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Anr. 1. Demeirios, the Hero of the Don. An Epic Porw. By Atixm Evsra.
pmiEvE. 12mo. pp. 234, Boslon. Monro and Francis. 1818.

(Coantisued from page 206.)
% RYO fairy tale i¥mine: no special ‘The hoarded treasures safely lic! send forth
N Nfgiriu I invoke that Ionwm" ! Aray of thy divine uuen-in§ light,
Abaeve the earthly spbere: I speak of deeds at, while it shows me the abode of truth,
By human means achieved, with caly aid, may, ia accentids measur’d sound,
Buch wonted aid as Worth may claim of Hea- Call ancient feorgtthe silent grave,

ven.”

Mr. Eustaphieve’s unskilfulness in the
idiom of our language frequently betrays
him into the use of ungrammatioal or in-
elegant expressions. Of such the most
common is the omission of the before
noun, or its improper insertion. His pu
tuation is also. in very many instan
most absurd. ¢ With only aid”’—of what
of heaven? No: for heaven refers to worth.
If not, there ought to havebeen a com~
ma at claim. Perhaps he intanded that
heaven should refer both to worth aud asd. -
Thus the sentence miy be interpreted
different ways—< [ of deeds achiev-
ed by human means, with only the aid of
Heaven; such aid as worth may claim of
Heaven.—Or—With only such aid of"
Heaven as worth may claim.—Or—With
ounly such aid as worth may claim of
Heaven, It must be allowed, howéver,
that generally his language is perepicous,

His invoca{ion t:':ﬁ Deity~—

& To thee,0 God ! from whom afl wisdown flows,

To thee alone my pray'rs ascend! O dei

‘To guide my timid steps te that proud height

‘Where fain my bolder spirit would repose !

Instruct me in the choice of devious paths

‘That to the sacred fane of knowledge lead,

W here, hid from mortal sight, of many an age
Yor. 1q.—No. v, 3

. rescue frof
1 Their virtue; deeds of valour, just renown.”

4nion’s whelming shade

The direction of this invocation appears
fo us to be highly improper. Milton with
great propriety might solici such inspira-
jon as guided Moses and Isaiah: his
me was theological. But at once ta |
uest the Deity %o instruct or inspire a
i execution of a work acknow-
altogether a fiction, is oufreé
Preyers is never twe
than tares. It cannot be
pagh hour, fire, and other
words of one syllable, might. Hence it,
eught not to have the apostrophe. Tha
note of admiration is used unneeessarify.
This is a fault common with many. t
is its use? He who oan read witlf pro-
priety needs it mot: and, to thoye who
cannot understand what they rez4, it can
be of no advantage. We have generally
remarked that, where there is mneither
sublimity nor pathos, the dfastitution is
supplied by abundant no‘gs of admira-
tion. We know a cert'dn professor of
the belles lettres who férbids its admis-
sion on any occasion 4—We know not
wity the poet should/ request to be di-
rected in devious (i1 girect or erroneous,)
paths to knowledg g, In asking for more

y
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MONG the several learned societies, -lovers of svieace generally; yet, if we are
which bave lately been established correctly informed, several B

in the United States, the Academy of pers, coutaining new discoveries, which
Philadelphia, to bave been oneof were forwarded in with that

the most industrious, having within a few
years collected a valuable Museum of
matural productions, a bandsome library,
@ philesophical apparatns, and many im-
pertant papere. Sa-oofthuelntoom-
yhunicstions aré pow published in this
volume, which may be considered as the
ﬁmputoftheg:nneﬁomz:'_t&ftme-
. Pollowing the example e Philo-
'y matic Society of Paris, 1t has begun for
the fust time in our somntry to publish
periodically such transactions in the shape
of a menthly joursal. This mode is pe-
onlnrlymhbletothepnrposeahprud-
with rapidity new discoveries, and re-
mdtMumumo,dltheadmu;u
dwmlorrequhrvohmu. mto which
they may be divided after a competont
. soTes is isswed,
!nthemtmduohon,atu:tated,thtthe
society meent to publish a few

whenev:rf it thatbemutemh
worthy ptbhcttln should be put into
its pm without professing to make

amy formal communications ;
yet, having in May, 1817, the jour-
pal has been centinued monthly ustil De- the
eember, when it has been interrupted af-
ter -completing a volume; but with the
htaﬁmofboingmdpnttymw

a second part.

