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were ever in authorized use should form a part of the vocabulary of every 
dictionary which aspires to completeness as a guide to the literature of our 

It muet be recollected, also, that recent English writers of the very 
highest rank have revived, or attempted to revive, many of the half-forgotten 
words of our older poets. You cannot read Mrs. Browning or Tennyson 
without meeting old words which, till waked by them, have slnmbcred for 
centuries. The rapidly increasing interest in early English liternt,ure will 
bring back still more of the ancient veterans that have lagged behind the 
swift march of modern speech, and our current vocabulary will grow almost 
as fast by revival as by new coinage. What I have said of mm& applies 

also to obsolete meanings of words still employed in other significations. I 
am no advocate for multiplying definitions, especially where a given unusnal 
sense is readily suggested by etymology; but a lexicographer professing 
fulness in this respect, departs from principle if he omits the meaning iz- 
Gnu&ion applied by Lord Clarendon to i@~sio~z, or if he fails to point out 
that the beauty of 

is heightened by his rare, if not unique, employment of the adjective ei~dlc 
in an active instead of the usual passive signification. 

The case of words avowedly newly coined or introduced raises a more 
difficult question. 1 do not refer to mere slang terms which carry the gal- 
lows-mark on their foreheads, and are obviously as ephemeral as they are vu1 
gar, but to words which seem to meet a want, and therefore to have a ~!i.so,~, 

a right to live. When the metaphyeicalPuritan first condemned the 
reZj&J~ man a8 his own tempter, and .ueZ$uJux,w as the source of most of our 
sins, every Englishman gifted with linguistic sense and with conscience 
must have felt at once that an imperishable word, a new and precise formu- 
lation of what had been before but a vaguely expressed notion, was born 
into the fbmily of his moral and his household speech ; and, though both 
Trench and tho editors of Webster have wrongly, or, at least, imperfectly, 
defined 8olitlwity, by describin, cr it as a union, a consolidation of intends, 
responsibilities, llonors, and tho like, omitting the Ijrecise legal conception in- 
volved in it which is adjectively expressed by the technical phrasr. ,joi/ct nntl 
seaernl-yet, when Kossuth imported the word for us he was univrrsally al- 
lowed to have supplied to our vocabulary a term which it really needed. 
With regard to t,he admission of such words into a dictionary, no formal 
ruIes can be laid down. The lexicographer must trust to his philological 
instincts, and when a new recruit is brought forward to fill a real vacancy, 
he 8hould look to the qualifications rather than to the credentials of the can- 
didate, and not priggishly reject him simply as an old deserter or as a raw 
volunteer. 

The facility of swelling the word-list by borrbwing whole armies of tech- 
nical terms from scientific treatises and special glossaries, tempts lesicog- 
raphers to introduce numbers of words which not only have not passed 
into the common verbal patrimony of educated persons, but which have no 
right to burden human tongue or pen with the utterance or recording of 
them. The grossest vulgarisms-for even vulgarisms exist by virtue of 
some, usually unconscious, law-are less offensive to a truly cultivated ear 
than the barbarisms which, with a heathenish disregard of the rules of lin- 
guistic civilization, professors of the ologies are disfiguring their text-books. 
Rogers complained, a few yearsago, that so small a thing as the then recent 
change of accent from the second syllable to the first in btclcon~ “ made him 
sick.” What would have been his sensations had he lived to witness such 
“ flat burglaries ” as nldehyd?, criminally compounded, or rather confounded, 
out of the di~ectcc rnemb~6 of ctlcohol &7&rogenatus, or dsc6~rmcc, a genus 
of plants named in honor of the learned Professor Asa Gray? When a 
classical captain christened the basin of the primal spring of our Mississippi 
Lake Itascu, veritas caput, which appears to be camp-Latin for true bend, he 
might be forgiven as having invented a name musical enough to pass very 
well for Indian, and pw@ne, pccrum @nis, is soothing enough to the car 
to hope for mercy on a similar plea ; but no human charity is broad enough 
to cover the multitude of philological sins with which mcdern science has 
afflicted the world. The immense number of new objects and conceptions 
demanding a name and place in the nomenclature of knowledge undoobt- 
edly renders it very diEcult to find designations for them all, and natural- 
ists have been as much embarrassed as the pioneers of our colonization are 
in hunting up names for our embryo cities and nascent post-offices. Van 
Helmont and Paracolsus courageously made words out of nothing, in which 
they did better than their successors, whose descriptive nomenclature is 
almost always founded on false theory or mistaken analogy. Van 
gas is universally accepted, though his bias failed to secure recognition ; 
while the colcotJLar, opodeldoc, and other verbal inventions of Paracelsus are 
likely to optlast the pore receqt barbarisms of etymological philosophers. 

