tho' he
knewo- mot yet, witt difiinéinefs, either end
or means. Rafielas, vol. 1. p. 22, In-
the former of thefe fentences, the words
a man-and his wife would have conveyed
the {ame idea, and in the fame extent, as
.man and wife; for the meaning of both is
precifely, any man and his wife. In the
latter fentence, the end and the means would
‘have expreffed the idea very completely,
s fince
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fince only one particular end or means
was intended. ,

In the following fentence an univerfality
feems to be aimed at by the omiffion of
thearticle, which the fenfe hardly requires.
The' pope found himfelf entitled to the pof-
[felfion of England and Ireland, on account of
the kerefy of prince and people. Of the
prince would have been better. In fome
cafes, however, there {feems to be a pecu-
liar elegance in adopting ‘the univerfal
fenfe of the word, by omitting the article
when it might have been ufed with pro-
priety enough. If the young man who ap-
peared in Flanders was really fon to king
fdward, ke never would bear arms againf?
him.  Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 3. p. 383.
Perhaps the following fentence is rather
more elegant by the omiffion of the ar--
ticle. I fufpect, that from any keight where
life can be [ufported, there may be danger of
too quick defcent. Raffelas, vol. 1. p. 39+
T o0 quick a defcent is more common.

In many cafes, articles are omitted in
common converfation, or in familiar ftyle,
which feem to havea propriety inwriting,
or in grave ftyle. At worft, time might
be gained by this expedient. Hume’s Hifto-
Iy, vol. 6. p. 435. At the worff might

' have
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*have been better in this place. In very
familiar ftyle we fometimes drop the arti-
~«€leafter it has been frequently ufed. Give
.mne here John Baptiff's head. There would
lhave been more dignity in . faying, Fohn

. the Baptift's head. ~

i

STECTION IX.
Of the Ue o Prepofitions.
‘A LL that I have done in this difficult

part of grammar, concerning the
proper ufe of prepofitions, has been to
make a few general remarks upon the
$ubject; and then to give a collection of
the inftances, that have occurred to me,
of the impréper ufe of fome of them.
To make a grammar complete, every
verb, and adjeltive, to which thefe prepo-
fitions are ever{ubjoined, ought to be re-
duced into tables 5 in which all the variety
of cafes in which they are ufed, thould be
carefully diftinguithed. The greateft part
of fuch tables, -however, would be of lit-
tle ufe to Englith men, who are gene-
rally accuftomed to the right prepofition 5

: and
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and who will be chiefly liable to make-
miftakes where others have been miftaken
- ‘before them; and a confiderable number
of thefe cafes I have nored.

. Different relations, and different fenfes,
muft be expreflfed by different prepofi-
tions ; tho’ in conjunction with the fame
‘verb or adjeétive. Thus we fay, o con-
aerfe with a_perfon, upon a _fubjec?, in a
houfe, &c. We alfo fay, we are difappointed
of a thing, when we cannot getit; and 4j/-
appcinted in it, when we have it, and find
it does not anfwer our expe&ations. But
“two different prepofitions muft be impro-
‘per in-the fame conftruction, and in the
fame fentence. The combat between thirty
Britons, againft twenty Englifh. Smollett’s
Voltaire, vol. 2. p. 292.

- In fome cafes, it is not poflible tofay
to which of twe prepofitions the preference
is to be given, as both are ufed .promif.
cuoufly, and cuftom ‘has not decided in
favour of either of them. We fay, axpert
at, and expert in a thing. “Expert at finding
a remedy for his miftakes, Hume’s Hift,
vol. 4. p. a17. Wefay, difapproved of,
and difapproved by a perfon.  Difapproved
by our court. Swift. It is not impro-
bable, but that, in time, thefe different
conftructions may be appropriated to difs
P ' ferent



"PREPOSITIONS. 157
ferent ufes. All languages furnith exam-
ples of this kind, and the Englith as many
as any other.

When prepofitions are fubjoined to
nouns, they are generally the fame which
are fubjoined to the verbs, from which
-the nouns are derived. , 7ohn, fliewing the
-fame difpofition to tyrammy over his fubjelts.
Hume’s Hift. vol. 1. p. 74. i-e. #0 #y-
ramize over his fubjects. . -

- When a word ending in ing is preceded
by an article, it feems to be ufed as a
noun; and therefore ought not to go-
vern another word, without the inter-
vention of a prepofition. Fy blackening
his fame, kad that injury been in their power,
they formed a very proper prelude to the mur.
dering, his perfon. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 7.
p- ®17. In this conftruétion, the word
murdcring is evidently a particle of ap
attive verb. Qu. alfo, is murdering a
max's perfon proper ? :

The torce of a prepofition is implied
in fome words, particularly in the word
home. When we fay, he went home, we
mean to his own houfe ; yet in other con-

- ftrudtions, this fame word requires a pre-
pofiton ; for we fay, ke wens trom home,

Many writers affet to fubjoin to any
word the prepofition with which it is com- -

-pounded,
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pounded, or the idea of which it impliesy-
1n order to point out the relation of the
words in a more diftin&t and definite-
manner, and to avoid the more indeter-
minate prepolitions of, and f0; but gene-
1al praétice, and the idiom of the' Englith
tongue, feem to oppofe the innovation.
'T'hus many writers {ay auverfe from a thing.
Averfe from Venus. Pope. The abhor-
reice againtt all other fec?s.. Hume’s Hif-
tory, vol. 4. p. 34. But other writers-
ufe guerfe to i, which feems more
truly Englith.  serfe to any advice..
Swift. An attention to the latent meta-
“phor may be pleaded in favour of the
former example, and this is a rule of ge-
ncral ufe, in dire¢ting what prepofitions -
-to fubjoin to a word. Thus we fay devolve
upon a thirg, and-Mr. Addifon improperly
fays, poetical imitation, founded in [on]
natural refemblance, is much inferior to that
¢f painting. But this rule, would fome-
times miflead us particularly where the
figure has become nearly evanefcent.
Thus we fhould naturally expect, that
the word depend would require from after
it; but cuftom obliges us to fay depend
upom,. as well as infift upon a thing. Yet
were we to ufe the fame word where the
figure was manifeft, we fhould ufe the

prepo-



PREPOSITIONS, 159
prepofition from ; as the cage dependsfrom
the roof of the building.

Of the Prepofition of.

Several of our modern writers have
Ieaned to the French idiom in the ufe of
the prepofition of, by applying it where
the French ufe de, tho’ the Englifh idiom
would require amother prepofition, or no
prepofitionat all in the cafe; bucno wri-
ter has departed more from the genius of
the Englifh tongue, in this refpet, than
Mr. Hume. Richliew profited of every cir-
cumftance, which the conjuncture afforded.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 4. p. 251. We
fay profited by. He remembered him of the
table. Ib. vol. 5. p- 185. The great dif-
Jiculty they find of fixing juft fenliments. 1o,
The king of England, provided of every fup-
ph. Ib. vol. 1. p. 206. In another
place he writes, provide them in foed and
raiment. 1b. vol. 2. p. 65. The true
Englith idiom feems to be 0 provide with
a thing. It is fituation chiefly whish decides
of the fortunes and charaéiers of men. lb.
vol. 6. p. 283.1. e. concerning.  He found
the greateft difficulty of writing. Ib. vol.
5. p. 40L. i. e. in. -Of which, he was
extremely greedy, extremely frodigal, and ex-

tremely
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tremely neceffitous. Ib. vol. 4. p. 12¢
He was eager. of recommending it 20 his
Sfellow-citizens.  Ib. vol. 7. p. 161. The
good lady was careful of ferving me of
every thing. In this example with would
have been more proper. ’
Itis agrecable to the fame idiom, that

of feems to be ufed inftead of for in the

|

foilowing fentences. ¥ he rain hath been.

