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THERE is not a fubject in literature fo ge-
nerally defpifed as Grammar ; yet there is not a
{ubject of more confequence, The reafon why
it is fo odious to every body but fchoolmafters,
may perhaps be this. "T'he authors who have trea-
ted of this fubject, however eminent for erudi-
tion, have been wholly ignorant of the origin
and conftruction of the Englifh language ; and
have, by falfe arbitrary rules, attempred to dif-
iage, and introduce
{fomething different fr'omn common pracfice. 'Now
real Grammar is nothing but common practice ;
and when a man rifes up and tells a nation, they
are all blockheads, and theirlangunage incorrect,
and vulgar, it isbut juftthat they inreturn fhould
call him a pedant, and defpife his rules. This
has been the fate of the three moft celebrated
philologers of the Englifh nation, Johnfon, Lowth,
and Harris. Thefe writers, greatindeed in Greek
and Latin, but knowing nothing of the true prin-
ciples of Englifh, have labored to prove their na-
tive language full of errors and defects; and to
correc¢t the one and f{upply the other by foreign
rules. The authority of their names has had an
unhappy effect upon the langnage—it has per-
{naded the learned to refign the true idioms of
the language and introduce many corruptions in-
to books ; while the body of the nation, govern-
ed by habit, retaintheir former practice. Hence
the difference between the language of books
and converfation—a difference generally illfound-
ed, and improper. To fhew how fuperficially
fome of thefe great men, as they are called, have
confidered the fubject, let me requeft my readers
to attend to the following examples. Lowth tells
us, that the phrafe I am miftaker, means I am mif-
underflood. Strange indeed that fo great a man
thould be /o miftaken. Let me afk what is it that
conftitutes the meaning ofa word ! Every ration-
al man will reply, the /fenfe which a whole nation
annex toit in practice. 1 11ay, I am miftaken, does
not every man, woman and child underftand me
to mean, [ am wrong, or in an erro fe/f 2 This
cannot be denied. This common wrd d /ing then
conftitutes the true fignification of the phrafe, and
no man, not even a Right Reverend Father in
God, has arightto fayitis »of the meaning. The
truth is, when applied to perfons, miftaken is al-
ways ufed in this fenfe, and in no other. It has
loft its participial meaning; in the fame manner
as fraught and drunken, tho derived from freight
and drizk have loft all idea of action and become
mere adjectives ; fo that it is improper to ufe
them in the participial manner; As bas fraught a
veffel, a man has drunken. Yet as adjectives de-
noting a quality, the one denoting very fu//, the
other a flate of intoxication, they are both correct
and crxprcli:\'é ; :un;un/rng/‘t with /‘/:,;’/Z,l‘.uj; adrunk-
en ,"/"'.’77;"

Lowth fays likewife adjectives are improperly
ufed for adverbs; as extreme co/d. Why did the
good Bifhop overlook the phrafes fu// fweet, ver;
co/d ! Will any man deny the latter to be good
Englith ? It will be faid very is an adverb. Not
at all: The adverb is verily. Very is always an
adjective, as, this is the very man : Itis fimply the
¥rench vrai, true ; formerly written in Englith
veray, and in modern times, very. The truth is,
it is an idiom of the language, co-eval with its
formation,thatone adjective may qualify another:
and the idipm of the language is not only oxe,
but the o7#/y ground of grammatical rules. Yet
this idiom has always been overlooked.

Another example. Dr. Samuel Johnfon writes
““ he needs not be very careful ;”’ inftead of the
common phrafe, Ae need not.  How furprizing it
is that a whole nation fhould overlook the reafon
why need, in the ufual practice of {peaking, iscor-
rect Englifh, without the perfonal termination!
Need when ufed alone and followed by anobject,
is regular ; he needs fupport.  But when followed
by another verb, it is confidered as a helper, as
well as will, can or may ; and he needs not go, is as
bad Englifh as he wills not go, or cans not go. This
diftinction has been obferved in wi//, he will not go,
hewills it, and why it fhould have been overlooked
in zced and dare, when it is ftrictly obferved in
practice from the prince to the wafber-woman, is
really furprizing.

Lowth, with his head full of Latin rules, re-
commends averfe from inftead of averfe to ; and
many American writers have adopted it. From
lS‘i} noun fignifying beginning :‘.‘11(1 t0, amoun fig-
nifying ézd. ¢ A man goes from New-York to
Bofton;"’ Thatis, “‘he goes beginaing NewYork,end
Boflon. This confirudétion is not miore curious
than true ; as modern difcoveries have clearly
proved, that rude nations talk firft by names on-
ly; and that all our particles, are old Gothic
nouns and verbs. [ am averfe from war, therefore
is fimply this, I am averfe b ng war, This
is not the meaning ; for aver/e denotes a quality
or ftate of the mind, / #i7g in my own breaft,
and direcéted to the object, war. Hence the old
phrafe aver/z tois correct, and will ftand the teft
of all the criticifin in the nation.

a
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I will not multiply examples.
hasmade fome valuable difcoverié¢s, which will be
the bafis of the firft Englifh Grammar ever pub-
lithed. The philological writers in America,
have not the authority of a Right Reverend, a
D.D.oralL.L.D.togive weight totheir opin-
ions ; but their attempts to correct the tafte of
our youths, by ftrippiug the learning of this coun-
try of its pedantry, will finally prevail over pre-
judice, and call back the ftudentto the principles
of common fenfe.