of the papers introduced into this
valume, are interesting, and oon-
mimrmach le and new matter, which
we mean to take up in seccessive order;
but before we undertake this, we shall

us o

request. and in comformity to the direc-
tions given, were refused admittance ia
that publication. In that case an evident
partiality for & few members of the so-
ciety, would be thoroughly discernible :
such a partiality acoounts for the singu-
larity new under notice, but ought not by
means to preveil in any periodical
pu , #nd mueh less in ome of the
p!etentmtnn llthenooutyonldnot
pass a correct judgment pﬂ:en
presented for pnbhmbon, it woul
course prove itself unable to conduct the
task which it has assumed ; but whersas
it appears that it censiders melfmpmm-
ble for the doctrines end facts of every
tract introduced sod published, a very
unusual responsibility indeed, it certain-
ly follows that it cught to scrutinize, very
minu cmypnpormantforpnhﬁu
tion. it hes mot
with this scrutiny, we shall
have abundant when we
tothesueoasxve investigation of the tracts
blished : wherefore we canneot
dole- _express our sstonishment at
assumption of sach a respousibility.
customn with nearly all the
makmandmm-.

%rthomu;:»h&oymtm
'ransac ﬂwyhnum
upoa the authors of each

mair. ltwouldmldhtvebeenuma-
ble for the members of the Academy of
Philadelphia, to have i that cus-
tom; but sioce they have t other-
wise, we shall taks them upoa their owa
ground, aad con-ubr the labours new
published, as to their collestive

ltua

- capacity, and baving passed the testef an

ncq':m serutiny. that, §
e are sorTy n so
doing, wedvalloﬁenfleltbenecemtyof
censuring some parts of their labours,
and that the inaccuracies and errors whish
we may notice, will reflect upon the whale
.Acadcmy,myoithembenofwhld,
we are well aware, will concur with us
in our and oot to be com-
uderedu guilty of the whale, since they
y never been cousulted.
Anymthor,evenoﬂbomutm
experience end efficient ability, is ocoa-
sionally liable to commit some mistakes,
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he may be deseived as to facts or misled in
hnomohnom,e:::h unfortunate oocur-
rences be pardoned to.an in-
dmdua.l.:ian sohtary studies do ot al-
ways enable him to acquire all the need-
dul concomitant information ; particularly
since, whenever better informed, or at
any fature period, that the additionel im-
formation may reach him, he is able, un-
dese swelled with the pride of error, to
vetract er correct amy of his former er-
reneous asertions. But the errors of
poblic badies and socisties, when adopted
after mature deliberation and appsrest
scrutiny, are liable te meny dificulties,
wherefore they ought to be very cautious
in sffording their assent to amy

fact or doubiful consequence: smce we
find by experience that their pledge car-
ries a higher degree of coaviction to the
minds of ths illiterate and the enlight-
-eued, than any individual responsibility
or personal assertion: whereupon the be-
dief of ervoneous notions and doubtful
facts are prepagated and increased. Ex-
perience proves lilsewise that these socie-
ties have generally a higher degree of
every thing that has been assumed or as-
serted as a doetrine by them, becomes so
far incorporated with themselves, that no
consideratien can induce them to retract
it, even if it should preve afterwards to
ba founded erver, illusion, or false
reasoning.
universities, whooh and academses, pre-
suming to foster and teach ob-olutaduc-
trimss, many yeass afier experience and
* the unanimous consemt of the learmed had
proved their fallacious nature. These
eonsiderations induce us to that the
Acedemy to which we. are indebted for
the volume before ws, sheuld have vea-
tured to give its asent and sanction to
-@emse s whereof wotnut to be
mise to.show the i although
e do net despair that it may forbnrb
assumie the wswal pride of comsolidated
basiss, aad adopt the more correct doc-
trine, which leaves every one at liberty
%o improve one’s self, and correct what
deserves correction.