Jalling of a long time. Maupertuis’ Voy-
age, p. 6o. It -might perhaps have given
me a greater tafic of its antiquities. Addi-

fon. Of, in this place, occafions a real-

ambiguity in the fenfe. A taffe of a thing
implics aétual enjoymentof it ; buta taffe.
for it ,only implies a capacity for enjoy-
ment. The effcem which Philip had con-
ceived of the ambaffador. Hume’s Hiftory, .

vol. 6. p. go. You know the efteem I have .

of this philofophy. Law Traéts, vol. 1.
P- 3- XYouth wandering in foreign countries, .
with as little refpect of others, as prudence
of his own, to guard him from danger. An
indemnity of paft offences, Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 5. p. 29.

In the following fentences, on or zpon
might very well be fubftituted for 4f.
Was totally dependent of the papal crown.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 71. Laid
hold of, 1b. vol, 1, p. 292. . We alfo

: ’ : ufe
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wit f inftead of on or upon, in the follow--
ing familiar phrafes, which.occur chiefly
in converfation ;. facall of a perfon; and o
2wast of him.

In fome cafes, a regard to the French
idiom hath taught us to fubftitute. of for-
in. The great difficulty they found of fixing
guft fentiments. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 6,
P- 63. Curioas of Antiquities. Dryden.

Ina variet‘:y of cafes, the prepofition of
feems to be {fuperfluous in our language ;.
and, in moft of them, it has been derived’
to us from the French. Notwithffanding
of the numerous. panegyrics om the ancient
Englifh liberty. Hume’s Effays, p. 81.
Notwithfianding of this unlucky example.
Ib. p. 78. Aukward as this conftruction
is, it is generally ufed by feveral of our
later writers. This prepofition feems to
be fuperfluous, when it is prefixed to a.
word which is only ufed to fhew the ex-
tent of another preceding word, as, the
city of Londom, the paffions of hope and fear
are very firong. It alfo feems to be fuper-
fluous after {feveral adje&ives, which are-
fometimes ufed as fubftantives, & dozen of
years. Hume’s Effays, p. 258.

In the following inftances, it may be a-
matter of indifference whether we ufe this. .
prepofition or not. 7o one who confiders.

M coolly
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coolly of the fubjecf. Hume’s Political Ef«
fays, p. 141. I can conceive of nothing
more worthy of him. Price. It is fome-
times omitted, and fometimes inferted after
worthy. It is worthy obfervatiom. Hume’s
Hiftory. I fhould chufe to make ufe of
it in this cafe. But I think it had better
be omitted in the following fentence.
T he emulation who fhould ferve their country.
beft no longer fubfifis among them, but of <who.
Should obtain the moft lucrative commard.
Montague’s Rife and Fall of ancient Re-
publicks, p. 137. The whole conftruction
of this fentence is by no means natural,
The meaning of it, when expreffed at fulk
length is, The emulation which confifts in
o firiving who fhould ferve his country, &c.

The prepofition of {feems to be omitted
in the following fentence, in which it re-
fembles the French idiom. _4/his, how-
ever, is eafily learned from medals, where they
may fee likewife the plan of many, the mef
confiderable busldings of ancient Rome.  Ad-
difon on Medals, p. 23. i. e. of many of
the-moft confiderable buildings, &-c.

Of is frequently ambiguous, and would
oftener be perceived to be fo, did not the
fenfe of the reft of the paffage in which it
occurs prevent that inconvenience; and

-this it will often-do, even when this part
‘ - of
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of the fentence, (ingly taken, would fuggeft:

. a meaning the very reverfe of what is in-

- tended. The attack of the Englifl naturally
means an attack made by the Englifh, upor
others 3 but, in the following fentence, it
means an attack made upon the Eng--
Yith.  The two princes concerted the means of
zendering ineffectual their common attack of.
the Englifh. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 3, p.
. x14.  The oppreffion of the peafants [remeth

great, p. 152. is in itfelfquite ambiguous,,
but the fenfe of the paffage make the pea-
fants to be the oppreffed, not the oppref-
fors.

Of is ufed in a particular fenfe in the:
phrafe, ke is of age, the meaning of which.
1s, he is arrived at what is deemed the age-
of manhood,

Of the Prepofitions to and for.. -

Agreeably to the Latin and French:
wdioms, the prepofition Z0 is fometimes-
-ufed in conjunétion with fuch words as, in.
thofe languages, govern the dative cafe ;
but this conftruction does not feem to fuit
the Englith language. His fervants ye are,
to whom ye obey. Romans. nd to their
general’s voice they foom obeyed. Milton,
The people of England may congratulate to
' ’ M2 them-
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themfelves, that the nature of our governs
ment, and the clemency of our kings fecure
us. Dryden. Something like this has been
reproached 1o Tacitus.. Bolingbroke on
Hiftory, vol. 1. p. 136. ,

7o feems to be ufed inftead of for in the
following fentences. Deciding law-[uits to
the morthern countiess Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 4. p. 191. A great change to the
better. Hume’s Effays, p. 133. At leaft
Jor is more ufual in this conftrution.

Zo feems to be ufed improperly in the
following fentences. His abhorrence to
that fuperfitious figure. Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 6. p. 323. 1. e. of. Thy prejudice 1o
‘my caufe. Dryden. i. e. againfi. Confe-
quent to. - Locke.. i. e. upon. The Englifh
were very different people then to.what they
are at prefent. Smoilett’s Voltaire, vol. 1.
p- 178. ‘

In compliance to the declaration of the
Englifh parliament. Macaulay’s Hiftory,
vol. 4. p. 57.

In feveral cafes, 20 may be fuppreffed;
but if there be two claufes of a fentence,
in the fame conftruction, it fhould erther
~ be omitted, or inferted in both alike. Zhe
people flole his gibbet, and paid it the [ame
veneration, as to his crofs.  Hume’s Hift,
vol. 2. p. 39. :

. ' ' The
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- "The place of the prepofition for, might
‘have been better fupplied by other prepo- .
fitions in the following fentences. - The
-eworfhip of this deity is extremely ridiculous,
-and therefore better adapted for the vulgar.
Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 1. p. 203. i. €. to.
7o die for thirff. Addifon. i. e. of or &y.
Mbore than they thought for [of ]. D’Alem-
bert’s Hiftory of the Expulfion of the Je-
fuits, p. 132. I think that virtue is fo a-
.aniable in ber(elf, that there is no need for [of]
the knowledge of God, to make ber beloved
-and followed. Smollett’s Voltaire, vol. 1.
P- 30. If the party chufe to infift for [upon}
- #t. Law Traés, veol. 1. p. 70.

The prepofition for, is ufed in a pecu-
lar fenfe in the following paffage ; and
prejudices for prejudices, jome perfons may
be apt to think, that thofe of a churchman
are as tolerable as of any other. Law Tralts,
vol. 1. p. 184. i. e. if prejudices on all fides
de fairly compared. :

For is fuperfluous in the phrafe, more
than he knows for. Shakefpear. This is
only ufed in familiar and colloquial ftyle.

