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proved in my Lec*bures smce they were ﬁrst de-
__‘wered at the Royal Institution in 1861 and 1863.
“Th(}ugh I have protestad before, I must protest.:
ce more against the supposition that the theory on
fbhe Ongm of laJno-m,ge which T explained at the end
,Qf;my first course, and which I distinctly described as
-tlmt of Profeasor Heyse of Berlin, was ever held by
myself. Tt is a theory which, if properly understood,
Qntfuns some truth, but it offers an illustration only,
and in no way a real solution of the problem. I have
abstained in my Lectures from propounding any
theOry on the origin of language, first, because I
behmre th'x,t the Science of language may safely
begm with roots as its ultimate facts, leaving what
o8 beyond to the psychologlst and metaphysmmn 3
secondly, becanse I hold that a theory on the origin
of language can only be thoroughly treated in close
connection with the theory on the origin of thought,
i.e. with the fundamental principles of mental philo-
sophy Although in treating of the history of the
Helence of Language I found it necessary in my
 Lectures to examine some of the former theories on
the origin of language, and to ghow their insufliciency
_in the present state of our sciemce, I carefully ab-
 stained from going beyond the limits which I had
traced for myself. Much has been written during

. the last ten years on the origin of language, but the
. only writer who seems to me to have approached the
‘:f‘;:»fﬂ]pr-_oblemv in an independent, and at the same time a




That Mr. Darwm in his fascmatmg Work On :1;
‘_Descenb of Man should nmlme towards the -mlme

'Demokmtos and Epﬂmros la,ngmge, a.rtloula,te aﬁd:_
definite language, langnage derived, as it has been?
 proved to be, not from shrieks, but from roots, i .e
from general ideas, would still remain what I calledv
it in my first course of Lectures, our Rubicon wh@f, :;1,4
o brute will dare to eross (vol. i. p. 40‘3) A

Op other points I think that those who have done'-‘
me the honour of carefully examining and freely oriti-
cising my Lectures will find that none of their re-
marks has been neglected; and I can honestly say
_that, where I have retained my own opinions against
~ the arguments of other scholars, it has not been done



Wxthout careful conmdamtwn. ]fn some cases. my cmtms’ L
wﬂl gee that T have given up pomtmns which they

‘ha,ve indicated, by a fow additional words, that T was
-_pxtepa,red for their objections, and able to meet them ;
in others, again, the fact that I have left what I had
Twrltten without any chzmge must show that I con-
s:Lder their objections futile. It would have been easy
4.-:&-,9' answer some of my ra her over-confident critics,
fmd T confess it was sometimes difficult to resist the
temptatlou,pa,rtmularly when one finds oneself blamed,
as happens not unfrequently, for having followed
C’opermeus rather than Ptolemseus. 'Ovriuabsis quam
am/t insolentes nomn ignoras. = But controversy, particu-
la,rlv in public, is always barren of good results. X
'ca,.u now look back on five and twenty years of literary
work and whatever disappointment I may feel in
%Seémg how little has been done and how mugmore
remains to be done, and probably never will be done,
1 have at least this satisfaction, that I have never
;‘wasted one hour in personal controyersy. I have
v;grs,ppled with opinions, but never with their pro-
. pounders ; and, though I have carefully weighed what
. has been proved against me, I have never minded mere
WOI‘dS, mere assertions; still less, mere abuse.

If I may call attention to a few of the more impor-
1 '-ta,nt passages where the reader of this new edition will
. find new information, I should point out the follow-
ing. In the first volume, p. 242 seq., the statements
tm thl,‘e relation of Pehlevi to Zend have been re-

ad proved to be no longer tenable; in others, T



texts and mscrlptxons.. In the second volume,ﬁ
 15-28, the question of the origin of the_’pa;
in -fz,ng has been more fully treated. On p. an
‘be found an interesting letter on ceremomal pfdn
in Chinese, by M. Stanislas Julien. The ana,lymk
clasﬁuﬁca,tl on of vownlq :md consonants, on pp 123

divided, exa,ctly like the checks of brea,th (the'm"”
into soft and hard, will show that my own dw;tsw;
these sounds was not unfounded, while his exper

ment, des seribed on pp. 169 and 160, explams, a
to a certain extent justifies, the names of ha,frd

soft by the gide of surd a,nd sonant‘ In the F

1 As &'Specimen of tha over-confident and unsus.pe\,tmg crltmlsm ‘
goribed above, 1 quote some extracts from the North American, in manya-
respects, I believe, one of the best American reviows ; «But speciall
Professor Max Miiller’s account of the spiritus asper and the .spmﬂm
lenis, and hig explanation of the difforence betwoen such sounds as ez,
b, on the one hand, and s, f, p, on the other, is to be rejected. We hay
‘a right to be astonished that he revives for these two classes of letterd
the old names ‘soft’ and ‘kard, which have happily for some time beoi

going out of use, and fully adopts the distinction which they imply,
althougjh this distinction has been so many times exploded and ﬂ:ﬁa
difference of the two classes shown to congist in the intonation or no
intonation of the breath durmg their utterance, It is iu vain that'}
appeals to vhe Hindu grammarians in his support: they are unanimous




ture, On Grimm’s Law,

theory, particularly that founded on the historical
h&ngea in the names of places, such as Strataburgum
wnd Strazpurue, My derivations of Harl, Graf, and
mg, which had been challenged, have been de-
@nded on pp. 280, 281, and 284, and the question,
hether the reported initial digamma in the name
Helena renders a comparison between Helena and
amd impossible has been fully discussed on
16 seq. e _» «
’Ija;'sﬂy, i wish to call attention to a letter with
;hlj{thham been honoured by Mr. Gladstone {vol. ii.

againgt him-—not one of them fails to see and define correctly the differ-
e between ¢ gonant ” and * surd ” letters. | .
do not blame n writer in the North dmerican Review for not knovw-
thit I myself have run full tilt against the terminology of ‘haxd’ and
' consonants as unseientific (unwissenschaftlich), and that I was one
of the first to publish and tran<late in 1856 the more scientific claasifi-
tion into “surd ’ and ‘sonant,’ consonants as contained in the Rigveda-
prétisAkhya.  But the Reviewer might surely have read the Lecture
which Lo reviewed, where on page 130 (uow page 144), I gaid: *The
distinetion which, with regard to the first breathing or spiritus, is com-
monly called asper and lenis, is the same which, in other letters, is known
by the names of kard and soft, surd and sonant, tenuis snd media.
|| The same Review says: ‘ The definition of the wh in when, as a simple
whispered counterpart of w in wen instead of a w with a prefixed aspi-
ration, is, we think, clearly false” Now on a question concerning the
‘correct pronunciation of English, it might scem impertinence in me were
. not at once to bow to the authority of the North dmerican Review.
Still the writer might have suspected that on such & point a foreigner
‘would not write at random, and if he had consulted the highest autho-
rities on phonetics in England, and, I believe, in America too, he would
‘bave found that they agree with my own description of the two sound
ot wand wh. See Lectures, vol. ii. p. 148, note 56, e

tuze, On Grimm's Law, T have endeavoured to
lace my explanation of the causes which underlie






. PREFACE

 THE FIFTH EDITION.

E fifth edition of my Lectures on the Science
of La,ngua,ge has been carefully revised, but the
n fe&tures of the work have not been albered 1
ve added some new facts that seemed to me es-

that form which I should wish to give to them, :
if ‘;'now, after the lapse of five years, I had to wnte o
them again. ‘ |
_ In one or two cases only, where my mea,ninb"
had been evidently misapprehended even by unpre-
i Judlced critics, I have tried to express myself more

deﬁmtely and clearly. Thus in my last Lecture,

qi_:tofed the opinion of the late Professor Heyse ot o
Beﬂm, but 1 never meant to convey the Impr?SSIOIl .

:san’{:ial for strengthening certain arguments, and 1.
ave nmxtted or altered what was really no longer

tena.ble. But I have not attempted to re-write
ny portions of my Lectures, or to give to them

where T had to speak of the origin of roots, I had o




"'fc:nrm, I ha,ve gladly comphed mth a w:tsh expreaé “













EOTURBS.

i | LECJ.’URE T
THE samwop OF LANGUAGE oNT or THE
PHYSICAL SCIENCES.