187 
_____- ~.__-.-.-----. _ ~-- ,- --~--.-. 

As for our geographical names, it must be admitted that Rome, Palmyra, 
Athens, and the like, are sadly out of place. We might, perhaps, have bor- 
rowed more largely from the indigenous nomenclature, though a person 01 
delicate nerves could hardly sleep comfortably in a town called Oahi~onh, 

O1~Onommuc, or S7Leboygan. 
Above 250,000 species of animals and plants have been ascertained, 

classified, and, unhappily, named by the naturalists who have described 
them. If we add to t,his nomenclature the technical terms of geology, 
mineralogy, chemistry, physics, astronomy, mathematics, the less fknniliar 
arts, and other special knowledges, we shall have a scientific vocabulary of 
not less than 300,000 words, or probably three times as many as the general 
speech of any nation, ancient or modern, ever possessed. It is evident that 
this vast multitude of names caqnot be admitted into the fullest lexicons, 
still less into hand-dictionaries of any language. The principles upon which 
a selection should be made out of these nomenclatures are obvious enough, 
though, as in many other cases, the practical application of these principIes 
may not be free from difficulty. The most genera1 rules of admission seem 
to be these : 

1. When a word, originally appropriated to a scientific conception, has 
passed into the common speech in an untechnical or figuratire 8ense : as, for 
example, the astronomical terms apogee, zenith. 

2. Where it is an important word of art in the special vocabulary of those 
branches of knowledge which enter more or less into the education of all 
cn1tivated persons, ~38 ecliptic, cataclysm, catennry curve, 7Lomologo~,s. 

3. Where the object named has a commercial or industrial importance, 
as holothuria, cryolite; or where it has excited attention from rare> and 
rurious structure or properties, as ornithorhynchua. 

4. Where classic and popular writers have employed scientific terms in 
poetical or rhetorical illustration, as cynosure in “ ” and 
(+ or hebiacal ri.ping in the preface to T. “ Epicurean,” and 
elsewhere. 

Other cases may, no doubt, be supposed in which words belonging to the 
special vocabulary of science ought to find a place in general dictionaries ; 
but I believe rhese are both the most important and the most comprehensive 
in application. (4. M. 
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MORE POETRY OF TEIE WAR," 
IT is only the great poet who is fitly inspired by great events. It is he 

alone who can express them worthily. But the same storm that piles up the 
waves of the sea sets all the duck-ponds in ineffectual commotion. The 
literary productiveness and facility of America display themselves just now in 
what is called poetry of the war ; but most of what is thus designated is as 
ephemeral as the newspaper in which it usually appears. Our war 1~s pro- 
duced, at the outside, not more than half-a-dozen lyrics that deserve a place 
inliterature, and has inspired but one truly great and lasting poem. 
I‘ Commemoration Ode ” takes its place securely, not only among thr finest 
works of our generation, but among the noblest poems of a11 time. It is 
happy for us that the spirit of the war found a poet capable alike of receiv- 
ing and expressing its full inspiration. No one who has felt the power of 
the master in this poem but must sometimes feel a little impatience and 
weariness with the common handiwork of the journeymen and a.pprent,ices, 
llowever much he may approve their industry or sympathize with t,hc CUO- 
tion which, in their degree, they experienced and attempt to express. 

But the grandeur of the war-alike in its principles and its events-must 
be the measure of the poetry of the war. It is only the highest art that can 
illustrate the highest deeds. The severest literary criticism on this poetry 
is not so hard as the criticism of the facts themselves. Unless the poet is as 
great as his theme, he must submit to be crushed by it, and the literary 
critic has little to do but to confront the verse and its subject. 