. Of the Prepofitions with and upon:

. -'The prepofition with feems to be ufed
where #0 would have been more proper in
3 the
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the following fentences.  Reconciling him-
_felf with the king. Hume’s Hiftory, vol.
4. P- 176. Thofe things which have the
greateft refemblance with each other fre-
quently differ the moff. Smollett’s Voltaire,
wvol. 3. p. 65. .dnd that fuch felection, and
rejection fhould be confonant with our proper
nature. Harris’s three Treatifes, p. 205-
. Conformable with. Addifon.- The hifiory
of St. Peteris agreeable with the facred text.
Newberry’s New Teftament.

Other prepofitions-had better have been -

fubftitated for with, -in the following fen-
tences. Glad® with [at] the fight of hofiile
blood. -Dryden. He has as much reafon 1o
.be angry with you as with him.  Preceptor,
~vol. 4. p.10. Converfant with a fcience.
Pope. Jn would have been at leaft equally
proper. They could be prevailed with [upon]
#o retire. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 4. p. 10,

In the following fentence to dijpenfe-with
myfelf is ufed in the fame fenfe as Zo excufe
myfelf. I could not difpenfe with myfelf from
making a voyage to Caprea. Addifon.

The prepofition witk and a perfonal
pronoun fometimes ferve for a contraction
of a claufe of .a fentence. The komunculus
is endowed with the fame locomotive powers
@ faeulties with s, Triftram Shandy,

vol.
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~vol. 1. p. 5. i. e. the fame faculties with
wvhich we are endowed. -

The oblique cafe-of the perfonal pro-
nouns is «ufed .in conjun&tien with this
‘prepolition by way of emphafis, without .
-any other addition to the fenje, as qwagy
with thee, get thee gome with thee.

The prepofition o# or upon {cems to be
-ufed improperly in the following fenten-
ces. 1 thank you for helping me to an ufe
‘(of a medal) rthat perhaps I fhould not have
thought on [of]}. Addifon on Medals,
Authors have to brag on [of ]. Pope,
Cenforious upon all his brethren. Swift.
‘perhaps of.  His reafon could not attain a
thorough conviction on thofe fubjects. Hume’s -
Hiftory, vol. 7. p. 355. Agreater quan-
2ity may be taken from the heap, without °
making any - [enfible alteratiom upon it.:
Hume’s Political Effays, p. 12. i. e. in..
Every office of command fhould be entrufled to.
perfons on [in] whom the parliament could
-eonfide. Macaulay’s Hiftory,vol. 3. p. 112.

This prepofition feems to be fuperfluous
in the following fentence. Their efforts
Jeemed to anticipate on the [pirit, which be~ -
came fo gemeral afterwards. Hume’s Hift,
vol. 3. p- 5. L

We fay, t0 depend upon a thing, but not
to promife upon it.  But this effect we may

M4 Jofely
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fafely fay, no ome could beforchand have
promifed upon. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8.
4. 75. It might-have been, . have promifed
-themfelves. :

-Of the  Prepofitions -in, from, and
~others.

The prepofition /n is fometimes--ufed
~~where the French ufe their én, but where
- fome other prepofitions would ‘be more

agreeable to the Englifh idiom. Somse
of the following ‘fentences. are examples
of this. .-He made a point of henour in [of ]
not departing from his enterprize. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol.'x. p. 402. I think it necef-
Jary, for the interef of wvirtue and religion,
~ that the whole-kingdem Yhould be informed in
fome -parts of your character. Swift. 1. e.
-abcut, or. concsrning. In :fome of thefe
-cafes, /n might-with advantage be changed
for-to or into. Painters have not a itk
contributed to-bxing the fludy of medals in
wogue. Addifon. On the other hand, I
bave found imto put:for in: engaged him
mto attempts. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. s.
p- 162, To be liable in a compenjation.

Law Trats, vol. 1. p. 45. -
- It is agreeable to rhe Erench idiem,
that in.is-fometimes put for wuich. - He had
been
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“Zeen provided in a fmall living by the Duke
- ¢f Norfok. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8. p.
- 68.

In fome familiar cafes, ithere is an el-
Jipfis of .this prepofition. It was effeemed
no wife probable. Hume's Hitory, vol. 7.
+p- 315. but this conftruction hardly {uits
grave ftyle, '

Inisfuperfluous in-thecotloquial phrafe,
ke finds me in snoney.and cloaths, &c.

The prepofition from had better bes
changed in the following fentences. The
effates of all were burthened by fines and con-
Fifeations, which had be-n lev.ed from them.
#ume’s Hiftory, vol. 7. p. 315 He
acquits sne from mine iniquity. Job. :better
of. Could he have profited from [by] repeat-
‘ed cexperiences. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8.
P 259 )

* "From feems to be fuperfluous after for-
“bear.  He.could not forbear from appointing
the Pope to.be one f the God fathers. lb.
vol. 8. p. 28..

The prepofition among .always implies
a number of things; and, therefore,
cannot be ufed in conjunétion with the
word. every, ‘which is in the fingular num-
ber. M hich is found among every [pecies
¢f liberty. JHume’s Effays, p. .92. The
sginicn of the edvance cof riches in the ifland

Jecms
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Jeems to gain ground among every body.
Hume’s Political Effays, p. 71. ’

There feems to be fome impropriety
in the ufe of the prepofition under in the
following fentence. T hat range of hifls,
known under the general name of mount ‘Fura-
Account of Geneva.

The prepofition fhrough is fometimes
{upplied by avery particular conftruction -
-of the adjetive long, thus all night long,
-and all day long, are equivalent to, through
afl the night, through all the day. '

Sometimes 4 is put for in. But the
Baffa detains us till he receives orders from
Adriample, which may probably be 2 month
a coming. Lady Montague’s Letters,
vol. 1. p. 147. i. €. in-coming. :

SECTION X.

Of the Order of Words in a Sen
tence.

AN adjective fhould not be feparated
' from its fubftantive, even by words
‘which modify its meaning, and make but
one fenfe with it. A large enough num-
. ' ber
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“ber furely. Hume’s Political Effays, p.

196. a mumber large enough. The lwer

_Jort of people are good enough judges

of ome mot very diftant from them. 1b. p,

261. Ten thoufand is a large enough bafe.
1b. '

Adjectives fignifying dimenfions, and
fome other properties of things, come af-
ter the nouns expreiling thofe particular
-dimenfions, or properties. A tree three

Jeet thick. A body fifty thoufand firong.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 3. p. 242. This
‘1aft expreffion is rather vulgar.

- There is, fometimes, great <legance,
-as well as force, in placing the adjeltive
-before the verb, and the fubftantive im-
mediately after it; as, Great:ss tbe Lord,
juft and true are thy ways, thuu king of
ifaints. Tt gives a peetical elevation to the’
expreffion,

Sometimes the word all is emphatically
.put after a number of particulars com-
prehended under it.

Her fury, her defpair, her every gefture .

Was nature’s language all.

Voltaire, vol. 27. p. 274.

Ambition, intereft, glory, all concurred,

Letters on*Chivalry, p. 11. Sometimes

. a fubftantive, which, likewife, compre-
-hends the preceding particulars, is ufed
in
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in conjuntion with this adje&ive. Roy-
-alifts, .republicans, churchmen, [ecTaries,

courtiers, patriots; all parties comcursed. in
-2he illufim. Hume’s Hiftory, wol. 8. p.