1 “HLN I was asked gome  time a,go to del:w'
VY course of lectures on (“omparwtlve Philelogy
e ;tlus Instltutmn, I at once express;ed my readiness
~ doso. Ihad lived long enough in England to kn
that the peculiar difficulties arising from my 1mp
fect knowledge of the hnguage would be more the
balanced by the forbearance of an English a;udleno,
~and I had such perfect faith in my: subject that
f_:thou:rht it might be trusted even in the hands of
a less skilful expositor. I felt convinced that the ,_,
~ researches into the history of langnages and into the
 nature of human speech, which have been ca,rmed on
during the last fifty years in BEngland, France, and
~ Germany, deserved a larger share of public sympa,thy-' ‘
. than they had hitherto received ; nay, it seemed to rae,
- as far as I could judge, that Hhi discoveries in. this
- newly-opened mine of sc:nenmﬁc inquiry were not
. inferior, whether in novelfy or 1mp0rtance, tQ th
~ most brﬂha,nt dxscovemes of our age. o
G e S




j 5 It Wa,s not tﬂl I began ’ro Wm,te m y lectures t‘ha,t ‘
] became aware of the dlfﬁcultles of the task I had
undertmkbtl. The dimensions of the science of lan-
V*ﬂguwe are so vast, that it is 1mpos<31b]e in a course of

. nine lectures to give more than a very general survey

of it and ag one of the oreatest charms of this

Vscwnce congists in the minuteness of the analysis by

which each lancrua,ge, each dialect, each word, each

. grammatical form is tested, I felt that it was almost
. impossible to do tull justice to my subject, or to
 place the achievements of those who founded and
~ fostered the science of language in their true light.

Another difficulty arises from the dryness of many

i . of the problems which I shall have to discuss. De-

 clensions and conjugations cannot be made amusing,
nor can I avail myself of the advantages possessed

S by most lecturers, who enliven their d1scuqsmns by

_ experiments and diagrams. If, with all these diffi-

. culties and drawbacks, I do not shrink from opening

_ to-day this course of lectures on mere words, on

i nouns and verbs and particles—if I venture to address

an audience accustomed to listen, in this place, to
_ the wonderful tales of the natural historian, the
- chemist, and geologist, and wont to see the novel
results of inductive reasoning invested by native elo-
guence with all the charms of poetry and romance-—
it is because, though mistrusting myself, I cannot
‘mistrust my subject. The study of words may be
tedious to the school-boy, as breaking of stones is to
the wayside labourer, but to the thoughtful eye of
the geologist these stones are full of interest—he
sees miracles on the high road, and reads chronicles
in every ditch. La;ngua, e, ‘coo, has marvels of ht,r,



1 "-llpatmnt stndemt. | There dﬂ:'e ehromcles belﬂw h@f !

. guage is. It may be a production of nature, a work of

/ [surfa,ce, there are sermons in every word. Ea,nguage
has been called sacred ground, because it is ¢
o 'depos1t of thought. We cannot tell as yet what lém‘

o humm art, or a divine gift. But to whatever spher(“
b belongs, it would geem to stamd unsurpassed-—nay
. unequalled in 1t--—by anything else. If it be a p‘roduvf'
tion of nature, it ig her last and crowning produc’oxon,;
which she reserved for man alone. If it be a wor!
of human art, it would seem to lift the human arbist
almost to the level of a divine creator. If it be the
grift of God, it is Cod’s greatest gift ; for through it
Grod gpake to man and man spea,ks to (wd in Worshlp
prayer, and meditation. |
Although the way which is before us may be Iomg
and tedious, the point to which it tends will be full
of interest ; and I believe T may promise that the
-view opened before our eyes from the summit of
our science, will fully repay the patient tra,v&,llers, .
 and perhaps secure a free pardon to their venturous i
"gulde. e

The SUIENGE or TANGUAGE is a seience of ver}f |
{imodern date. We camnot trace its lineage much -
_ beyond the beginning of our century, and it is scarcely
received as yet on a footing of equality by the elder
. branches of lear111ng Its very name is still unset-

 tled, and the various titles that have been given it
it in England, France, and Glermany are so vague and
. mrymo- that they have led to the most uonfused 1deasf
' ol 2 0




. WISTORY OF THE INDUCTIVE SOIBNOES. @
 among the public at large as to the real objects of
| this new soience. We hearib spoken of as Compara- ~
A\ tive Philology, Se entific Etymology, Phonology, and
{1Glossology. Tn France, it has received the convenient,

i

L

ub somewhat barbarous, name of Limguistique. If

. we mugst have a Gireek title for our Séiert'ce? we might
‘derive it either from mythos, word, or from logos, |
 speech.  Bub the title of Mythology is already ocou-
| pied, and Logology would jar too much on classical
o eane . We need not waste our time in criticiging
. these names, as none of them has as yet received
. that universal sanction which belongs to the titles of
' ofher modern sciences, such as Geology or Compa-
0 mative Anatomy ; nor will there be much difficulty in
. christening our young science after we have once
;‘His_certained' its birth, its parentage, and its character.
- | T myself prefer the simple designation of the Science
| of Language, though in these days of high-sounding
| titlos, this plain name will hardly meet with general
e | acceptance. | b
. From the name we now turn to the meaning of our
. science. But before we enter upon a definition of
 its subject-matter, and determine the method which
ought to be followed n our regearches, it will be
. useful to cast a glance at the history of the other
| sciences, among which the science of language now,
. for the first time, claims her place ; atid examine their
| . origin, their gradnal progress, and definite settle-
" ment. 'The history of a science is, as it were, 1ts
_ Diography ; and as we buy experience cheapest in
' studying the lives of others, we may, perhaps, guard ’
¢ our young science from some of the follies and extra-
. vagances inherent in youth by learning a lesson for

e Cprochniponachafl o

2




o thh other br&mch@s of humzm knawledge ha,ve had
_ to pay more dearly. | ‘ ‘
~ There is a certain uniformity in the hlsbory of
most sciences. If we read such works as W’hewe]l’
History of the Inductive Seiences or Humboldt’s
- Kosmos, we find that the origin, the progress, ‘rhe
causes of failure and success have been the same. for
almost every branch of human knowledge. There
are three marked periods or stages in the hlstory of .|
_every one of them, which we may call the Empirical,
the COlassificatory, and the Theoretical, Howeverf'
humiliating it may sound, every one of our sciences,
however grand their present titles, can be traced back
to the most humble and homely occupations of half-
savage tribes. It was not the true, the good, and

B it »mu«m

the beautiful which spurred the early philosophers to
deep researches and bold discoveries. The founda-
tion-stone of the most glorious structures of ,hunm,nf_' 1
ingenuity in ages to come was supplied by the press-
ing wants of a patriarchal and semi-barbarous society.
The names of some of the most ancient departments
of human knowledge tell their own tale. Geometry, =
‘which at present declares itself free from all sensuous
impressions, and treats of its points and lines and
‘planes as purely ideal conceptions, not to be con~

founded with the coarse and imperfect vepresenta- =
tions as they appear on paper to the human eye,
geometry, as its very name dg cla,res, began with |
meaguring a garden or a field. It is derived from
the Greek gé, land, ground, earth, and metron, mea- .
sure. Botany, the science of plants, was originally
the science of botané, which in Greek does not mean
o plant in general, but fodder, from boskein, to feed.

)




mmmmcm “sztmem.

H,_J?he goience of' plants would hme bePll ea,lled Phy- 1
;fftology, from the Gireek phyton, a plant.! The founders
- of Astronomy were not the poet or the philosopher,
but the sailor and the farmer, The early poet may
_*:haw admired the ¢ mazy dance of planets,” and the
plnlosopher may have speculated on the heavenly
harmonies; but it wag to the sailor alone that a
. knowledge bt tho olittering guides of heaven became
. a, question of life and death. It was he who calcu-
o lated their risings and settings with the accuracy of &
~ merchant and the shrewdness of an adventurer ; and
. the names that were given to single stars or constel-
~ lations clearly show that they were invented by the
 ploughers of the sea and of the land. The moon, for
_ instance, the golden hand on the dark dial of heaven,
. was called by them the Measurer—the measurer of
.| time; for time was measured by nights, and moons,
o and w1311u1's, long before it was re«,koned by d@ys,,
. and suns, and years,
. Moon?is a very old word. 1t was ména in Anglo-
Sﬂ:mn, and was used there, not as a feminine, but as
. a niaseuline ; for the moon was originally a masculine,
 and the sun a feminine, in all Teutonic languages ;
. and it is only through the influence of classical
~ models that in English moon has been changed into
a feminine, and sun into a masculine. It was a
. most unlucky assertion which Mr. Harris made in-
. his Hermes, that all nations ascribe to the sun a

} * Seo Tossen, Was heisst Botanik? - 1861,
2 Kuhn's Zeitsohrift fir vergleichende Sprackforschung, b, ix. 8. 104,
" In the Fdda the moon is called drfali, year-teller ; a Bask name for
. ‘moon is argi-icari, light-measure. wee Dissertation critique et apolo-
. gbtigue sur la Langue basque, p. 28. | ‘




In the. mythology of the Edda Mdni, the moon, is

~ moon, continues to be used as a masculine ; wma

nlans also give the masculing gender to the moo“’,"

Vma,scuhne, a,nd to the moon & femmme gender.