If measured by this standard, Mr. Melville must take his place with the 
herd of recent versifiers. But his literary reputation gives his volume special 
claims to notice, and the abilities which he has shown in some of his other 
works entitle whatever he produces to respectful consideration. It is im- 
possible, in view of what Mr. Melville has done and of his intention in his 
present. book, not to read his “ Battle Pieces ” with a certain melancholy. 
Nature did not make him a poet. His pages contain at best little more than 
the rough ore of poetry. Here and there gleams of imaginative power shine 
out like the grains of gold in a mass of quartz. But, accustomed as we have 
been of late, in certain works professing to be poetry, to astonishing crudity 
and formlessness, we yet cannot refrain from expressing surprise that a man of 
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Mr. literary experience and cultivation should have mistaken 
some of these compositions for poetry, or even for verse. There are some 01 
them in which it is di&ult to discover rhythm, measure, or consonance 
of rhyme. The though! js often involved and obscure. The sentiment ic 

weakened by incongruoaq irnn;;ery. \,Ve quote the fir-h piece in the volume 
lest our critZsm be though! too severe : 

TILE PORTENT. 
(1950.) 

The cut is on the crown 
(Lo. John Brown), 

Ixd the ~tnbe shall heal no more. 

Hidden in the cap 
la the an~uiah none can draw : 

So your future veils its face, 
Shenandoah ! 

But the fitreanling beard is ahown 
(Weird John Brown), 

The mctcor of the war. 

It would! seem t,hnt only a writing medium could mistake such stuff as 
this for pot! ry. Bnd, alas! there is more of it, and our regret is the keener 
when we tiz? such simple and feeling verses as zhe following : 

BLVFF. 

With fifes, and fiqs, and mottocd lxqeantry ; 
\Vhile all the porches, walks, and doors 

Were rich with ladies cheering royally. 

They moved like Juny morning on the wave. 
Their hearts were fresh asclover iu its prime 
(It mav the breezy summer time), 

Lift throbbed so strong : 
How should they dream that dcnth in a rosy clilne 

Would come to thin their ahininq 
1.out!1 i&l& immortal, like the _nods sublike. 

W4cs yasscd ; and at my window, lenvinfi bed. 
!;y night I milucd, ofenaefnl sleep bereft, 
On thox brave boys (ah ! war, thy theft!; 

Yonc mnrchinfr feet 
Found pause nt last by clii% Potomac cleft; 

WakehI I mnred. while in the street 
Par footfalls c!ied away till none were left. 

There are very few pieces in the volume so direct in expression and so 
natural in though: as this : but there are single lines, couplets, or quatrains 
in which genuincx power is shown as well as genuine feeling. Take, for in 
stance, the two following iines at the end of “ Misgivings,” the second piece 
in the volume : 

“And stormR are formad behind the storm n-e feel ; 
The hcnllock t?hnke:i in the rafter, the oak in the driving keel.” 

Here is another good couplet from a later poem : 

“All warti are boyish, and arc fou@t by boy@, 
The chamI>ion8 and enthusiasts of the state;” 

and the following line from “ A Utilitarian View of the Fight,” 

” The clangor of that fray,” 

is not without a touch of imagination. 
But these brief citations only serve to show how much better a very 

small part of the book is than the whole. 
It is a misfortune that the special events which hare moved Mr. Melville 

to write are the acme, in several instances, which have already been put into 
verse by other writers, and that these earlier poems, already more or less 
familiar to the public, are necessarily brought into comparison with his. 
Thus his brief verses entitled “ Shiloh : a Requiem ” almost inevitably sug- 
gest, by contrast, the very striking poem of Mr. Forceythe of which 
a great part of the scene is laid on the battle-field of Shiloh, called “ The Old 
Sergeant.” The author of this poem has not as yet won the position in 
literature which may be predicted for him if he be really master of the 
qualities of which this poem gives evidence. We doubt if the war has in- 
spired a narrative poem more imaginatively conceived, br more vigorously 
told. It is the work of an imaginative realist, and its power and pathos lie 
in the straightforward truthfulness of the poet in dealing alike with the 
spiritual and the material elements of the story. The narrative is conducted 
with great simplicity ; it is entirely free from “ padding ” or “ rhetoric,” and 
it is of so much interest that the defects which exist in it as a work of art 
may readily be overlooked. It first appeared, in 1863 (?), in the Loz~tiniZZe 
Journnl, and has since been widely copied ; and we are glad now to read it 
again in a form better suited to its merits. 