The word fuch is often placed after a
number of particulars to which it equally
relates. The figures of difcourfe, the point-
ed antithefis, the unnatural conceit, the jin-
gle of words ; fuch falfe ornaments were not
employed by early writers. Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 6. p. 129. .

By way of emphafis, the demonftra-
tive pronoun zhis, though in the conftruc-
tion -of a nominative cafe, is fometimes
placed without any verb, after the words
to which it belongs. 4 matter of great
importance this, in the condui of life. 1
cannot fay that I admire this conftruc-
tion, though it be much ufed, and par-
ticularly, if I remember right, by Mr.
Seed, in his {fermons.

Words defigned to diftinguith, and te
give an emphalis to.the perfonal pronouns,
which are the nominative .cafe to a verb,
are naturally placed after it. I ye for-
give not, every ome of you, his brother his
srefpaffes.
~ When a fentence begins with the words
‘all, mary, f5, as, how, #o0, and pcr‘l_:aps

ome
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‘fome others, the article a is elegantly pre-
ceded by the adje&ive, and followed by
wts correfpondent fubftantive. He fpake
in fo affectionate a mannex. So tall-a man I
rever faw before.  So profeffed an admiier
of the ancient poets. Addifon on Medals,
P 27- He istoo great a man.

Motft other particles muft be placed be-
-fore: the adje€tives; as, ke fpakein quite an
affectionate mammer.  Such a dark cloud
overcaft the evening of that day. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 469. So dark.a clud
would have been equivalent, and in all
refpets better.. He<was %o lefs able a negi-
ciator, than a courageous warrior. Smol-
lewt’s Voltaire, vol: 1. p. 181.

The prepofition of will not bear to be

feparated. from. the noun whieh it either
precedes or follows, without a difagreeable
cde&. The ignorance of that age, in mc~
chanical arts, rendered. the progrefs very
Slow of this new invention. Hume’s Hit-
tory, vol- 2. p: 445. Beng-in no fenfe ca-
_pable of either intention or remiffion. Har-
ris’s three Treatifes, p. t9o. The word
itfelf of Ged.  His picture, in diffemper, of
calumny borrowed from the. defeription of one
painted by Apelles, was fuppofed.to be a fatyr
.on that cardinal.  Walpole’s Anecdotes.

The
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The country firft dawned, that illuminated
the world, and beyond wwhich the arts canmok.
be traced, of civil [uiety or domeflic life.
Rafielas, vol. 2. p. 32-

Litde explanatory circumftances are

particalarly aukward between a genitive
cafe, and the word which ufually follows
it.  She began to extol the farmer’s, as fhe
¢alled him, excellent underftanding. Har-
© riot Watfon, vol. 1. p. 27-
If an entire claufe of a fentence depend:
- upon a word followed by of, the tranfpofi-
tion is eafy. Few examples occur, of prénces
who have willingly refigned their power-
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 472. If the
words followed by this particle make a
claufe, which might have been omitted,
and have left the fenfe compleat, it may.
be inferted at fome diftance from the noun
on which they depend, as it were, by
way of parenthefis. The nobleft difcoveries
thofe authors ever made, of art or of mature,
have all been produced by the tranfcendent
genius of the prefent age. Swift’s Tale of a
‘I['ub, p. 57.

The prepofition of, and the  words:
with which it is connected, may often ele-
gantly precede the verb on which they
both depend. Two months had now paf-
Jed, and of Pekuah nothing had been hean‘i.-
. Raft
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Raﬂ'cl‘as, vol. 2. p. 54. This conftrution
is not quite fo eafy, when thefe words de-
pend upon a fubftantive coming after
them.. He found the place rephte with-won—
ders, of which he propofed to folace himfelf
with the contemplation, if ke fhould nevcr
be able to accomplifh his flight. 1b. vol.
This conftruction is properly

F rench, and does not fucceed very well in
l:nglx{h Of the prefent ftate, whatever
it be, we feel and are forced to confefs the
mifery, Ib. p. 143. In the former of
thefe fentences we thould read, with the
contemplation of whick. he propefed to folace
himfelf. I am glad, then, [ays Cyuthio, that
he has thrown him upon a. fcience, of which
he has long wifhed to hear the uffulnefs.
Addifon on Medals, p. 12

It is a matter of indifference, with re-
fpect to the pronoun cre another, whether
the prepofition ¢f be placed between the
two parts of it, or before them both. We
may either {ay, they were jéalous one of ano-
ther,.or they were jealsus of one another.

Whenever no ambiguity will be occa.
fioned by putting the nominative cafe after
the verb, this confiruCtion makes an ele-
gant variety in Englith ftyle. This is par-
ticularly the cafe in verbs neuter, which
admit-of no obje&t of the affirmation,

Upen
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Upon thy right hand ftands the Queen. The--

nominative cafe has always this place when.
a fentence begins with the particle there..
There was a man fent from God, whofe name
was Johm.  And generally after then.
"I’hen.came unto.him the Pharifees. It may-
often, in.other cafes, have this place, and
even be feparated from the verb by other-
words, His characler is as much difputed.
as is commonly that of princes who are our
cotemporaries.  Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 6.
p. 97- But they are aakwardly feparated:
in the following fentence. Even the fa-
vage, fill lefs than the citizen, can be made
to quit that manner of life, in which he has
been trained.  Fergufon on Civil Society,.
. 145.

In the clofe of a paragraph, the nomi~
native cafe generally follows the wverb,
even when the fentence is affirmative,.
And thus have you exhibited a fort of a fketch
¢f art. Harris’s three Treatifes, p. 12.

But when the nominative cafe is com--
plex, and confifts of feveral words, it is
better to place it before the verb. The
following fentence, in which a differenc
order is obferved, is ungraceful. n un-
dertaking, which; in the execution, ‘proved
as impraclicable, as had turned out every
other of their pernicious, yet abortive

' {chemes,
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fchemes, Macaulay’s Hiftory, vol. 4.
P- 256.

The nominative cafe does not eafily fol-
low the verb when the particle zhan pre-
cedes it. He thought that the prefbyters
2would foon have become more dangerous to-
2 /e magiftrate, than had ever been the prela-
tical clergy. Hume’s Hittory, vol. 7. p..
7.3. tian the prelatical clergy had ever been.

When the nominative cafe is put after
a verb, the adverb never, and fuch others.
as are ufually placed after the verb, are-
put before them both; and when thofe
words begin a fentence, we are difappoint-
ed, if the verb do not immediately follow
it. Never jovereign was bleffed with more-
mnoderation of temper. Hume's Hift, vol..
6. p. 389. mever was fovereign.  Hence the
impoffibility appears, that this undertaking
Should be begun and carried on in a monarchy,
Hume’s Effays, p. 173. hence appears the-
impoffibility.