"“"Lhe son, S¢l, the sun, the daughter of Mundz@fom.f
. In Gothic mena, the moon, is masculme sunnd, the'
' sun, feminine. In Anglo-ﬂaxon, too, g-ném, the

the sun, as a feminine. In Swedish médne, the moon,
is masculine ; sol, the sun, feminine. The Lithua-
_mentl ; the feminine gender to the sun, saule : and i
Sangkrit, though th(, sun 18 owlma;nly looked upon as
a male power, the most current names for the moon,
puch ag Kandra, Soma, Indu, Vidhu, are mas-
culine. The names of the moon are frpquently used
_in the sense of month, and these and other names
for month retain the same gender. Thus menoth in
_ Gothic, ménddh in Anglo-Saxon are both ‘masculine.
 In Greek we find mén, a,nd the Tonic meis, for monjg};g,
always used in the ma,svulme gender. In Latin we
have the derivative mensis, month, and in Sanskmt
we find mds for mﬁon, and maga, for month b{)’th
tnageuline.t s
Now, this més in Sa,nskmt is clearly derlved from, ‘
a root md, to measure, to mete.,  In Sanskrit, Tmea-
sureismé-mi; thou measurest, mé-si; he meaqures,
ma-ti (or mimi-te). An mstrum(mt il measuring is
called in Sanskrit mé- tmm the Greek metron, our o
metre. Now, if the moon was originally called by
the farmer the measurer, the ruler of da y8 and weeksgaﬂ |

® Horne Tooke, p. 27, note. 'Pc)tt, ;Stuci’ww zur gmwkzsahen Myékw
fogie, 1859, p. 304, Grimm, Deutsche Grammatik, 1. p. 849. Bleek :
Ueber den Ursprung der Sprache, v. viii.  (Kapstadt, 1867.)
4 See Ourtins, Grundziige der griechischen Etymologie, No. 471.
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8 EMPIRIOAL amam. -

-,-»a,nd sea,sons, the ‘regula,tor of the tldeq, the 1ord m"
. their festivals, and the herald of their public assem-
 Dlies, it is but natural that he should have been con-
. ceived as a man,and not as the love-sick maiden which

. our modern sentimental poetry has put in his place.

Tt was the sailor who, before entrusting his life

L 1};a,nd goods to the winds and the waves of the ocean,
‘watched for the rising of those stars which he called

the Sailing-stars or Plelades,® from plein, to sail.

~ Nawigation in the Greek waters was considered safe

. ‘,f"-;'after the return of the Pleiades ; and it closed when
~ they disappeared. The Latin name for the Pleiades
18 Vergilice, from wirga, a sprout or twig. This name

; ."".;'_W”ms gi‘ven to them by the Italian husbandmen, be-

~ cause in Ttaly, where they became visible about Way,

. they marked the veturn of summer. Another con-

. stellation, the seven stars in the hedad of Taurus, re-
. ceived the name of Hyades or Pluwvie in Latin, be-
. cause ab the time when they rose with the sun they
~ were supposed to announce rain. The astronomer

retaing these and many other names ; he still speaks

o of the pole of heaven, of wandering and fixed stars,’

A, Idelor, Hundbuch der Clironologie, b, 1. 8. 241, 242, H. F. Perthes
Die Flgiaden, p. 14, note, In the Oscan Inscription of Agnone we

. find a Jupiter Virgarius (djovel verehasiof, dat. sing.), & name which

Professor. Anfrecht compares with that of Jupiter Viminius, Jupiter

who fosters the growm of twigs (Kuhn's Zeitsehrift, i. s. 89).—8ee,

however, on Jupiter Viminius and his altars near the Porta Viminalis,
' Hartung, Religion der Romer, ii. 61, The Zulus call the Pleiades the

. Isilimela, the digging-stars, because, when they appear, the peaple begin
todig. BeeCalaway, The Religious System of the Amaz ulie, part iii. p. 397

8 As early as the times of Anaximenes of the lonie, and Alkmseon of

(%orpa whevdueva or whavmd), and mon-travelling stars (dawrhavels

i "‘-&.a'repes or GmwAari Gorpa). Arvistotle first used dorpa Eudedepéva, or

fixed gtars. (See Humboldt, Kosimos, vol, iii, p, 28.) Téros, the pivot,

' hinge, or the pole of Leawcn.

: the Pyth&goro&n, schools, the stars had been divided into travelling



" heavenly anchors.

" the result of scientific observation and classification,

" but borrowed from the language of those who were

themselves wanderers on the sea or in the desert,

and to whom the fixed stars were in full reality

what their name implies, stars driven in and fixed,

by which they might hold fast on the deep, as by

. B although historically we are .justiﬁediﬁfVsa.yingf" ‘

that the first geometrician was a ploughman, the first |
botanist a gardener, the first mineralogist a miner, it
may reasonably be objected that in this early stage |
a science is hardly a science jyeb: +that measuring a |
feld is not geometry, that growing cabbages is very !
 far from botany, and that a butcher has no claim to
the title of comparative anatomist, This is perfectly
true, yet it is bub right that each science should be
reminded of these its more humble beginnings, and
of the practical requirements which it was originally
intended to answer. A science, as Bacon says, should
be a rich storehouse for the glory of God, and ‘the
yeliof of man’s estate. Now, although it may seem
as if in the present high state of our society students
were enabled to devote their time te the investigation

of the facts and laws of nature, or to the contempla- -

tion of the mysteriesof the W()I‘ld.‘()f thought,ﬂwif,h;‘ \
out any side-glance at the practical it KHe g

labours, no gcience and no art have long prospered

‘and flourished among us, unless they were in some

way subservient to the practical interests of society. =

Tt is true that a Liyell collects and arranges, & Farat

day weighs and analyses, an Owen dissects and com -

pares, a Herschel observes and calculates, without




e nMPIBmAL sraom,

v Jf‘ﬂ,nv fhomrht of the 1mmed1ate marketa,ble results of : "
. their Iabours. But there is a general interest which
i Vsmpports and enlivens their researches, and that

interest depends on the pra.utwal advantages which
. gociety at large derives from these scientific studies.

| Let it be known that the successive strata of the
. geologist are a deception to the miner, that the as-
. tronomwical tables are useless to the ucwwator, that

"chemlstry is nothing but an expensive amusement,
 of no use to the manufacturer and the farmer—and

o -‘&strunamy chemistry, and geology would soon share
- the fate of alubemy and astrology. As long as the
- Hgyptian science excited the hopes of the invalid by
; ;“my‘stemous prescmpbmns (T may observe by the WELJT
' that the hieroglyphic signs of our modern preserip-
i tions have been traced back by Champollion fo the
. veal hieroglyphics of Hgypt”)—and as long as it in-
;“.‘;,“,stlw,ranted the avarice of its patrons by the promise of
 the discovery of gold, it enjoyed a liberal support at

' the courts of princes, and under the roofs of monas-

i _-f'lftemes. : Though alchemy did not lead to the discovery
. of gold, it prepared the way t0 discoveries more
~ valuable. The same with astrology. Astrology was

not guch mere m1p031t1011 as it is generally supposed
{0 have been, It is counted a science by so sound
‘and sober a scholar as Melanethon, and even Bacon

. allows it a place among the sciences, though admit-
_ ting that ¢ it had beftor intelligence and confeder: w}

. with the imagination of man th an with his reason.’

Jun gpite of the strong condemnation which Luther

pronounced against it, astrology continued to sway
| the destinies of Kuarope and a hundred years after

7 Bunsen’s I‘gypt vul iv. p. 108,




f:,Lui:her, the a,strolo,ger was the caunsellor of Prm e
 and genemls, while the founder of modern as trfmomy

 died in poverty and despair. In our time the very .
~ rndiments of astrology are lost and forgotten.? Hven

real and useful arts, as soon as they cease to be use-

ful, die away, and their secrets are sometimes lost =
beyond the hope of recovery. When after the Re-
formation our churches and chapels were divested of
their artistic ornaments, in order to re store, 1 in ou{:— ,
ward appearance also, the simplicity and purity of
the Christian church, the colours of the painted

‘windows began to fade away, and have never regained
their former depth and harmony. - The invention of

printing gave the death-blow to the art of orna.mental
writing and of mmmture-pa,mtmg employed in the
1llummfhtlon of manuseripts; and the best artists of
the present day despair of rivalling the minuteness,
softuess, and brilliancy combined by the humble:_
ma,nuﬁctmmr of the mediseval missal. o
1 spea,k somewhat feelingly on the necesmty thﬂat i
~every science should answer some practical purpose, |\
because I am aware that the science of language hag|

but little to offer to the utilitarian spirit of our age, o

It does not profess to help us in learning la nguages
more expeditiously, nor does it hold out any hope of
ever realising the dream of one universal la,ng'ua,ge.

® According to a writer in Nofes and Queries (2nd Series, vol, x.
p. 500), astrology is not so entirely extinet as we suppose.  ‘One of

our principal writers,” he states, ¢ one of our leading  barristers, and ik

several members of the various antiquarian societies, ave practised
astrologers at this hour. But no one cares to let his studies be known,
0 great is the preJudlce that confounds an art requiring the highest
education with the jargon of the gipsy fortune-teller! See also H.

Phﬂhps, Jr., Medicine and Astrology, a paper read before the Numis-

- matic and Anthuarmn Society of Phﬂadelphm, June 7, 1866.