RELIGION AND POLITIC&‘” 
No thoughtful man can now read writings-the works of certainly 

the most brilliant and imaginative political genius of the last contury- 
without remarking the change that has come over the treatment of political 
topics since his time. The change is not so much one of method as of point 
of view. With Burke politics is not a science with laws derived from the na. 
ture of man in society, and his constitution as an individual being, so much 
as a compilation of rules drawn from experience, and a study of institutions 
handed down from the past and invested with the authority of antiquity 
and long existence. His reasonings are mainly of the (2posteriori sort. Ife 
rarely trusts himself t,o the guidance of original principles. He treats soci- 
ety and government as matters of pure convention ; he has little regard for 
abstract rights, and no words are too bitter for him to use in regard to what 
he calls “the delusive plausibilities of moral politicians.” He has uothiug 
but scorn for the assertors of the doctrine of the rights of man as against 
established prerogatives. It is the rule of safety with him, stto'r s~lx~r ,r?~li- 
qzras I;icts. This manner of considering political questions was due in part 
to his native temperament, in part to the reaction caused in his roveren- 
tial, pure, and tender nature by the excesses and atrocities of the l+onch 
Revolution, against those principles a,nd dogmas which were misc~mployed 
by the revolutionists as the motive and excuse of their crimes. 

But the character of his political opinions, when compared with that of 
the theories now held by the most thoughtful men, marks distinctly the 
greatness of the change which has been wrought in political speculations 
zluring the present century. This change is in part one of the results of the 
Dperation of ideas generated by the French Revolution ; but is due in greater 
measure to the continued existence and prosperity of our American system, 
z system more novel and unexampled in history than is yet fully recognized, 
2nd which has given proof of the possibility of bringing into effectivtr opera- 
tion, for the advantage of a community, truths which had previously been 
relegated to the domain of theory and fancy, the very truths which Burli<, 
:lassed with the delusive plauaibilities of moral politicians. 

Until the establishment and development of our American system the 
dependence of politics upon ethics had been treated as mainly speculative. 

empirical science of practical politics was divorced in fact from the 
noral law. The relation between one and the other was acknowlt:tlged only 
n vague terms, as in the assertion, to cite the words of Washin$on in his 
Farewell Address, that, “of all the dispositions and habits that lead to 
lolitical prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable supports.” But 
,he development and progress of our commonwealth have shown that relig- 
on and morality are something more than indispensable supports, they are 

the only source of those principles which, applied to politics, give to our sys- 
tem its distinguishing features and essential character. 

Our political system, being one of rights, rests necessarily on a moral 
foundation. All abstract political propositions in America aro equally and 
primarily moral propositions. The theory on which our government is 
made is a moral theory brought into practical relation with the needs of 
society by a number of ingenious devices. The mere political forms-the 
political machinery of our system-contain little with which past ages have 
not been acquainted, but its novelty lies in the motive power of its machin- 
ery, in the ideas which vivify its forms. The whole authority of our political 
governmental institutions is derived from their being directed to n moral end : 
and it is to their fitness for this end that they appeal for validity. They 
are in this respect absolutely original. All other existing governments 
derive from force, prerogative, or convention. Ours alone starts with the 
proposition that morals and politics are inseparable, and that tht: principle 
md end of government are both alike of a pureIy moral nature. As morals 
burnish the rule for individual conduct, so, in America, where the nation is 
regarded as simply an aggregate of individuals, they are nppealcd to as the 
*ule for national guidance. 

The immediate conclueion from this fact is that unless the community 
n its individual members acknowledges the supremacy of the moral law, 
md lives in accordance with it, the political system of which the govcdrn- 
nent is a part cannot be maintained. The proper discharge of political and 
Jatriotic duties in a community such as that formed by the peoplt: of the 
Jnited States must then, it is evident, be regarded as a matter of religious 
:oncern. It depends on the same considerations as the tlischargr: of c!uties of 
1 strictly personal nature. The virtue of a political system may in truth be 
,ested by this rule. A system is good absolutely only so far as it appeals 
o the highest sanctions and evokes the highest motives of action in the 
nembers of society. The support of a political system based upon morals 
Lepends immediately upon the religious character of the indjviduals for 
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