Alfo- when the nominative cale is put.
after the verb, on account of an inter-
rogation, no other word fhould be inter-
pofed between them. May not we here-
Jay with Lucretius. Addifon on Medals,
p 29. may we not fay. Is not is he.
Smollett’s Voltaire, vol, 18. p, 152. is it
mt I"o :

N ’ ,"thm
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When a nominative cafe is not pr
after a verb, it has a ftill worfe effect v
place the negative particles before i
Not only he found himfelf a prifoncr i
narrowly guarded. Hume’s Hiftory, vl
7. p. 77- It thould either have been, b
not only found himfelf, or nzt only did &'
find himfelf. The following fentence i
ftill more aukwardly conftructed, by the | |
interpofition of a claufe between the no- |
minative cafe and the verb. Not only’
the power of the crown, by means of wardfip
and purveyance, was very confiderable, it uc

alfo unequal, and perfmal. Hume’s Hif
tory, vol. 7. p. 3612.

‘The avxiliary verb o, or did, is necel-
farily placed before the nominative cafe,
when the fentence begins with neither, nor,
and perhaps feme other adverbs. "This
rule is obferved in one part of the follow-
ing fentence, and neglected in the other.
The difference of the effect will be per-
ceived by every Englith ear.  Neither th
-confable opened his gates to them, mor dil
the Duke of Burgundy lring him the [mailf
affiffance.  Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 3. p.
266. ' :

By a very peculiar idiom, the nomina-
tive cale is fometimes put after the verbs
may, ean, e, whew furprize js expreffed,

o
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5r a queftion is reported, &c. the words
if, whether, &c. being underftood, as, [
~vonder, can he do ity i. e. I wonder whe-
ther he can doit. She demanded of me, could
Y play at cribbage. Swift’s Pofthumous
Works. i. e. fhe demanded of me, if I could
play. 1 have frequently heard this form °
of expreffion in converfation, but do not
remember ever to have met with it in
writing, except in this paffage of Swift.

The negative particles are not well fitu-
ated between the aétive participles of aux-
iliary verbs, and the paffive participles of
other verbs. Which being not admitted’
into general ufe does not pleale the ear fo
well as which not being admitted. Having
not known, or not confidered; 1. e. not hav-
ing knywn. -

When feveral auxiliary verbs are ufed,
the place of the adverb is after the firft of
.them (if the fecond of them be not a
participle) whether the nominative cafe
come before or after the verb.. The three
graces are always hand in hand, to fhow us
that thefe three fhould be never feparated.
Addifon on Medals, p. 29. fhould never-
be feparated. And fince the favour can be
conferred but upm few, the greater number
will be always difcontented. Raffelas, vol,
2. p. 9. will always be, Shalll be never

N
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fuffered to forget thefe lectures. Ib. vol. »
p- 16. fhall I never le.

Though the negative participles fol-
low the auxiliary verbs in an interroge
tion, no other adverbs fhould be placed
there along with them. /#tuld not then
this ars have beem wholly uxknovwn. Har-
ris’s three Treatifes, p. 24. Hould
this art then have been. !

So clofely do.we expett every relative
to follow its antecedent, that if the ante-
eedent be a genitive cafe, the other fub-
ftantive cannot be interpofed between
them, without a difagreeable effect. Thy
attacked Northumberland’s: hoge, whem
they put to death. Hume's Hiftory, vol.
3. p. 362. He had fufficient experience
the exireme ardour and impatience of Hen-
ry’s temper, who could bear no esndradiiion.
Ib. vol. 4. p. 9a. I fhall not confine my-
Jelf to any man’s rules that ever lived. 'I'rit
.tram Shandy, vol. 1. p. 10.

In the following fentences the relative,
being ftill farther removed from its ante-
cedent, has a ftill worfe effe&t. To invoite
his miniltter, i ruin, who had been tht
author of it. Hume’s Hift. vol. 4. p. 225
Primauzeth’s fhip was fet on fire, who, find-
#ng his defiruciion inevitable, bore dowwn upan
the Englifh admiral. 1b, vol. 3, p. 362..h

. , T e
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The object of an affirmation thould not
< afily be feparated from its verb by the
xntervention of other claufes of the fen-
tence. The bad effet of this arrange-
xment may be perceived in the following
examples. Frederick, [eeing it was impaof-
_JSible to truft, with fafety, his life in the
FZrands of Chriftians, was obliged to take the
LV1ahometans for his guard. Smollett’s Vol-
taire, vol. 2. p. 73. The emperor refufed
'f0 convert, at once, the truce into a defi-
—nitive treaty. Bolingbroke on Hiftory,
vol. 2. p. 310. Becket could not better .
-difcover, than by attacking o powerful an
intereff his refolution to maintain with wvi-
gour the rights, real or pretended, of his
church. Hume’s Hiftory, vol." 1. p. 415.
Even whena verb and a prepofition, or
fome other word, make as it were, but
-one compound word, and have but one’
joint meaning, yet they thould be fepa-'.
rated in this cafe. Arran propofed toinvite
-back the king upom conditions. Hume’s
Hiftory, vol. 8. p. 299. to invite the king
Dback. : '
The French always place their adverbs
immediately after their verbs, but this
order by no means fuits the idiom of the
Englith-tongue, yet Mr. Hume has ufed
‘it in his hiftory, almoft without variation.
N 4 His
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His government gave courage to the Englifh
barons to carry farther their cppoyfition
Hume’s Hift. vol. 2. p. 46. Edward oj-
tained a difpenfation from his cath, whick
the barons had compelled Gaveflon to take,
that he would abjure for ever the reaim.
1b> vol. 2. p. 342. fo carry their oppsfition
Sarther, and, 0 abjure the realm for cver.
Sometimes a claufe of a fentence, con-
taining a feparate circumftance, is put in
the place of the adverb. However, th
miferable remains were, in the night, taken
down. Univerial Hift. vol. 24. p. 272.
When there are more. auxiliaries than |
one, the adverb fhould be placed after |
them, immediately before the participle.
Differtations on the prophecies which have
remarkably been fulfilled in the world,
Titde page to Dr. Newton’s treatifc on
the prophecies. This combination ap-
pears very irregular and harth. It fhould
have been, whick have been remaikabiy
JSulfillzd. There are, however fome adverbs,
in very common ufe, as ajways, gencrgliy,
¢ften, &c. which, if we judge by the ear,
are better placed betwixt the auxili-
aries ; as, He has always been reckonsd an
honef? yram.  The book may always be had
. at Juch a place. L
So
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So convenient is the place between the
a uxiliary verb and the participle for other
w ords, that feveral adjetives, agreeing
w ith the nominative cafe, are beft inferted
there. They all are invefled withthe power

-af punifking. Account of Geneva, p.gI.
2hiey are ali invefied.

Toe many circumftances are thrown
before the nominative cafe and the verb,
in the following fentence. This is what
we mean by the original contralt of Jociety,
which, though, ?:r/zaps, in no inftance it
Tas cuer been formaly expreffed, at the firft
nftitution of a flate, yet, in uature, and
reafon, fhould always be underfood and im-
plied in every act of affociating together.
Blackftone’s Commentaries, vol. 1. p. 48.
The arrangement of this fentence will be
reltified by placing the circumftance, in
ny inflance, betweén the auxiliary and the
participle 3 which though perhaps, it has,
_an no inflance, been formally exprefed.

The parts of the word however, are
eften feparated by the interpofition of an
adjective, and the particle fo is prefixed
to the part ever; which feems to be much
better than to fubjoin the adjetive to the
entire word. The king, however little
Jorupulous in fome refpecis, was incapable of -
any think harfh or barbarous. Hume’s -

N 4 Hift.
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Hitt. vol. 7. p. 468. how Ulttle ferupuleas
Joever. The opinions of that [ect f2ill kegt
poffeffion of his mind, however little ticy
appeared in his condult. 1b. 47v. how [littl:
Joever. However much he might dejpiz
the maxims of the king's adminiftraticn, he
kept a total filence on that fubjesi. 1b. vol.
8. p. 267. how much fiever.