¥
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IL mmply professes to tea,ch what la,ngua,ga is, amd”
~ this would hardly seem sufficient to secure for a new
. science the sympathy and support of the public at -
. large. There are problems, however, which, though
. apparently of an abstruse and merely speculative
_ character, have exercised a powerful influence for
Wi ,"?f,good or evil in the history of mankind. Men before
~ now have fought for an idea, and have laid down
 their lives for a word; and many of the problems
- which have agitated the world from the earliest to
our own ftimes, bclong properly to the science of
i la,ngu&w
Mytholowy, which was the bane of the ancient
o l‘,world, is 1n truth a disease of language. A mythe
 means a word, but a word which, from being a name
. or an attribute, has been allowed to assume a more
. substantial existence. Most of the Greek, the Roman,
' the Indian, and other heathen gods are nothing but
. poetical names, which were gradually allowed to
~ assume a divine personality never contemplated by
| their original inventors. Hos was a name of the
. dawn before she became a goddess, the wife of
Tithonos, ‘or the dying day. Fatum, or fate, meant
_originally what had been spoken ; and before Fate
 became a power, even greater than Jupiter, it meant
b ekl Yiad once Heen spoken by Jupiter, and
could never be changed-—not even by Juplter himgelf.
_ Zieus originally meant the bright heaven, in Sangkrit
‘ py aus ; and many of the stories told of Ltk st
. supreme god, had a meaning only as told 01~1g1na,11y
of the bright heaven, WhOSG rays, like golden rain,
 descend on the lap of the earth, the Danaé of old,
. kept by her father in the dark prison of winter. No




one doubts tha,t Luna Was s:t.mply a na,me of the
~ moon; but so was likewise Lucina, both derived from
lucefre, to shine. Hekate, too, was an old name of the

- moon, the feminine of Hekatos and Hekwtabolas, the
f¢1'~dart1ng sun; and Pyrrha, the Bve of the Greeks

L was nothing but a name of the red earth, and

n
p&rtuulam of Thessaly This mytholomcal dlsea,ae,
- though less virulent in modern. Iangxlages, 1s by no

b means extinet.”

During the middle ages the eontroversy bebween
Nomumhsm and Realism, which agitated the church. ,,
for centuries, and ﬁna,lly prepared the way for the
. Reformation, was again, as its very.name shows, a
_ controversy on mames, on the nature of la,nguage, a,nd
on the relation of words to our conceptwns on one

. gide, and to the realities of the outer world on the

. other. Men were called heretics for behevma- "tjhﬂ,‘t.
 words guch as justice or lruth expressed only eoncep-._
tions of our mind, not real things walking about in
broad daylight. - e
. In modern times the science of language has been
called in to settle some of the most perplexing POI:L- i
tieal and social questions. ¢ Nations and lmguages '
against dynasties and treaties,” this is what has
remodelled, and will remodel still more, the map of
Burope ; (and in America comparative phllolomstﬂ
have been encouraged to prove the imposmblhty of a;}‘f’\
comiion origin of lmgua,o-es and raceg, in order “fo;;__i’ |
Justify, by scientific arguments, the unhallowed theoryi
of slavery) Never do I remember to have seen science
more degraded than on the title-page of an American
. publication in which, among the pmﬁles of the differ-

9 See Lectures on t}’w Seience of Lmyuaye, 2nd Seues, 12 h Iectuw. daue
\,«'f‘: _I"u‘., i 49 o % i e I‘;A “ &
Rﬂfm M"x o dn He ‘%. Ol ot frw*sw} 1ok .m‘»#a?.’ |
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. look more human than that of the negro. o
 Lastly, the problem of the position of man on the
. threshold between the worlds of matter and spirit
 has of late assumed a very marked prominence
among the problems of the physical and mental
sciences. It has absorbed the thoughts of men who,
after a long life speut in collecting, observing, and

~ analysing, have brought to its solution qualifications
 unrivalled in any previous sage; and if we may
judge from the greater warmth displayed in dis-

. cussions ordinarily conducted with the calmness of
. judges and not with the passion of pleaders, it might

| seem, after all, as if the great problems of our being,
v of the true nobility of our blood, of our descent
. from heaven or earth, though unconnected with

~ anything that is commonly called practical, have still
. retained a charm of their own--a charm that will

_ mever lose its power on the mind and on the heart

of man. Now, howeyver much the frontiers of the
animal kingdom have been pushed forward, so that

at one time the line of demarcation between animal

and man seemed to depend on a mere fold in the
brain, there is one barrier which no one has yet
ventured to touch-—the barrier of language. Tven

- those philosophers with whom penser ¢ est sentur,\0

who reduce all thought fo feeling, and maintain that

Bt abag o man, the profile of the ﬁpe was made to

W ¢Man has two faculties, or two passive powers, the existence of

‘which is generally acknowledged: 1, the faculty of receiving the differ-

ent impressions caused by external ohjects, physical sensibility : and 2,

the faculty of preserving the impressions caused by these objects,

called memory, or weakened sensation. Thege faculties, the productive

causes of thought, we have in common with beasts. . . . . Everything
i redncible to feeling '—Helvetius., | |

s
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. we share the faculhes whlch are the praclueﬁlm;
. causes of thought in common with bssa,sts, are bound
o to confess that asyet no race of animals has produ' sd

L langua,ge. Lord Monboddo, for instance, admits

possession of language ‘not even the beme:c, who!
of all the animals we know, that are not, like the

¥ crranmouta,ngs, of our own spemes, comes nea,rest to
us in sagacity.’ R

 miferialistic philosophers, and who certainly vmdl-{[

 is that which puts a perfect distinction between man

_in these of making use of general signs for universal
ideas 5 from which we hfwe reason to imagine that
 they have not the faculty of abstracting or making |
 general ideas, since they have no use of words or any‘
- other general signs.’ - ’

_ ration the progress of comparative physiology, yot o
~ consider it their duty to enter their manly protest

th b as yet ‘no animal has been dlseovered m,thg }

~ Locke, who is gennmlly classed together W!f;ll theseﬂf«
cated a large share of what had been claimed for the
intellect as the property of the sensecs, reeogmsed
most fully the barrier which language, as such, placed
between man and brutes, ¢ This T may be pomtw&ﬁ
;> he writes, ¢that the power of abstracting is not

a,t all in brutes, and that the having of gerwr'ﬂ 1deaa~

and brutes. For it is evidentwe observe no footsteps

PN A

If, therefore, the science of l@nwuage glves us an
ingight into that Wth‘h, by common consent distin- o

- guishes man from all other living beings ; if it estab-

lishes a frontier between man and the brute, which

' can never be removed, it would seem to possess at

the present moment peculiar claims on the att(‘n-_y»}f
tion of all who, while watching with sincere admi-




~ against a vevival of the shallow theories. of Lord
O Nmbeddes 0 e

. But to return to our survey of the history of the
 physical sciences. We had examined the empirical
. stage throngh which every science has to pass. - We
. saw that, for instance, in botany, a man who has tra-
. yelled through distant countries, who has collected &
 yast nomber of plants, who knows their names, their '

. peculiarities, and their medicinal qualities, is not yet
. a botanist, but only a herbalist, a lover of plants, or
. what the Ttalians call a dilettante, from dilettare, to
delight in a subjéc.t. The real science of plants, Hke.
" every other science, begins with the work of classifi-
. cation. An empirical acquaintance with facts rises to
g scientific knowledge of facts as soon as the mind dis-
. covers beneath the multiplicity of single productions
. the unity of an organic system: This discovery is
. made by means of comparison and clagsification. We
. geuso to study each flower for its own sake ; and by
_continnally enlarging the sphere of our observation,
‘wetry to discover whatis common to many and offers
. thoso, essential points on which groups or natural

' classes may be established. These classes again, in
their more general featurcs, are mutually compared ; ’
e points of difference, or of similarity of a more
~ goneral and higher character, spring to view, and
~ enable us to discover classes of classes, or families.
 And when the whole kingdom of plants has thus been
 surveyed, and a simple tissue of names been thrown
oyer the garden of nature; whenwe can lift it up, as.
it were, aud view ib in our mind as a whole, as a sys-
. tem well defined and complete, we then speak of the
. seience of plants, or botany, We have entered into
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altogether a new sphere of knowledge where the fndi-
vidnal is subject to the general, fact to law; we dis-

| | ' cover thought, order, and purpose pervading the,. ||

 whole realm of nature, and we perceive the dark
 chaos of matter lighted up by the reflection of a di-

vine mind, Such views may be right or wrong. Too
‘hasty comparisons, or too nmarrow distinctions, may

have prevented the eye of the observer from discover-
ing the broad outlines of nature’s plan. Yet every .
system, however insufficient it may prove hereafter, .
i3 a step in advance. If the mind of man is once im- - ‘f

pressed with the conviction that there must be order
and law everywhere, it never rests again until all
that seems irregular has been eliminated, until the

full beauty and harmony of nature has been perceived,

~ and the eye of man has caught the eye of Giod beam-
' ing out from the midst of all His worls. The failures
 of the past prepare the triumphs of the future. e
 Thus, to recur to our former illustration, the sys-
tematic arrangement of plants which bears the name

of Linneus, and which is founded on the number and
character of the reproductive organs, failed to bring
' out the natural order which pervades all that grows
and blossoms. Broad lines of demarcation which
unite or divide large tribes and families of plants

were invisible from hig point of view. But in spite

of this, his work was mot in vain. The fact that =

plants in every part of the world belonged to ome
great system was established once for all; and even

in later systems most of his classes and divisions
have been preserved, because the conformation of =
the reproductive organs of plants happened to yun

parallel with other more characteristic marks of true
1. g
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o ; '_a,ﬂ"lmty It is thc same in the hlstory 01 astronomy