SKETCHOF PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS.

In the HOUSE of REPRESENTATIVES of the
UNITED STATES.

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST I2, 1789g:

THE engrofled bill, providing for the expen-
ces which may attend negociations, and treating
with thé Indian tribes—and for appointing com-
mifliohers te fuperintend the fame, was read,
when the Houfe proceeded to fill up the blanks.
It was moved that the fum of forty one thoufand
dollars be inferted in the firft blank. 'This mo-
tion was oppofed by Mr. SumpTeER, Mr. GERRY,
and Mr. LivErmorE—It was faid, that a previ-
ous eftimate of the expences neceflary to be incur-
ed, ought firft to be exhibited to the houfe—that
great trauds and abufes had been complained of
in thefe negociations—that the whole amount of
the revenue would fall fhort of the neceflary ex-
pences of the current year, and therefore it was
incumbent onthe Houfe to grant monies with due
caution and deliberation—That it could not be
contended that fo large a fum was requifite, but
on the fuppofition of a very large number of In-
dians’ attetiding, and prefentsbeing provided for
them—It was urged that the treaties would be as
efficacious without collecting a whole nation to-
;;cti'.cr——:unl the cuftom of giving prefents
was reprobated by fome of the members, asa mea-
fure fraught with ufelefs expence, much mifchief,
and inconvenience.

Mr. JACKSON, Mr. HarTLEY, Mr. CLYMER,
and Mr. Barpwix fupported the motion—The
latter gentleman produced a ftatement of the ex-
pences which would arife from holding a treaty
with the Creek nation only, of which it was ex-
pected that 1500 w ould attend—It was obferved
that the fum moved for was to defray the expen-
ces of treating with the Indian tribes in general
—more particularly with the Wabaih nation, and
with the tribes to the fouthward of the Ohio—
That agreeably to the eftimate, which was laid
on the table, the whole {fum moved for would be
neceflary ; but if the houfe chofe to have the
treaties conducted upon different principles from
what has been cuftomary, they can make {fuch al-
terations as they may fee proper.

Themotion for 41c00 being put, it pafled in the
negative. Mr. MapisoN then mov ed that the
blank thould be filled with 40000—this was like-
wife oppofed—and the ayesand noescalled for on
the qlxl-iiioll——\\ hich are as follow :

AFFIRMATIVE.

Meflrs Baldwin, Benfon, Brown,
Burke, Cadwallader, Cole,
Fitzfimons, Gale, Grifn, Hartle

: //:z/;'//')f‘z)n‘w/:, Fa kfon, Laurance, L
*Y Madifon, Matthews, P. Mublen
Page, Scott, Smith, (S.C.) Stone, Syl-

Trumbull, Tucker, J ining
orth, Wynkoop. twenty-eight.
NEGATIVE.

( Meflrs Ames, Boudinot, Carrol,
| Floyd, Gerry, Gilman, Grout, Heifler,

Noes—23 \; /)/‘.‘f/w,f‘«/, /“f//.'lfr'/./, [,.r:"ur mnore, ,1/:///,

Y} Parker, Partridge, Van Ranfellaer,
l Schureman, S -k, Seney, Sherman,
Swith, (\I HS’.'-T, .31‘!/’,'/'1‘/',7/".,(/‘m’.

Majority §.——>So the motion obtained.

The blankin the claufe for allowing a compen-
fation to the commiflioners was filled with Eight
dollars pr.day, exclufive of their actual expences
at the place of holding the treaties.

Upon motion Mr. P. MUHLENBERG, and Mr.
Wapsworti were added to the committee ap-
pointed to bring in a bill providing a fyftem of
regulations for the militia of the United States,

Adjourned.

Clymer,
,) )
e
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Ayes—2 i

[1t fhould have been noticed before, that Meflts
Errzs Laurance, and Grirrin, were
appointed a committee to bring in a bill, to ef-
tablifh the falaries of the officers in the executive
department.

N. B. In the committee of conference on the
part of the Senate, mentioned in our laft, for
“¢ Jackfon’ read Jonnson.

IMONS,

THURSDAY, AUG. I3.

The engrofled bill providing for the expences
of negociations and treating with the Indians,
&c. was read, and pafled to be enacted.

Mr. LEE moved that the Houfe fhould refolyve
itfelf into a committee of the whole on the ftate
of the Union, to take into confideration the re-
port of the committee on amendments to the
Conilitution.