The pronouns whichfiever, hswfoever,
and the like, are alfo elegantly divided
by the interpofition of the correfponding
fubftantive, and make a better confiruc-
tion than which ever, &c. without jz pre-
<ceding the fubftantive. On which ever
fide the king caff his eyes. Hume’s Hift.
vol. 6. p. 3:0. Tomy ear, enwhich_fide
Joever founds better. -

-The altive participie, placed before its
fubftantive, in imitation of the ablative
cafe in Latin, makes a very aukward con-
ftru&tion in Englith. Removing the term
from WeRminfler, fitting the parliament,
was illegal.  Macaulay’s Hift. vol. 3. p.
283. while the parliament was fitting, or
the parliament being fitiing.

. In familiar ftyle, the word though clofes
a fentence, as it were, elliptically. Indeed
but he did though. Female Quixote, vol.
1. p. 132, :

Section.

4
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SzcTtion XI.

Of the Correfpondence of IVerds exprelfing

Nuirters.

Number of perfors, though confi-
dered in fucceflion, in which ca’e
there exifts only one at a time, {lould,
neverthelefs, be fpoken of as in the plu-
ral number.” The diffenticns it kad at honies
with its bifhops, and tae viv'erces it fuffered
Srom withut, particularly jrem its confant
-and inteterate enemy, the Dukes of Savoy,
kept it engaged ina perpetual fiene of war
-and cenfiyficn.  Account of Geneva, p. 19.
enemies.

Icisarule, that two diftinc fubjeéts of
an ‘affirmation require the verb to be in-
‘the plural number, in the fame manner
as if the affirmation had tezn made con-
cerning two or more things of the fame
kind. Bur, notwithftanding this, if the
fubjeds of theaffirmation be nearly rela-
txd, the verb is rather better in the fingu-
lar number.  Ne/diiig but the marvellous
and fupernatural hath any charms for them.
Lilene:s arnd ignhorance [confidered as

kird-
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kindred dilpofitions, and forming one ha-
bitof the mind] if it be fuffered 13 procees.
- &c. Johnfon, He fent his angels to figi!

Jor his people, and the difcomtiture and
flaughter of great hofs, is abtributed ts
their qf "fance.

If the terms be very nearly related, a
plural verb is manifeltly harth; though
it may be thoughe to be ftrictly grammu-
tical. His politenefs and obliging beha-
viour were chenged. Hume’s Hittory,
vol. 6. p- 14. was would have read beteer.
That quick march of the [pirits, if prolonged,
begeés & languor and lethargy, that de-
ftroy al/l enjoyment. Hume. defiroys.

It is not neceflary that the two fubjeéts
of an affirmation fhould ftand in the very
fame copftruction, to require the verb
to be in the plural number. If one of
them be made to depend upon the other
by a connelting particle, it may, in fome
cafes, have the fame force, as if it were
independent of it. A long mrfz of time,
with a variety of accidents and circumjtances,
are requifite to produce thofe revelutions.

ume.

It is very common ro confider a col-
feCtive noun as divided into the parts of
which. it confifts, and to adapt the con-
ﬂru&xon of the fentence to thefe parts,

and
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“and not to the whole, If an academy
Should be spablifhed for the cultivation of our
Syle, which I, who can never wifk to fe
dependence multiplied, hope the [pirit of Eng-
lifh liberty will hinder, cr deffroy ; let them,
inflead of compiling grammars and dictiona-
sies, endeavour, with all their influence, to
Sop the licenfe of tranflaters; whofe idle- -
nefs and ignorance, if it be [uffered to pro-
ceed, will reduce us to babble a dialet of
French. Johnfon. Let the members of it
would have been better. In this man-
ner pronouns often miflead perfons.
‘Whatever related to ecclefiofiical meetings,
matters, and perfons, were to be ordered ac-
cording to fuch directions as the king fhould
Jfend to his privy council. - Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 8. p. 49. Con any perfon, on their
entrance into the wworld, e fully fecure, that
they fhall not be deoceived.  Fair American,
vol. 2. p. 26. R
It is a rule refpe€ting numbers, that
nouns of a fingular termination, but of a
plural fignification, may admit of a verb
cither fingular or plural ; but this is by
ro means arbitrary. 'Weoughtto confi-
der whether the term will immediately
fuggeft the idea of the number it repre-
fents, or whether it exhibit to the mind
the idea of the whole, as one thing, In
' ) the
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the former cafe, the verb ought to be
plural, ia the latter it ought to be fingu-
lar. Thus it feems harth to fay with Har-
vey in Johnfon, In France the peafantry
goes bare.fi!, and the middle f{ort, through
all that kingdom, makes ufe of wooden
Shoes. 1t would be better to fay, The pea-
Jantry go bare foot, and the middle fort
make ufe, &c. becaule the idea, in both
thefe cafes, is that of a number. . But
words expretfing the greateft numbers may
be ufed in a fingular conftruétion, if the
1ideas they convéy may be conceived at
-once; as, a hundred pounds, a great mamy
men, &c.

On the contrary, there is an harthnefs
in the following fentences of Hume, in
-which nouns of number have verbs plural;
sbecaufe the ideas they reprefent feem not
€0 be fufficiently divided, as it were, in
the mind. The court of Rome were not
withou! folicitude.  The houfe of commons
were of fmall weight. The houfe of lords
were o much  influenced by thefe reafons.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8. p. 108. -
Dhen's party were entirely broke up by the
- captivily of the’r leader. 1b.- vol. 1. p.
306.  An army of twenty-four thoufand
were affembled. One would think that nam-
ing the actual numberof mea, of which

' the
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the army confifted, would be fufficient to
break the idea into its proper parts; but
1 think that the effe&t of this fentence
upon the ear proves the contrary. Aa
- army, though confifting of ever fo many

men, is ftill one thing, and the verb ought
to be in the fingular number.

Some nouns, however, of a fingular
form, but of a plural fignification, con-
flantly require a plural conftru&ion; as,.
the fewer, or the more acquaintance [ hatve.
All the other nebility.  They were carried
over ts Buhemia by fome youth of their na-
tion, wio fudicd inOxford. Hume’s Hif~
tory.

g)th#r nouns, of a plural form, but of
a (ingular ﬁcnmcat‘on require a fingular
conftr u&xon as, mathematicks is aufful'
Sudy. ‘I his_obfervation will likewife, in
fome meafure,, vindicate the grammaticak
propriety of the famous faying of William:
of Wykeham, Manners maketh man.

It 1s a rule, Ibelieve, inall grammars,
that when a verb comes between two
nouns, either of which may be underftood
as the fubje& of the affirmation, that it
may agree with either of them; but fome
regard mufk be had to thar which is more

" naturally the fubje& of it, as alfo to that
wlnch ftands next to the verb; for if no-
regard.
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regard be paid to thefe circumftances, the
conltruction will be harth.  Minced pies
was rezarded as a profane and fuper/Eiticus
wiand by the fectaries. Hume's Hiftory.
A greac caufe of the low fate of indufiry
were the reftraints put upenit. Ib. By this
term was underfloed, fuch perfons as ine
aented, or drew up rules for themjelves and
the world.