We are inclined to feel that confidence,
while we observe that this Academy bas
already shown itself favourable to the im-
provemeats introduced in and bo-

gany by the French schools. In itszoologi-
oul pupers, which exceed by farany other,
the pow gmofthel-‘reuchzonhgms
are adopted, instead of the old gemeric
‘divisions of Linnesus; and in the botani-
el papers, an attempt is made to.adopt
the natural method, instead of the sexnal
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e bave even seen whole -
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system. These bold attempts, which are
qutatmvehyonthumleoftheAthn-
tie, are highly commendable, since it is
time that we should no loager follow the
old inaccurats track of the worshippers
of Linnmus, nor borrow every sort of
knowledge from that insulated spot to the
northwest of Europe, where a jealous ri-
valry often forbids the majority of wri-
ters te adopt any improvements origina-
ting beyond the narrow boundaries of
their island, How long did they struggle
themenunimemem? and

eep blind to the

improvemeuts, is diffi-
cult to say; but we trust that the example
of their stubboroness will no longer be
imitated, mow that the Academy of Phi-
ladelphia has partly led the way. .
But when we commend and uige the
necessity of the adoption of such wise im-
provements, as are founded upon new dis.
coveries and reasonable pmcxpleo, wedo
not imply, by any means, that all the
Linuman doctrines should be set aside:
nothing is further {from our intention; i
is merely in such systematical and inacr
curate paris as are mndered obsalete,
that we deem useless to and par-
ticularly in his and sexual sys-
tem, whose imperfections were incident

tions and additions ; they have been since
extended to zoclogy and ether mlnﬂ
sciences with the greatest success.

umalsyutanhunothmgtodowuhthme

thed in soology ; but despaired
practicability of its i
whamforeheendeuoumdtonpplg hy
an artificial system, of which defects he
was well aware, and attempted in yain &9
veil. Now that the netional method of
Botany is in suocesaful forwardness, it
maust supersade altogether this umcouth

and momentary ,whnnnqduht
that if Léonsus toﬂmdq,
would have approved of this needful
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change, and also of the improvements in-
troduced in zoological classification.
Nobody would dare to the re-
establishment of the old botanical nemen-
clature, when the name of a single plant
was composed of ten or twenty words or
names ; nor ought any one to attempt to
carry us back to the confusion of generic
mames, which was dispelled by the Lin-
neean reform, when a genus hed' several
Bames, or compound nmames, or diminu-
tive names, such as, Alsine, JAlsinoides,
Alsinasirum, Alsinclla, Alsinaria, Alsi-
nastroides, Pseudo-Alsine, &c. Yet many
botanists of the Frenech schoot have com-
mitted such an error, becaunse they study
very little the Linnman rules, and the
Academy of Philadelphia is now begin-
ning to follow the same mistaken .
We even know of a few botanists who do
it intentionally, despising so far Linnseus,
that they would overthrow altogether his
mighty nomenclature, and if they have
not @ared yet to abolish the Linnesan
names, they endeavour, whenever new
are to be framed, to recall the old
obsotete diundering names of former bo-
‘tanists, or to coin similar ones of the same
stamp. When reminded of their mistake,
they oE‘retmn'l that any name will 'do, as
the botanists used to say; that we
bave in the vulgar languages meny sy-
nonymical, omonymical, desivative and
eompound names for different things, and
that the langnage of botany and zoology,
will not be the worse, for imitating our
vulgar languages in that t. But
the absurdity and temerity of this evasive
pretext must be evident to every reflect-
mgmind. The language of those scienees,
is founded upon sound scientific princi-
ples, it has been totally reformed and es-
tablished by Linnseus, arising with splen-
dour from the greatest confusion; it has
its peculiar laws, rules, and grammar; it
is common to all the nations of E
erigin ; and, therefore, almost universal :
it is intended to distinguish, at first glance,
every generic object from every other,
providing aguinst the possibility of diffi-
culties and ambiguities : every genus is
the type of a peculiar structure and or-
ganization, and its name must be deemed
typical and Mm:.é &cﬁe&c We might
proceed to state the evident consequences
of this state of things; and we mght fill
a volume to prove at length the correct-
pess of the principles which we advocate;
but it will, perhaps, be sufficient to refer
any one to the phi ical works of
Liooreus, and we shall conclude by ob-
serving, that the ultimate of
this new confusion will be, that as soom es
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a new genus shall be introduced by a bad
or doubtful neme, another good name will
be given to it by these who comtend for
the purity of geseric nemhenclature, and
sometimes many such names may be pro-
posed by different asthors at a distance ;
whereby such new gemers will aoquire
two names, or perbaps several names, and
in the sucoessien of time, whea delibe-
vate sttention will be paid to the sabjest,
the evidence of correct principles must
cortminly prevail, amd the erromecus
pemes will bave a poor chance of ewo-
cess; they will be , as those of
Mnim.?hhnet, , DBaabin, &c.
are at this tine, and their authors will
shaso the fate of those emineat authors,
whose labsurs are of no use te nemencle~
ture, owing to the defects which they foe-