- Although the Ptolemsean system was a wrong one,

. yet even from its eccentric point of view, laws were
 discovered defermining the true movements of the

heavenly bodies. The conviction that there remaing

 gomething unexplained is sure to lead to the dis-
_covery of our error. There can be no error in nature ;

e

\ the error must be with us. This convietion lived in
the heart of Aristotle when, in spite of his imperfect

knowledge of nature, he declared ¢ that there is in

“ nature mothing interpolated or without connection,
‘as in a bad tragedy;’ and from his time forward

| every new: -fact and every new system have confirmed
- hig faith. |

The object of classification is clea,r; We under-

- gtand things if we can comprehend them ; that is to

say, if we can grasp and hold together single facts,

. connect isolated impressions, distinguish between
' what is essential and what is merely accidental, and
. thus predicate the general of the individual, and
“class the individual under the general. This is the

gecret of all scientific knowledge. Many sciences,
- while passing through this second or classificatory
stage, assume the title of comparative. When the

anatomist hag finished the disseetion of numerous
bodies, when he has given names to every organ, and
discovered the distinctive functions of each, he is led
to perceive similarity where at first he saw dissimi-

Jarity only, He discovers in the lower animals radi-
. mentary indications of the more perfect organisation

of the higher; and he becomes impressed with the
conyiction that thers is in the animal kingdom the
game ovder and purpose which pervades the endless
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' ‘vcmc,ty of pla,nts or :my other realm of mture. He i ?‘

learns, if he did not know it before, that things were
not ereated at random or in a lump, but that there is

a scale which leads, by imperceptible degxees, from

JER VSN

thﬁowest infusoria to the crowning work of nature
—man ; that all is the manifestation of one and the

same unbroken chain of creative Hmught the Work i
of one and the same all-wise Creator. | i
In this way the second or classificatory lemds us

‘naturally to the third or final stage—the theoretical,
or metaphysical. If the work of clagsification is'
properly carried out, it teaches us that nothmg L
exists in nature by a;ecldenu, that each individual

belongs to a species, each species to a genus; and
that there are laws which underlie the apparent free-
dom and variety of all created things. These laws =
indicate to us the presence of a purpose in the mind
of the Creator; and whereas the material Word wag
looked npon by ancient: philosophers as a mere e

sion, as an agglomerate of atoms, or as the work of

an evil principle, we now read and interpret its pages
as the revelation of a divine power, and wisdom, and

love. 'This has given to the study of nuture a new
character. After the observer has collected his facts,
and after the classifier has placed them in order, the

student asks what is the origin and what is the mean-
ing of all this ? and he tries to soar, by means of in-
duction, or sometimes even of divination, into regions
not accessible to the mere collector. In this a,ttempt L
the mind of man no doubt has frequently met with f i
the fate of Phaeton; but, undismayed by failure, he

asks again and again for his father’s steeds. It has

been %.1,1(1 that fhls so-called philosophy of pature has

UL A Y
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" pever achieved anything ; that it has done nothing

0 but prove that things must be exactly as they had
. been found to be by the observer and collector.
| Physical science, however, would mever have been .

. what it is without the impulses which it received |

~ from the philosopher, nay, even froth the poet. ‘A%
" the limits'of exact knowledge’ (L quote the words of

'.Humb‘oldt), ¢ag from a lofty island-shore, the .eye'
loves to glance towards distant regions. The images
which it sees may be illusive; but like the illusive

v o images which people imagined they had seen from
. the Canaries or the Azores, long before the time of

Columbus, they may lead to the discovery of a new

2 world)

. Copeinicus, in the dedication of his work to Pope

 Paul IIL (it was commenced in 1517, firiished 1530,

~ published 1548), confesses that he was brought to the
_ discovery of the sun’s central position, and of the
diwrnal motion of the earth, not by observation or
analysis, but; by what he calls the feeling of a want of

. gymmetry in the Ptolemaic system. But who had
~ told him that there musé be symmetry ‘in all the
. movements of the celestial bodies, or that complica-

tion was not more sublime than simplicity? Sym-
metry and simplicity, before they were discovered by
_ the observer, were postulated by the philesopher.
 The first idea of revolutionising the heavens was

. suggested to Copernicus, as he tells us himsell, by an

. ancient Greek philosopher, by Philolaos, the Pytha-

L gorean. No doubt with Philolacs the motion of the
. earth was only a guess, o, if you like, a happy intui-
¢+ tion, not, as it was with Tycho de Brahe and his friend

~ Kepler, the result of wearisome observations of the
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0rb1ts of the pla,net Mars. N ewrtheless, 1f we mag;r
trust the words of Copernicus, it is quite possible that
without that guess we should never have heard Of

the Copernican system. Truth is mnot found by ad-"=%
dition and multlphca,twn only.] When speaking 0f
Kepler, whose method of reasoning ‘hag been con-
sidered as unsafe and fantastic by his contemporaries

as well as by later astronomers, Sir David Brewster

remarks very truly, € that, as an instrument of re-
search, the influence of imagination has been nmch‘j_- e

overlooked by those who ha,ve ventured to give laws

to philosophy.” The torch of imagination is ag neces-

sary to him who looks for truth, as the Jarap of study,

Kepler held both, and more than that, he had the o

star of iaa.th to guide him. in all things from da,rkn,esg v
to light. ’ e

In the history of the physical sciences, the threef”::»-l

stages which we have just described as the empwmal

the clagsificatory, and the theoretical, appear gene-

rally in chronological order. 1 say, generally, for:

there have been ingtances, as in the case just quoted

of Philolaos, wheie the results properly belonging to ,.

the third have been anticipated in the first stage. g

To the quick eye of genius one case may be like a i
thousand, and one experiment, well chosen, may

lead to the discovery of an absolute law. Besldes, ,_ |

there arve great chasms in the history of science. .

' The tradition of generations is broken by politieal
' or ethnic earthquakes, and the work that was nearly

finished has frequently had to be done again from
the beginning, when a new surface had been formed

for the growth of a new cwlhsa,twn._ The succession, 1
however, of these three stages is no doubt the n&tural o
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i]one, and it i very properly ()bserved in the study i

of every science. The student of botany begins as & .

""'vl"cc}]lector of plants. Taking each plant by itself, he

- ‘observes its peculiar character, its habitat, its proper

season, its’ popular or unscientific name. He learns
1o chstmgulsh between the roots, the stem, the leaves,

. the flower, the calyx, the stamina, and pistils. He

_learns, so to say, the practical grammar of the plant
. before he can begin to compare, to arrange, and
classify. Again, no one can enter with advantage
on the third stage of any physical science without
‘having passed through the second. No one can

study the plant, no one can understand the bearing

 of such a work as, for instance, Professor Schleiden’s

Life of the Plant,”t who has not studied the life of

~ plants in the wonderful variety, and in the still more
" wonderful order, of nature. These last and highest
achievements of inductive philosophy are possible
only after the way has been cleared by previous
classification. The philogopher must command his
_classes like regiments which obey the order of their
general. Thus alone can the battle be fought and
4ruth be conguered.

~ After this rapid glance at the hlstmy of the other
physical sciences, we now return to our own, the
~science of language, in order to see whether it really
1§ a science, and whether it can be brought back to
the standard of the inductive sciences. We want
to know whether it has passed, or ig still passing,
through the three phases of physical research ;
whether its progress has been systematic or desul-
tory, whether its method has been appropriate or
W Die Pllanze und ihr Leben, von M. J, Schleiden, Leipzig, 18568,
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. not, But before we do thls we shall I bhmk haw'
to do something else. You may have observe,d that'
I always took it for granted that the science of
language, which is best known in this country By
the name of comparative philology, is one of the
physical sciences, and that therefore its method ought
to be the same as that which has been followed =
with g0 much success in botany, geology, a,na,tomy,
‘and other branches of the study of nature. In the '
history of the physical sciences, however, we look in
vain for a place assigned to compa,r'l,tw_e _phﬂology,
‘and its very name would seem to show that it be-
longs to quite a different sphere of human knowledge.
There are two great divisions of human knowledge,
which, according to their subject-matter, may be
called physical and historical. Physical science deals

with the works of God, historical science with the

works of man.? Now if we were to judge by its
name, comparative phlloloay, like classical phﬂology,ﬁ\;
would seem to take rank, not as a physical, but as
~an historical science, and the proper method to be =
applied to it would be that which is followed in =
the history of art, of law, of politics, and religion. ;

‘However, the title of comparative philology must not i

be allowed to mislead us. It is difficult to say by

whom that title was invented; but all that can be

said in defence of it is, that the founders of the i

science of language were chiefly scholars ‘or philo~

loglsts and that they based their inquiries into the

? ‘Thus the scionce of opties, including all the laws of light: and 0

colour is a physical science, whereas the science of painting, with all

its laws of manipulation and colouring, heing that of a man-created =

ait, 18 a purely hl&tomca,l science. wmlfzfellecéual Liepository, June 2,
1862, p. 247. : A
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- nature and laws of language on a comparison of as
. many facts as they could collect within their own
" special spheres of study. Neither in Germany, which
. may well be called the birthplace of this science, nor
in France, where it has been cultivated with brilliant
success, has that title been adopted. It will not be

difficult to show that, although the science of lan-

guage owes much to the classical scholar, and though

in return it has proved of great use to him, yet com-
parative philology has really mothing whatever in
common with philology, in the usual meaning of the
word. Philology, whether classical or oriental,
whether treating of ancient or modern, of cultivated

- or barbarous languages, is an historical geience.