The imm
advocated b

liate adoption of this motion was
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Smrth, (S. C.) Mr. GerRY ME, Sand
Mr. SnErMa N—The latter gentlemen ’;’encyrz‘i it
()hic;'w:n‘l. That thc:"c was a great variety of |,
nefs before the houfe, which it is of the ore.
importance fhould precede the comidcr;‘:i
all other—thatit appears abfurd to m:zkcv:zh(.r,i_
tion in a form of government, before i hyg o
operative exiftence—that it is of the firft con.ll
quence to compleat the judiciary bill—that w1,
out this and {everal other bills now l)ux;“,qf:‘;,
the houfe, we cannot carry one of the 1'(‘-&“;
laws into execution—not a breach of the law g
the United States can be punifthed—not a "Clid
can be feized—T lie difcuflion of the fubject at this

moment will obitruct the wheels of governmey,
: Ey

ly

itelt
on of

and throw every thing into confufion—mean tip,
the United States are without law, ‘and haye no
authority to puniih a fingle crime. It was further
faid, that few, it any of the State aflemblies g5,
in feffion, and therefore it will unneceflarily cqy.
fume the prefent time, whichis fo precions—thy
the people repofing full confidence in ti:cjm'ticc‘
and wifdvm ot the Houfe this fubject \\'ou}dr
have feafonable and due artention paid to it, are
as anxious and folicitous to fee the governmey
in operation, as they are about amendments,

The Speakers againft the motion feverally ex-
prefled themfelvesin favor of taking up the fy).
ject as fognasthe judicial, executive, and revenge
departments were fo far completed that it conld
with propriety be faid that we hada governmey;,

In fupport of the motion it was obferved,—
That fince the {ubject had ficft been introduced, fp
much time has clnpi‘cal, that if it is not now taken
up, the peaple will be led to fuppofe, thatit is
the intention of Congrefs never to do any thing
in the bufinefs—that the people are extremely
anxious upon the i'uh_icCt—v:nl(l nmhing ihort ofa
conviction that"thofe rights, which they conceive
to be in danger as the Conftitution now ftands,
will be placed in a ftate of greater il'cm'i[y,\\iil
quiet their apprehenfions—that the number of
thofe in favor of amendments confifted ofa large
and refpectable proportion of the citizens of the
States—that the peace and tranquility of the Uni-
on depend upon a proper attention to their juf
expectations—that if thofe who are anxious for
amendnrents, had been added to thofe who open-
ly oppofed the Conftitution, it would have pro-
bably met a quite different fate—that except thefe
amendments are made, the government will want
the confidence of the people, and that energy
which is neceffary to its exiftence—thatthe fame
reafons for a poftponement have repeateglybeen
afligned, and there is no profpect thata more con-
venient opportunity will offer. The queftionbe-
ing put on the motion of Mr. LEE, it pafledinthe
affirmative. The Houfe accordingly formed in-
to a committee of the whole.

Mr. BoupinoT in the cliair.

The report of the committee was then read—
the firft article of which isin thefe words, viz.

In the introductory paragraph of the Conftitt-
tion, before the words ‘ We the pcr)ple,” adJ,.
¢ Government being intended for the benefit of
the People,and the rightful eftablifhmeut thereof
being derived from their authority alone.”

Mr. SnErMAN : I am oppofed to this moded!
making amendments to the ('o::lkitntion-:uu}am
for ftriking out from the report of the commitice
the firft article entirely. I conceive that we ¢
not incorporate thefe amendments in the body
of the Conftitution. It would be mixing.bl'ﬂf”:
iron, and clay—it would be asabfurd as tomcor
porate an act in addition to an act, in the bodyo!
the act propofed to be amended or explaine
thereby—which I believe was never heard of bf'
fore.—I conceive that we have no right to @
this, as the Conftitution is an act of the people
and ought to remain entire—whereas the ament
ments will be the a¢t of the feveral legiflatures
Mr. Sherman then read a propofition }vluch.hf
moved fhould be fubftituted in place of thearticl
in the report. > S

This beingfeconded, brought onan interefting
debate—Whether the amendments ﬂxo}:ld be 1{1
corporated in the body of the Conflitution, ¢f*
made a diftin¢t fupplementary act. :

Mr. Mapison fupported the former, and 1}"4’
that he did not coincide with the gcmlcmﬁﬂ“mf_
Connecticut : I conceive, faid he, that the:‘f’};
a propriety in incorporating the amemlmcn[ﬂ:;‘)
the Conftitution itfelf, in the feveral places e
which they belong—the fyftem will in that cn;
be uniform and entire—nor isthis an uncomm®
thing to be done—It is true that acts ﬂf(‘.g’(’;f;j
ally amended by additional acts ; 1:ut this i
lieve may be imputed rather to ‘”)UOICHCC/]WH'
however is not always the cafe, for whcrc‘.l[v i
is a tafte for political and Jegiflative }”'OPJHIC(IW
is otherwife—If thefe amendments are 3“‘.0“,i
the Conftitution by way of fupplen Cm’f I_I[]u,m
embarrafs the pcoplc—ltwill bg difficult for 3
to determine to what parts of the Q'Qﬁ“;,ur'e
particularly refer—and at any rate Wi oS
unfavorable comparifons between the t“‘oq}rc %
of the inftrument. If thefe nmcndmel‘lf} e hey
dopted agreeably to the plan _pl'ol‘?]el(e’ other
will ftand uponas good a foundation as e 1
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