- Nii.me era have been establish-
ed in this Ji 3 of which belong to
botany, Crypta, i ;

sia; and 6 , Firoloi
'toawlogy Firoloida, Cerapus,

H

of Nuttall. This name is al-
ready the root of several bstanical gene-
ra, and of even the Linnean class Cryp-
togamia ; it is found in the genera Cryp-

'y
, &c. Kt 1, besides, agai

the Linnean rules to frame agenemw
name from a single adjective, without a
modification: it would bave been very
myapdpn,«tobavehngthmditiqm

Collinsia of Nuttall, is pearly in the

same case, since it to-be oaly a
motorcon:rwﬁonofma; itvzu
be more proper to modify it inte Coldin-

siana.
Firoloida of Lesueur, is composed frem
Firela, with an obselete and cbnoxious
termination ; it must be changed oito-
gether: we propose to sabstitute the sig-
nificative name of , mesning
waked nucleus. .
HMommillifera of Lesueur, is rather too
long; it is too much mlm::
meaning and sense, is composed of
two Latin pames united, which are tole-
rated in the specific nowenclature, but
not often in the generic; lustly, it has tan
much likeness to the classical name of
Mammalio to be tolerated. It mwast them

-be changed into Aetimasiue; meaning ra-

diated mnm;niﬂa.
Cerapus of Bay, is 2 geod mame, if the
bad name of Apus, Latreille, (Phyllopus
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) is pot admitted; otherwise

both becoms worse than bad.

Some bad genera of other authers, have
been admitted, which it may be well ta

Lissa of Leach, is too short, and is
contained in Afelissa, &c. it inust be mo-
dified into Lissula.
- Lz‘aoflmob‘is toobedort,nndth.
root of Lupinus ; it mast be changed inte
Lupanis.

Lymnes of Lamark, root to Limnetis,
is too similar to Linnea, &c.—it would
well to modify it inte Lymnella.

Hippa of Fabricius, means a horse!
misputidmotof@&kmt_gm

a8 Hippopha, Hippomane, Hippuris,
&c. Why not admit and adopt the ante-
vior and better name Emerita of Grooo-
vius

>
{leisof Lamark, is almost iden-
tical wi &ryt}hylhn: Rafinesque bad
changed it into Nerania.