Language is here treated simply as a means. The

classical scholar uses Greek or Latin, the oriental

 scholar Hebrew or Sanskrit, or any other language,

as a key to an understanding of the literary mounu-
ments which bygone ages have bequeathed to us, as
a spell to raise from the tomb of time the thoughts

~ of great men in different ages and different countries,

. and as a means ultimately to trace the social, moral,
 intellectual, and religious progress of the human
race. In the same manner, if we study living lan-

guages, it is not for their own sake that we study

‘grammars and vocabularies. We do 80 on account of

their practical usefulness. We use them as lettors

of introduction to the best society or to the best
~ literature of the leading nations of Hurope. In com-
 parative philology the case is totally different. In
\ the sciencé of language, languages are not treated
© as a means ; language itself becomes the sole object
. of geientificinquiry, Dialects which have never pro-
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duced any Iltera,tura at :ebll fshe _]a,rgons of samg@
tribes, the clicks of the Hottentots, and the vocal
modulations of the Indo-Chinese are as mlporta,nt ,
~ nay, for the solution of some of our problems, more
_important, than the poetry of Homer, or the proge of
Cicero. We do not want to know Iarlguages we
want to know language ; what language is, how it
can form an instrument or an organ of thought; we
want to know its origin, its nature, its laws; and it
iy only in order to arvive at that knowledge that we
collect, arrange, and classify all the facts of Luwua,ge
tha,t are within our reach.
' And here I must protest, at the very outset Of
these lectures, against the supposition that the gt~ 4
dent of language must nccessa,mly be a great linguist. ;i‘
I shall ha,ve to speak to you in the course of 'bhese
lectures of hundreds of languages, some of which,
perhaps, you may never have heard mentioned even
by name. Do not suppose that I know these lan-
guages as you know Greek or Latin, French or
German, In that sense I know indeed very few
languages, and I never aspired to the fame of a b :lf s
Mithridates or a Meazofanti. Tt is impossible for a, f =
student of langnage to acquire a practical knowledge "“: L
of all the tongues with which he has to deal. He doesi
not wish to spea.k the Kachikal la,nguao'e, of which a
professorship was lately founded in the University
of Guatermala,'® or to acquire the elegancies of the
idiom of the Tcheremissians; nor is it his ambition to 3
explore the literature of the Samoyedes, or the New-‘ L
Zealanders, It is the grammar and the dietie
which form the sub]cet of hlS m,g o
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’consu]ts and subgects to a careful analysm, but he‘
: does not encumber his memory with paradigms of

nouns and verbs, or with long lists of words which

‘ have never been used for the purposes of literature.
16 i8 true, no doubt that no language will unveil

the whole of its wonderful structure except to the
scholar who has studied it thoroughly and eriti-

. cally in a number of literary works representing the
. various periods of its growth. Nevertheless, short

lists of vocables, and imperfect sketches of a gram-
mar, are in many ingtances all that the student can
expect to obtain, or can hope to master and fo use
for the purposes he has in view, He must learn to

- make the best of this fragmentary information, hke'

the comparative anatomist, who frequently learns his

lessons from the smallest fragments of fossil bones,
_or the vague pictures of animals brought home by

unscientific travellers. If it were necessary for the
comparative philologist to acquire a critical or prac-
tical acquaintarice with all the langua,ges which form
the subject of his inquiries, the science of language

 would simply be an impossibility. f\But we do not
.| expect the botanist to be an experienced gardener, or
.l the geologist a miner, or the ichthyologist a pra,ctma,l |

Wl
;:.

%ﬁsherm‘m} Nor would it be reasonable to object in
the science of language to the same division of labour

 which is necessary for the successful cultivation of

subjects much less comprehensive. Though much

 of what we might call the realm of language is lost

to us for ever, though whole periods in the history of

language are by necessity withdrawn from. our obser~

vation, yet the mass of human gpeech that Hes before

~ us, whether in the petrified strata of ancient litera-

TR | . .
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~ and dialects, offers a field as large, if not larger, f

than any other branch of physical research. It is i

impossible to fix the exact number of known lan-

prising, more surprising even than the indifference

‘guages, but their numnber can hardly be less than
nine hundred.'* That, before the beginning of our
_century, this vast field should never have excited the y

curiosity of the natural philosopher may seem sur-

with which former generations treated the lessons
which the very stones seemed to teach of the life shllv ,
throbbing in the veins and on the very surface of the

earth. The saying that ¢familiarity breeds con-

‘tempt’ would seem applicable to the subjects of both e
these sciences. The gravel of our walks hardly = |
geemed to deserve a scientific treatment, and the
language which every ploughboy can speak could
not be raised without an effort to the dignity of &

 seientific problem. Man had studied every part of

nature, the mineral treasures in the bowels of the

earth, the flowers of each season, the animals of every
continent, the laws of storms, and the movements of

the heavenly bodies; he had analysed every substance,

dissected every organism, he knew every bone and

muscle, every nerve and fibre of his own body to the

altimate elements which compose his flesh and blood;

‘hoe had meditated on the nature of his soul, on the

laws of his mind, and tried to penetrate into the last
canses of all being—and yet langnage, without the
aid of which not even the first step in this glorious
career could have been made,  remained unnoticed.

14 Balbi in his Atlas counts 860. Of. Pott, Rassen, p. 230; Eiymo-
logische Forschungen, ii. 83, (Second Edition,)
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~ Like a veil that hung too close over the eye of the
- human mind, it was hardly perceived. In an age
when the study of antiquity attracted the most ener-
getic minds, when the ashes of Pompeii were sifted
for the playthings of Roman life; when parchments
. were made to disclose, by chemical means, the erased
- thoughts of Grecian thinkers; when the tombs of
Egypt were ransacked for their sacred contents, and
‘the palaces of Babylon and Nineveh forced to sur-
render the clay diaries of Nebuchaduezzar; when
everything, in fact, that seemed to contain a vestige
of the early life of man was anxiously searched for
and carefully preserved in our libraries and musenms
——language, which in itself carries us back far beyond
the cuneiform literature of Assyria and Babylonia,
and the hieroglyphic documents of Egypt; which
connects ourselves, thy ough an unbroken chain of
speech, with the very ancestors of our race, and still
draws its life from the first utterances of the human
mind—Ilanguage, the living and speaking witness of
the whole history of our race, was never cross-
§ examined by the student of history, was never made
. to disclose its secrets until questioned, and, 5o o say,
brought back to itself within the last fifty years, by
the genius of a Humboldt, Bopp, Grimm, Bungen, and
others. TIf you consider that, whatever view we take
of the origin and dispersion of lan guage, nothing new
has ever been added to the substance of language,'s
that all its changes have been changes of form, that
no new root or radical has ever been invented by
later generations, as little as one single element has
ever been added to the material world in which we
e 'S Pott, Btym. Forsch. i, 230,
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live; if ytm‘beaf in Iﬂiﬁd'thé,t in one sense, smd ina
very just sende, we may be said to handle the very
words which issued from the mouth of the son of

‘Glod, when he gave names to ‘all cattle, and to the
fowl of the air, and to every beast of the field, you =
will see, I believe, that the science of language h@s
dlaims on your attention, such as few sciences can .

rival or excel.

Having thus explained the manner in which' '[

intend to treat tho science of language, T hope in

my unext lecture to examine the objections of those

‘philosophers who see in language nothing but a con-
trivance devised by human skill for the more expedi-
tious communication of our thoughts, and who would

wish to see it treated, not as a production of nature,§

1

‘but simply as a work of human art.




LECTURE IT.

. rEE GROWTH OF LANGUAGE IN CONTRADISTINCTION TO
| THE HISTORY OF LANGUAGE.

N claiming for the science of language a place
among the physical sciences, I was prepared to

- meet with many objections. The circle of the physical
- sciences seemed closed, and it was not likely that a

new claimant should at once be weleomed among the

established branches and scions of the ancient aristo-

. cracy of learning.!