It feems wrong to join words which are
attributes of unity to nouns in the plural
number, as the word whole, in the fol-
lowing fentences of Mr. Hume. Tke fe-
weral places of rendexvous were concerted,
end the whole operations fixed. Hiftory,
vol. 8. p. 179. Inthefe rigid opinicns the
whole feQaries concurred. b, Alimof the
whole inhabitants were prefent. 1b. Thig
conftru&ion is, I think, uniformly ob-
ferved by this author. Though we fay
.a whole naticn, yet there does not feem to
be the fame, propricty in faying a whde
people.  Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 8. p. 92.
becaufe the word people fuggefts the idea
of a number.

It is, and it was, are often, after the
manner of the irench, ufed in a plural
conftrution, and by fome eof our beft
writers. It is either a few great men who
decide for the whole, or it is the rabble that

Sfollow
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folliv a feditious ringleader, ahy is nif
knowa, perhaps, to a dozen amoig them.
Hume’s Effays, p. 296. It is they that
are the real authors, though the foldicrs are
the afors of ‘the revolutions. Lady Mon-
tague’s Letters, vol. 2. p. 5.1t was the
hereticks that firj? began to rail againft the
Sineft of all thearts. Smollett’s Voltaire, vol.
16. ’Tis thefe that early taint the female
Joul.  This conftruction feems aimoft un-
avoidable in anfwer to a queftion afked in
the fame form. HWho was it that caught the
S/ 2 1t was we.  This licence in the con-’
ftru&ion of i¢ is (if the eritical reader wilt
think proper to admit of it'at all) has
however, been certainly abufid in the
following fentence, which is thereby made
a very aukward one. It is wenderful the
very few trifling accidents, which happen nog
ance, perhaps, in feveral years. Obfcrva-
tion on the Turks, vol. 2. p. 54.

Alfo, when the particle thgre is prefixed
ta a verb fingular, a plural nominative
may follow without a very fenlible im-
propriety. There necefarily follows from
thence, thefe plain and unqucffionable con-
fequences.

‘The word mone may feem to be a con-
traltion of 7o one, yet it admits of a plaral
confiultion. AU of them had great au-
’ therity
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therity, indeed, but none of them were
Jovereign grinces.  Smollett’s  Voltaire-
none ¢f them except the heir, are fuppofed
to kuwsw them, Law Traéts, p. 211-
This word 1s alfo found in a fingular con+
ftruction. None ever varies his opinion-
Raflelas, vol. 2. p. 1q.

Faults, with rcfpecl- to number, are
often made by an inattention to the pro-
per meaning of or and other disjunétive

paruicles. Speaking impatiently to fervants, -

" or any thing that betrays inattention, or ill
humeur, are alfs criminal. Spetator, is alfa
¢criminzl. .4 man may jee a metaphor or an

allegory in a picture, as well as read them -

in a defeription.  Addifon on Medals, p..
30.. read 14, But their religion, as well as
their cifioms, and manners, were firangely
viifreprefenied.  Bolingbroke on Hiftory,
p. 123. Tue author of the infeription, as
well as tigfe who prefided cver the reffa-
ralion of the fragn'mts, wete dead. Con-
damine’s Travels, p. 60.

Words conneéted with a proper fub-
ject of an affirmation, are apt to miflead
a writer, and introduce confufion into
the conftruction of his {fentences with re-
fpet wo number. I fancy they are thefe
kind of gods, which Horace mentions in

bis allegorical veffel ; which was Jo broken
and
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and fhattered to pieces. Addifon on Me-
dals, p. 74. The mechanifm of clocks and
watches were totally unknown. Hume.
T he number of inhabitants were not more
than four millims. Smoller’s Voltaire.,
Let us difeufs what relates to each particular
#n their order. its order. There are a fore
of authors, who feorn to take up with ap-
pearances. Addifon on Medals,. p. 28.

The word fort feems to refer to a num-
ber of things, and the word kind feems
to be more proper when the quality. of
one fingle thing is fpoken of; yet this
diftinction has not been obferved by wri-
ters. The noblef? {ort of the true critic, Swift's
Tale of a tub. But allowing that we
may fay a fort of a thing ;. as a fort of land,
a fort of wheat, and the like; yet, in this
conftrution, the ideais certainly- fingular.
In the following paffage, however, it oc-
eurs in the plural number. There was
alfo among the ancients afort of critic, mot
diflinguifhed in fpecie from the. former, but in
growth or degree; who feem to have been
only tyro’s or junior fcholars. 1b. p. 6o.

An endeavour to comprize a great deal;
in one fentence is often the occafion of a.
confufion in numbers. Words confiff of:
one. or- more fyllablcos; [yllables of one or

maore
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more letters. One of the moft aukward
of thefe examples I have met with is the
following. The king was petitioned to ap-
Pornt ome, or more, perfon, or perfens. Mac-
aulay’s Hiftory, vol. 3.

* Many writers, of no fmall reputation,
fay you was, when they are fpeaking of 2
fingle perfon ; but as the word yo# is con-
fefledly plural; the verb, agrecably to
the analogy of all languages, ought to
be plural too. Befides, as the verb is
in the fecond perfon, we ought to fay
you waft rather than you was; and, in the
prefent tenfe, we always fay vax are in the
plural number, and not you art, or yu
is.in the fingular. Defire this paffonate
lover to give $ou a characler of his miftrcfs,
ke will tell you, that heis at a lofs for words
to diftribe her charms, and will afk you fe-
rioufly, if ever you was, ecquainted with a
goddefs or an angel.  If you anfwer that you
never was, he will then fay—1klume’s Ef
fays, p. 224.

Sreriox




r o195 ]
Srcrron XIL

of corrc[ponding Particles.

HE greateft danger of inattention
to the rules of grammar is in com-
pound fentences, when the firft claufe
1s to be connefted with two or more
fucceeding ones. Thereis a prodigious
variety of cafesin which this may happen,
and the ftyle of our beft writers is often
extremely faulty in this refpect. In or-
der to preferve an eafy connetion of the
different claufes of a fentence, the ftriéteft
regard muftbe hadto thofe particles, which
cuftom has made to correfpond to one an-
other; fo that when one of them is found
towards the beginning of a fentence, the
other is expected to follow in fome fubfe-
quent part of it. As examples, in thefe
cafes efpecially, are more intelligible than
rules, or defcriptions; I thall produce a
confiderable number of the inftances of
faulty correfpondence, which have oc.
curred tome ; and fhall infert, in a diffe-
eat charalter, the words which would
have made them grammatical, or fubjoin-

~ that form of the fentence, which, I think.

. would have been better,

o 02 Fquali
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Equal is but ill put for the fame, or as
much, and made to precede and correfpond
to as in the following fentence. I :5 ne-
ceffary to watch him with equal vigour, as
if ke had indulged himfelf in all the exceffes
of cruelty. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 6. p.
63. Agirl of twelve cannot poffefs equal
diferetion to govern the fury of bhis paffion,
as one who feels mot its violence, till fhe be
Jeventeen or eighteen. Hume’s Effays, p.
286. And equally does not well fupply
the place of as. This new extreme was
equally pernicious to the publick peace as the
others. Ib. p. 329. He deems the fkirmifhes
of kites and crows equally deferving of a
particular narrative, as the confufed tranjac-
tions and battles of the Saxon heptarchy. 1b.
vol. 1. p. 28.