Com_lax' m. is quite a specific mame, in-
admissible for genera; the name of Pho-
rophlus, which has nearly the same mean-
ing, might be substituted. )
We shall proceed to notice the tracts of
this Journal, in the order of succession.
- 1. Contains the descriptions of 6 new
species of Firola, with figures, by Mr. Le-
sueur: from the Mediterranean, where
family they belong to is very common, and
m&ew genera exist. A good anatomi-
cal ription of the genus is prefixed.
2. Account of the Ovis mondana by Mr.
Ord. He calis by that name the white
wild sheep of the recky mountains, which
bas been called JMazama don:: by Ra-
finesque, sinos it belongs te that
rather than to the Ovis, haviag whdm

mot spiral.
3. Twelve new ies of American
fresh water shells of the genera Cyclos-

éoma, Succinea, Ancylus, Paludina, He-
iz, &c.lng; Sey. This author has
begun to elucidate with much ability the
subject of American Concholog, and has
ad:gﬁad the improvements French

4. Descriptions of eight N. 8p. &f
North-American insects, of the gepera
Cicindgla, Nemognatha, Zonitis, and Di-

is, by Mr. Say, who shows himself an
t;l):b.ewmo ist of themmodm DEIIOOL

5. rvations on the genus Eriogo-
wum, by Mr. Nuttall. He gives a sort of
monography of it, and adds many perti-
nent remarks on the patural family of
Polygoneous, which, however, awaits yet
the reforming hand of an able botanist.

6. Description of the genus Firoloida,
by Lesueur, or rather Pyrlymnus, and of

Phﬁa.’ Pagurus, Asacus, &o. Mr.
Say has adopted the improvements of La-
trielle and Leach, an the genus Cancer of
Linneeus, which is now become, by the dis-
coveries of many writers, a class, con-
taining more than 100 genera and 1000
species! His descriptions are very mi-
aute, yet sometimes confused and

tive in a few points. We advise to com-

pare his reticulatus with the Q.
gudlaof e
. G. and Sp. of

ue’s account of scme
o e o fomon o
in American Mon
vol. 2. p. 40. Hil.ddacu:qgiﬁawith.&
timosus Baf. ditto; his Pagurus langicar-
ﬂ:;thl";lmmm«cm ”nf. ditto; and
to Nectylus rugosw
Raf. ditto; as they may happem to be
id&tiw or very near related to each
other.

12. On five new species of American
eels, by Mr. Lesueor; be refers them teo
the genus m&m and La-
cepede ; while belong to the genus
Anguilla of Shaw and Raﬁnesque‘,e':h
JMurena is a different genus from the
eels, which name Lecepede has changed,
without any reason, into Gymriothoraz, a
de-on:inaﬁonthstappliatos()genenof

13. On two new species of cod, from
lake Erie and the river Connecticut, by
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Mr. Lesueur. They have only two dor-
sal fins, and belong therefore to the genus
JMerlucius rather than Gadus, which has
three dorsal fins. @

14. Description of the Cyprinus maz-
sllingua, a N. p Sp. by Mr. Lesueur. He
intimates that it might form a new genus,
which has been established by Rafinesque
on this, and another species, by the name
of Ezoglossum, in the Physical Journal.

15. Description of the Testudo geo-
gﬂp’n’m of lake Erie, with a figure, by

r. Lesueur. It has palmated feet, and is
not, therefore, a real Testudo of Dumeril
and the moderns. '

16. Monography of the Calostomus, a
new genus of fish, by Mr. Lesueur. It
is a section from the extensive genus
Cyprinus, of which Mr. L. describes 18
species. Many other sections must be
wmade in that' genus, before it becomes
better understood.

17. Description of two N. G. of plants,
Crypta and Hemianthus, and two species
of Tillea and Limosella, by Mr. Nuttall,
with figures of the N G. He calls the
TNilawa, T. Simplex, which is right. Dr.
Ives of Nem&aven, had discovered it
first (net since, as stated,) and described
it under the name of the 7. connata of
Peru. The Limosella has been consider-
ed by both Dr. Ives and Mr. Nuttall, as
the L. tenuifolia of Europe; but the
figure given by Dr. Ives, in the Transac-
tions of the Physico-Medical Society of
New-York, is adequate to prove their
error: it is a distinct species, which may
be called L. brachistema. We shall now
undertake to assert and prove ‘that Mr.
Nuttall and the Academy are mistaken,
in regard to the natural affinities and ar-
rangement of his two new genera. He
states that the N. G. Cryptina belongs to
the natural family of Portulacea, next to
the genera Portulaca and Montia; but the
Portulacea differs from Cryptina by hav-
ing the stamina in heterogonal number,
not inserted on the petals nor opposed
thereto, and JMontia by its peripetal co-
rolla bearing the stamina, characters of
the utmost consequence. We deem that
the nearest genus to Cryﬁa‘na, is Clay-
donia, which only differs by the number
of stamina, petals, and cells, which are
all characters of a variable and unessen-
tial nature. [Its patural classification is
then in the natural class Eltrogynia, 6th
natural order Plyrontia, distinguished by
baving one ovary, the slamina isogone
and to the or alternate with
the calyz : in this order Rhamnus, Berbe-
ris, and Pitiz, are the types of as many
natural families, and next to them Cryp-