! Dr. Whewell classes the science of language as one of the palaitio-
logical sciences ; but he makes a distinction between palaitiological
. sclences treating of material things, for instance, geology, and others
respecting the products which result from man’s imaginative and sociul
endowments, for instance, comparative philology. He excludes the
latter from the circle of the physical sciences, properly so ealled, but he
adds: * We began our inquiry with the trust that any sound views
~ which we should be able to obtain respecting the nature of truth in the
- physical sciences, and the mode of discovering it, must also tend to
throw light upon the nature and prospects of knowledge of all other
 kinds—must be useful to us in moral, political, and philological re-
searches, We stated this as a confident anticipation; and the evidence
~ of the justice of our belief already begins to appear. We have seen
that hiolopy leads us to psychology, if we ¢chooss to follow the path ;
and thus the passage from the material to the immaterial has already
unfolded itself at one point; and we now perceive that there are
- several large provinces of speculation which coucern subjects belonging
- to man’s immateria,l nature, and which are governed by the same laws
a8 sciences altogether physical. It is not our business to dwell on the
prospects which our philosophy thus opens to our contemplation; but
~ wo muy allow ourselves, in this lust stage of our pilgrimage among the
- foundations of the physical sciences, to be cheered und animated by



LANGUAGE INWNTED BY MAN. st

The first Objectmn which Was sure to be raised ou R
the pa,rt of such sciences as bo’camy, geology, or phy-
siology is this:—Language is the work of man; it
was invented by man as a means of communicating

hig thoughts, when mere looks and gestures proved

 inefficient ; and it was gradually, by the combined
efforts of succeeding generations, brought to that
perfection which we admire in the idiom of the Bible, =
the Vedas, the Koran, and in the poetry of Homer,
Virgil, Dante, and Shakespeare. Now it is perfectly . =
true that if language be the work of man, in the

same sense in which a statue, or a temple, or a poem,

or a law ave properly ca,lled the works of man, the @
- science of language would have to be classed as an

historical science. We should have a history of lan-

~ guage as we have a history of art, of poetry, and of

history. 1t is true, also, that if you consult theif
works of the most distinguished modern philosophers

jurisprudence, but we could not claim for it a place
side by side with the various branches of natural

you will find that whenever they speak of language,

they take it for granted that language is & human
invention, that words are artificial signs, and that the

varieties of human speech arose from different nations
arrreemg on different sounds as the most appro pnate
gigns of their different ideas. This view of the ori gin

of language was so powerfully advocated by the leadi ing

~ philosophers of the last century, that it has retained

the ray that thus beams upon us, howover dimly, from a higher and

bmghter region, - ludications of the Creator, p. 146. Seo also Dar-
winism tested by the Science of Languaqe translated from the German
of Professor A. Schleicher by Dr. AL V. W. H. Bikkers (London'

1870,

Hotten, 1869), .Lud my review of this mrk in ‘thme, No. 10, Jan. 6,



*:"' e B % 2 e s % = s : e e = = = = = SRt s
e

LANG}UAGE REVEALED.

an undlsputed currency even a,moﬂg those Who, on
~ almost every other point, are strongly opposed to the

teaching of that school. A few voices, indeed, have
been raised to protest against the theory of language

_ being originally invented by man. But they, in their
- zeal to wvindicate the divine origin of language,

seem to have been carried away so far as to run

 counter to the express statements of the Bible. For

in the Bible it is not the Creator who gives names
to all things, but Adam, ¢ Out of the ground,” we

! yead, < the Lord God formed every beast of the field,
' and every fowl of the air; and brought them unto

Adam to see what bhe would call them : and whatso-
ever Adam called every living creature that was the

name thereof.’ ? But with the exception of this small

class of philosophers, more orthodox even than the

' Bible,? the generally received opinion on the origin of

langunage is that which was held by Locke, which was

4 powerfully advocated by Adam Smith in his Essay
o the Origin of Language, appended to his Treatise

on Moral Sentiments, and which was adopted with °

,shght modifications by Dugald Stewart. Accordmg

4 Gonesis ii. 19.
$ St. Basil was aceused by Eunomius of denying Divine Providence,

because he would not adwit that God had created the names of all

things, but ascribed the invention of language to the faculties which
CGtod had implanted in man, St Gregory, bishop of Nysqu, in Cappa-
docia (331--396), defended St. Bwﬂl ‘Though God has given to human

. nature its faculties,! he writes, ‘it does not follow that therefore He
produces all the actions which we perform. He has given us the
faculty of building a house and doing any other work ; but we, surely,

are the builders, and not He. In the same manner our faculty of

. speaking is the work of Him who has so framed our nature; but the

invention of words for naming each object is the work of our mind.
Bee Ladevi-Roche, De [' Origine du Eangaqc Bordeaux, 1860, p 14 ;

 also Horne Tooke, Diversions of Purley, p. 19.
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to them, man must hzw& 11ve:1 for a tlme in a state
of mutmm, his only means of communication con- n
sisting in gestures of the body, and in changes of
the countenance, till at last, when ideas multiplied =
that could no longer be pointed at with the ﬁng’ers,.
‘ they found it necessary to invent arificial signs of
which the meaning was fixed by mutual agreement.”
We need not dwell on minor differences of opmmn]*f
as to the exact process by which thig artificial lan- e
guage is supposed to have been formed. Adam.
Smith would wish us to believe that the first arti-
ficial words were verbs. Nouns, he thinks, were of =
less urgent necessity because things could be pointed =
at or imitated, whereas mere actions, such as are ex~
pressed by verbs, could not. He therefore supposes
that when people saw a wolf coming, they poiunted
at him, and simply cried out ¢ He comes.’ Dugald
Stewart, on the contrary, thinks that the first arti-
ficial words were nouns, and that the verbs Wer'""
- supplied by goqtuxe that, therefore, when people}.-; i
- #aw a wolf coming, they did not cry ¢ He comes,’ but |
¢ Wolf, Wolf,” leaying the rest to be ima weined.t e \
But whether the verb or the noun was the first toﬂ':
'be invented is of little i mmportance ; nor is it possﬂ:)le “
for us, at the very beginning of our inquiry into-the :
nature of ]a,ncruage to enter upon a minute examina-
tion of a theory which represents language as a work
of human art, and as established by mutual agree-
ment as a medinm of communication. While fully ;
admitting that if this theory were true, the science
of lanom,ge would not come within the pale of the_f |
physical SCIPHCPS, I must content myseli for the pre- "

* D. Stewart, Works, vol. iii. p. 27.
I D




- gent with pointing out that no one has yet explained
_ how, without language, a discussion, however imper-
~ fect, on the merits of each word, such as must needs
~ have preceded a mutual agreement, could hive been
. carried on. But as it is the object of these lectures
??:O':,,pmv,e that language is not a W‘Qrk; of human art,

_ in the same sense as painting, or building, or writing,

o ,‘printi‘ng, T must ask to be ,allowéd, in this pre-
 liminary stage, simply to enter my protest against a
 theory, which, though still taught in the schools, is

. nevertheless, T believe, without & single fact to sup-

. port its truth., e

. But there are other objections besides this which
_ would seem to bar the admission of the science of
language to the circle of the physical sciences.
Whatever the origin of language may have been, it
has been remarked with a strong appearance of

truth, that language has a history of its own, like
. art, like law, like religion; and that, therefore, the

science of language belongs to the circle of the
Mastorieal, or, as they used to be called, the moral, in

. contradistinetion to the physical sciences. It is a

 well-known faet, which recent researches have not

 shaken, that nature is incapable of progress or im-

~ provement. The flower which the botanist observes

| to-day was as perfect from the beginning as it is to-
day. Animals which are endowed with what is
called an artistic instinet, have never brought that
_ instinet to a higher degree of perfection. The hexa-
gonal cells of the bee are not more regular in the
_nineteenth century than at any earlier period, aund
the gift of song has never, as far as we know, been
brought to a higher perfection by our nightingale
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thsm by the Phdomele of the Greeks. s I\ tuml‘,f

o History,” to quote Dr. Whewell’s words,” ¢ when
.. systemq,twa,lly treated, excludes all that is historical,
for it classes objects by their perma,nent and nni-

 versal properties, and has nothmg to do with the
narration of particular or casual facts.” Now, if we
consider the large number of tongues spoken in i
ferent parts of the world with all their dialectic and
provincial varieties, if we observe the great cha,ngesfﬁ
which each of these tongues has undergone n the"}’
course of centuries, how Latin was changed mto;f’ﬂ'_f

Ttalian, Spanish, Portuguese, Provengal, French, o
.Wala,ohnn, and Roumausch how Latin again, to- |

gether with Greek, the Oeltlc, the Teutonie, and

Slavonic languages, together likewise with the an-
cient dialects of India and Persia, points back to an
earlier language, the mother, if we may so call it, of |
the whole Indo-European or Aryan family of speech;
if we see how Hebrew, Arabic, and Syriac, with

several minor dialects, are but diffevent impressions .
of one and the same common type, and must all =
. have flowed from the same source, the original lan-
' guage of the Semitic race; and if we add to these

“two, the Aryan and Semitic, at least one more well-

established class of langnages, the Turanian, com-

prising the dialects of the nomad races scattered

over Central and Northern Asia, the Tungusic, Mon-

golic, Turkie,® Samoyedie, and Finnie, all vadii from

on¢ common centre of speech: if we watch this
stream of language rolling on through cenfuries in

& History nf Inductive Sciences, vol. iii. p. 531.