. The fame feems to require that, if more
than a fingle noun clofe the fentence.
Germany ran the fame rifque as Italyhad done.
Bolingbroke on Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 180:
The fame rifque as Italy, might, perhaps.
have done. She refis herfelf on a pillow,
for the fame reafon as the poet often com~
pares an obftinate refoluticn, or a great firm-
nefs of mind, to & rock, that isnot to be moved
by all the affaults of winds or waves, Ad-
" difon on Medals, p. 46, The highlander
has the fame warlike ideas annexed to the
Jound
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>znd of the bagpipe, as an Englifliman has
= the found of the trumpet or fife. Brown.
™S I examine the Prolemean and Copernican
y>ffems, I endeavour only, by my enquiries, to
cnow the real fituation of the planets; that
"5, im other words, 1 endeavour to give them, .
rn my mind or conception, the fame relations
as they bear to each cther in the heavens.
Hume’s Effays Moral and Political, p.
227.

In the fame manmer as, or, in the fame
manner that, may perhaps, be equally
proper ; but the latter conftruction leans
more to the French, and the formér is
more peculiarly the Englith idiom. He
told the Queen, that he would fubmst to her,
in the fame manner that Paul did to Leo.
Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 5. p. 5t1.

So does not feem to admit of as, when
any words intervene between them.
There is nothing fo incredible, as may not be-
come likely, from the folly and wickednefs of
Fokn. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 100,

So foom as, does not read fo well, par-
ticularly in the middle of a fentence, as,
as fom as. Thefe motives induced Edward,
to intruft the chief part of bis government in
the hands of ecclefiafticks at the hazard of
Jeeing them difown his autherity fo foon as
1t weuld turn againft them. 1b. vol. 2, s
(0)

3 s22.
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422, Religious zeal made them fly to then
Sandards, e foon as the trumpet was fcund-

¢d by their [piritual and temporal leaders.

Ib. vol. 6. p. 280.

For the reafon that is a good correfpon-
dence; for the reafon why is a bad one.
For thete reafons I Juppsfe it is, why feme
have conceived it would have been TEry ex-
pedient for the publick good of learning, that
cvery true criticy as fcon as he had finifhed
Mis tafk affigned, fhould immediately " deirver

hmfelf ap to ratfbane or hemp.  Swift’s Tale

of a Tub,. P+ 55

» In imitation, I fuppofe, of the

Frenchidiom is, by Mr. Hume, generally
‘made to follow a comparative, juck feenes
are the more ridicuious, that the paffion of
James feems mot to have comtained in it a
sing crimingl, FHume's Hittory, vol 6.
P+ 5. Other princes bave repofed themfehes
on rhem with the more confidence, that the
object has been beholden to their bounty for
every ‘Bomour. Ib, This .conjunétion is
alfo frequently ufed by fome of our more
modetn writers, in other cafes where the
French ufe que, and efpecially for as; 1
never left him, that I wasnot ready to fay
"o kim, diew vous faffe, &Sc. Bolingbroke
on Hiftory, vol. 1. p. 121. Perhaps
when would be more truly Englifh in this

e
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fentence, or we fhould rather fay, Ineter
Zeft him but, or, till Jwas ready.

It is a very common fault with many
of our writers, to make fuch correfpond to
who; whereas the Englith idiom is fuck
as; and he, fhe, they, thefe, or, thofe, who.
It is a place which, for many years, has-been
much reforted to by fuch of aur countrymen,
whofe fortunes indulge them in that part of
education which we call travelling. Account
of Geneva. A high ceurt of juftice was
erected for the trial of fuch criminals, whofe
Zuilt was the moff apparent. Hume’s Hif-
tory, vol. 7. p. 289. thofe criminals.

Scarce, or fearcely, does not admit of
than after it. Scarcely had he received the
homage of this new pontiff, than ohn the
twelfth had the courage to fir up the Romans
again. Smollett’s Voltaire. There is a
much better ccrrefpondence to this par-
ticle in the following fentence, from the
fame author. Scarce had he left the camp,
when the very fame night, ome half of the
emperor’s army went over fo his fon Lotha+
rius.

When two claufes of a fentence re.
quire each a different particle, it is very
common to forget the conftruétion of the
former claufe, and to adhere to that of

04 the
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the latter only. He was more beloved, b
not fo much admired as Cinthio. Addifon
on Medals. More requms than after it,
- “which is no where found in this fentence.
“The fupreme head of the church was a foreign
potentate, who was guided by interefts alwways
different, fometimes contrary to thofe of the
community. Hume’s Hift. vol. 4. p. 35.

Never was man Jo teized, or [uffered
half the uneafinefs as I have dowe this even-
ing. Tater, N°. 160. The firft and
thirdclaufe, viz. Never was man fo terzed
as I have-been this. evening, may:be joined
~withoutany-impropriety ; ‘but to conne&
the fecond .and third, that muft be {ubfti-
futed:inftead of ar, and the fentence be
vead “thus ; or fuffered kalf -the uncafinefs
that:] have dene, or elfe, Jhalf fo much un-
eafinefs as I have done.

‘Negative particles - often occafion em-
‘barraflment to a writer, who, in this cafe,
is not o apt to attend to the -exact-cor-
refpondence -of the different .parts of a
fentence. Nor is darger ever qpprehended
in fuch a government from the violence of the
fovereign, no more than we commonly appre-
hend danger from thunder -or earthquakes.
‘Hume’s Effays, p. 133. any more. _Arigflo,

Zaffs, Gadileo, no more than Rgphael, were
no
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not born in republicks. Hume, Neither
-certainly requires nor in the -claufe of 2
{entencecorrefponding toit.  Tiere is ano-
#her ufz that, in my opinion, coitrilutes ra-
‘tber to make a manlearned than wife, and is
neither capable of pleafing the und:rfanding,
or smaginaticn.  Addilon on Medals, p.,
16.  No does but-ill fupply the place of
#either in this.correfpondence. Northum-
erland tok an vath, -befere two-archbifhops,
that no cintralt, ner premile had ever paj-
fed between them. Hume’s Hiftory, vol.
4- P- 174. or.promife. .

Never fo was formerly ufed ‘where we
now fay ever fo. - This form is generally
-to be found in the works of Mr. Addifon,
and others of his age. Tt is conftantly
-ufed in our cranflation of the Bible charm
ke never fo wifely.

The comparative degree and the con-
jun&tion but have not an eafy correfpon-
denee.  Than is preferable.  The minifiers
Zained nothing farther by this, but enly to
engage the houfe to join the qa(ﬁion of the
children’s marriage with that-of the fettlement
of the creun. Huwe’s Hift. vol. . p. 105.
Befides does not {tand well in the fame
conftruétion, The barons had little more
to rely n, befides the power of their fa-

milies.
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milies. Hume’s Hiftory, vol. 2. p. 193.
more than, or take away the word mare and
the conftruction will be more eafy.  Nei-
ther does be/ides follow in correfpondence
with other near fo well as than. Never
did any cfiablifhed power receive fo firong c
declaration of its ufurpation and invaliai'y ;
and from no other inflitution, befides the
admirable one of juries, could be expecled
this magnammous effort. Hume’s Hiftory,
vol. 7.p. 209. Nordoes but do fo well
as than. They had mo other element but
wars. Ib. vol. 1. p. 104.

THE END.
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