Vor. ur.~No, 1v. 5
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tina and Claytonia, must formd another
natural family, to which mauny other ge-
nera will probably become annexed af-
terwards: it may be called Epronyzia, or
the Epiopryxe, and characterised as fol-
lows: calyx diphylle ; corolla several pe-
tals ; stamiva in equal number and insert-
ed upon them. Several stigmas. Cap-
sul with several cells, valves, and seeds.
Leaves simple, opposite, &c. )
_The N. G. Hemianthus of Nuttall, is
rightly approximated to Micranthemum ;
but both are very wrongly united to the
natural order of Lysimachious, which has

‘a regular corolla, the stamina in equal

number and opposed to its divisions. It
is by these unhappy attempts and exam-
ples that the correct botanists become dis-
ted with the beautiful natural classi-
ation, thinking that those connexions
are perfectly illusive, since so many are
founded on mistaken references. The
genera Hemianthus, Micranthemum, and
even the N. G. Collinsia of Mr. Nuttall,
or rather Collinsiana, belong all to the
second natural class Mesogynia, 5th na-
tural order Chasmitnthia or the Personate,
and to its first sub-order, Monorimia dis-
tinguished by its monolocular fruit. There
are at least three distinct natural families
included within this sub-order. 1. Aplen-
dinia distinguished by a berry for fruit,
and to which belong the genera Besleria,
Brunsfelsia, Crescentia, Tanecium, JMi-
traria, Tripinnaria, &c. 2. The natural
family Clythrelia, formed by Ulricularia
and Pinguicula, very distinct by its capsul,
bilobed calyx, spurred corolla, 2 stamens,
&c. And the third will be the natural
family Hemilidia, whose characters are,
a capsul, calyx with many divisions, co-
rolla without spur, 2 or 4 stamens. &c. It
may be subdivided in two sub-families, the
first Hemianthia, will contain all the ge-
nera with two anthera only, such as Jfi-
cranthemum, Hemianthus, Stemopus, (Li-
mosella diandra, Wild.) &c. and perhaps
Lindernia ! while the second Limosellinia,
with 4 unequal stamina and 4 fertile an-
thera, shall contain the genera Browallia,
Limosella, Phayllopsis, Conobea, Mecar-
donia, and Collinsiana, (Collinsia of Nut-
tall,g all united by the same characters.

18. Descriptions of four new species
and two varieties of the G. Hydrargyra,
by Mr. Lesueur. A North-American ge-
nus of fish.

19. Observations on the gaorlogy of the
West-India islands, from badoes to
Santa Cruz, by Mr. Maclure. These ob-
servations are very valuable, although not
entirely new : it was well known that all
the Carribbean islands were of veloanic
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origin ; but Mr. M. has’ confirmed that
fact, and thrown some light on the sub-
ject of their formation, and actual state.

20. Description of 15 new species of
the G. Actinia ; 3 N. 8p. of the G. Zoan-
thus; 2 N. Sp. of a N. G. Mammilifera,
&c. by Mr. Lesueur, with some figures.
The genus Aclinia of Linveus is in-
ereasing so fast by new discoveries, that
it will soon contain over 100 krown spe-
cies ; some divisions and amendments will,
therefore, become requisite, as it is in-

. variably the case when our knowledge of
beings increases : eight new genera have
been proposed already in the Analysis of
Nature, by Rafinesque : several species
of Lesueur belong to his genera Stoman-
thus, .ﬂgto:tepha, &e.

21. New genus Collinsia, by Mr. Nut-
tall, with a coloured fignre; we have al-
ready made the needful observations on
the name and classification of this genus.

It will be perceived that implicit confr-
dence is not always te be given to the la-

Sxtf's Lord of the Iles.

Avcusz,

bours of this Academy; but we trust that
the published facts and descriptions are
correct and to be depended upon. What-
ever be our reluctance to admit incorrect

‘principles, from whomsoever they ema-

nate, we are always glad to be furnished
with new materials, and to perceive zeal
ous exertions in the cause of science.
Every single new species or new genus
discovered or intreduced is a conquest
made by knowledge ever nullity, and
brings us at once in relative connexion
with it. From this motive, and our con-
viction that numberless beings, anknown
to us, exist :nn{et every where, we feel
inclined to wish complete success to the
Academy of Philadelphia in their future
labours, exertions and publications, and
we should wish that many other similar
institutions im our , which are
merely known by name, might be induced
to give us occasionally a similar evidence
of their zeal.
C.8. R

e e

ART. 5. The Lord of the Isles; a Poem. By WavLTER ScorT, Esq.
Moses Thomas. 1815.

307. Philadelphia.
HIS is a finely-told, though, s
not a well-arranged t:ih. mﬁ-
ing in vivid description, though deficient
in stropgly-marked characters. The nar-
rative, in its general tone, is rich amd
vigorous, yet occasiomally perplexing,
from the unexplained suddenness of its
transitions, while, at the same time, it is
but just to admit that it is not infrequently
lighted up by a gleam of the diviner fa-
culty. Incommon also with Mr. Scott’s
preceding works, it is disfigured by un-
graceful abruptnesses, contorted phrase-

ology, and passages of prosaic tameness.
« Rokeby,” of all Mr. Scott’s poems—
we will not except even ¢ The Lay of
the last JMinstrel’—is the best entitled
to deliberate panegyric. Its story is in-
teresting, arranged with clearness, and
with no less attention to dramatic eflect.
The characters are strongly drawn, and
vividly contrasted. In the descriptive
parts, the poet has shown that though
he may feel all the partiality of a native
for the sublime landscapes of Scotland,
he can, nevertheless paint, and with the
l;fang o{ ,z}: master, th% softer beauties
nglish scenery. The language of
s eby” is, ge?erally speaking, de-
cidedly superior to that of his former
roductions. Retaining what was estima-
le in the verse of « The Lay,” ¢ Mar-
mion,” and * The Lady of the Lake”—

12ms. pp.

its simplicity and pathos—the verse of
Rokeby is distinguished by qualities of
a higher kind. It is imbued with the
evidence of a maturer genius than is ex-
bibited in any of the poems we have enu-
an: pax'bllt"lndxgwdﬁ"hwd' b
and palpably splendid. as more dig-
nity, and lzss puerility. The judic
employment of antithesis amd mvertion
gives it increased energy, and much was
gained by the adoption of alliterative
words, and the repercussive effect of
transposition. In fine, if the eulogium
bestowed on Mr. Scott of haviag * tri-
umphed overthe futal facility of the odo-
aylﬁbic verse” be well deserved, its jus-
tification is to be sought for in the lan-
guage of Rokeby. The verse of « The
Lord of the Isles’” displays mo improve-
ment in Mr. Scott’s style since the pub-
lication of its predecessor. Its general
complexion is more ballad-hke, and i
may be fairly stated to hold a medium
rani between that of < Rokely” and the
earlier compositions of Mr. Scott. Itis
more lax and diffuse than that of the
first, yet more com, than that of
the last. Than that of * Rokeby,” the
language is less stern and stately; than
that of Thc%" &c. more lofty and
emphatic. If it do not manifest so ma
of the lighter graces as * The Lay,
neither is it so deeply marked with the