6 Names i1 t¢ are names of classes as distinet from the names of T

single languages,
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tj:three m1ghty arms, ,thh before they dlqa,ppea,r? |
 from our sight in the far distance, clearly show a
~_convergence towards one common gource: it would
. geem, indeed, as if there were an historical life in-
. herent in language, and as if both the will of man
' and the power of time could tell, if not on its sub-
b _sta,me, at least on its form.
. "And even if ‘the mere local va,rletu,s of speech
. were not considered sufficient ground for excluding
language from the domain of natural science, there
. Wcmld st111 remain the greater difficulty of recon-
' eiling the historical chfmwes affecting every one of.
‘these varietics with the recognised principles of
' physical science. Every parﬁ of nature, whether.
 mineral, plant, or animal, is the same in kind from
. the beginning to the end of its existence, whereas
. few lnnmmoea could be recognised as the same after
» the lapse of but a thousand years. The language of
4 Alfred is so different from the English of the present
| day that we have to study it in the same manner as
| we study Greek and Latin. We can read Milton
i and Bacon Shakespeare and Hooker; we can make
- | out Wycliffe and Chaucer; but when we come to the
. English of the thirteenth century, we can but guess
. its meaning, and we fail even in this with WOI‘kS
. previons to Orm and Layamon. The historical
 changes of language may be more or less rapid, bub
. they take place at all times and in all countries,
. They have reduced the rich and powerful idiom of
_ the poets of the Veda to the meagre and impure
_ jargon of the modern Sepoy. They have trans-
“'>v‘iformbd the language of the Zend-Avesta and of the
‘mountain records of Behisttn into that of Firdusi
. and the modern Persians; the language of Virgil
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St st o6 Da,m*e, She Tarigier of TrAT bato that“f
of Charlemagne, the language of Charlemagne into

that of Goethe. We have reason to believe that the

same changes take place with even greater violence o
and ra,pldmy in the dialects of savage tribes, al-
~ though, in the absence of a written htemture-, itis
extremely difficult to obtain trustworthy information,
But in the few instances where careful obqerv*atmna

have been made on this interesting subject, it has

been found that among the wild and illiterate trlbes

of Siberia, Africa, and Siam, two or three genera-

tions are sufficient to ehanoe the whole aspect of
their dm].ects. The languages of hwhly cvilaadl ¢

nations, on the contrary, become more and more

stationary, and sometimes seem almost to lose their
power of change. Where there is a classical litera~
ture, and where its language has sprea,d to every
town and village, it seems almost impossible that
any further chme‘es should take place. N Pvertb%« :

less, the language of Rome, for so many centuries
the queen of the whole civilised world, was deposed
by the modern Romance dialects, and the ancient
Greek was supplanted in the end by the modermn =
Romaic. And though the art of printing and the

wide diffusion of Bibles and Prayer-books and news-
papers have acted as still more powerful barriers to

arrest the constart flow of human SP(—;eL,h 'We mayi . |
see that the language of the authorised version of
the Bible, though perfectly intelligible, is no longer

the spoken language of England., In Booker’s
Seripture and P*raym—-bouk Gloseary"’ the number of

L | Scmpmrc and .Prtz@/er~book Glossary - being an exphndtmn S

i obsolete words and phrases in the English Blbll‘- Apocrypha, and Book
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,;_l,_l:gwords or senses of words whwh Have Toecome obso-
. lete since 1611, amount to 888,% or nearly one fif-
teenth part of the whole number of words used in
~ the Bible. Smaller changes, changes of accent and

. meaning, the reception of new, and the dropping of

. old words, we may watch as taking place under our
. own eyes. Rogers? said that ‘cdntemplate is bad
~ _enough, but balc,ony makes me sick,” whereas at
. present no one is startled by cdntemplate instead of
' contémplate, and bdlcony has become more usual than
. baleony. 'Thus Roome and chaney, layloc and goold,

I_"j‘;.’,ha,ve but lately been driven from the stage by Fome,
china, lilac, and gold ; and some courteous gentle- .

. men of the old school still continue to be obleeged

. instead of being obliged.’® Force,"! in the sense of a

. waterfall, and g@'ll in the sense of a rocky ravine,
. were not used in classical English before Words-
~ worth,  Handbook,'? though an old Anglo-Saxon

word, has but lately taken the place of fmmua,l and

. a number of words such ag cab for cabriolet, buss for

- omnibus, and even a verb such as fo shunt'® tremble

. of Common Pruyer, by the Rev. J. Booker: Dublin, 1862. The Rible
. Word-book, a glossary of Old English Bible words, by J. Eastwood and
W, Aldis Wright : Cambridge, 1866, '

. 8 Lectures on the English Language, by G. P. Marsh: New York,
1860, pp. 263 and 630. These lectures embody the result of much cave-
ful research, and are full of valuable observations, They have lately

0 been published in England, with useful omissions and additions by Dr.

Bmith, under the title of Handbock of the Englwk Language.
. 1.® Maxsh, 1. 6532, note.

10 Trench, English Past and Present, p. 210, mentions great, which
was pronounced greet in Johnson's time, and fea, which Pope rhymes
with obey. ;

' Marsh, p. 589. 12 ir J, Stoddart, Glo.ssobqw P 60.
8 In Halhweil’ Dictionary of Arc]mwns to shunte’ is given in the

il sense of to delay, to put off e
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’ tﬂl on the ’bound&ry lme between the vulgar a‘md
. the literary idioms. Though the gramma,tmal i
- changes that have taken place since the pubhcatum
of the zmthomsed version are yet fewer in ‘number,
still we may poiut ont some. The termma,tlon of
the third person singular in £h is now entirely
replaced by s. No one now says he liveth, but only
he lives. Several of the irregular imperfects and
participles have assumed a new form. No one now
uses he spake, and he drave, instead of he spoke, and
he drove; holpen is replaced by helped ; holden by
held ; shapen by shaped. The distinetion between ye.
and you, the former being reserved for the nomina-
tive, the latter for all the other cases, is given up in.
modern Hnglish; and what 1is appa,rently a4 new
O'rd,mma,tlc&l form, the possessive pronoun zts, h‘LS
gprung into life since the bewmmng of the seven-_
teenth century It never occurs in the Bible ; andy
though it is used three or four times by Shakespe&re,
Ben Jonson docs not recognise it as yet m hls
Eno'hhh Gmmm&r.“

¢ Schape ug an ansuere, and schunte yow no Iengem S
Morre Arthure, MS, Lincoln, £, 67. i

Algo in the gense of to shun, to move from (North):—

¢Then T drew me down into & dale, whereas the dumb deer:
Did shiver for a shower ; but I shunted from a freyke,’
Little Jokn Nobody, e. 1550

In Sw Gawayne and the Green Km ght, ed. R. Morris, Sir G'rawa.yne ig
said to have shunt, i.e. to have shrunk from a blow (v, 2280 ; see also "
- 99288, 1902) In the I‘arly anhsk Alliterative Poems, ed. R Morms,
Abraham is said to sit schunt, i.e. a-skant or a-slant (B. 605, p. 56).

Hee Mr, R. Morris’ remarks in the Glossary, p. 190; a,nd Horbert Cele~ . _‘

ridge, Glossary, 8.v.

1 ¢ Toure Possessives: My, or Myne; Plarall, Our, ours. Thy, thlna
Plurall, Your, yours, His, Hers, both in the plurall makmg, Theu', ‘
. theirs,! See The English Grammar made by Ben Johnson, 1640, chap xv.‘ i




GROWTH OF LANGU&GE.

It is a,rgu#& 1theraehif’o:‘msz‘, tha,t as lgmguage, d1ﬁ'ermg
thereby from all other productions of nature, is liable
. to historical alterations, it is not fit to be treated ;
__in the same manner as the subject-matter of all the

. other physical sciences. | | ‘

There is somethmg very pla,umble in thig ObJeC‘bIOII,
but if we examine it more carefully, we shall find
that it rests entirel y on a confusion of terms. We
‘must distinguish between historical change and
~matural growth. Art, science, philosophy, and xre-
\hg}orx all have a history; language, or any other
productlon of nature, admits only of growth.p.”
. Let us consider, first, that rthho»ugh there is a
it {cou“{,muous change in language, it is not in the
. Ipower of any man either to produce or to prevent it.
. | We might think as well of changing the laws which
" ccmtrnl the circulation of our blood, or of adding an
" inch to our height, as of altering the laws of speech,
. Or inventing new words according to our own plea-
_ sure. As man is the lord of nature only if he knows
ber laws and submits to them, the poet and the
 philosopher become the lords of language unly if
 they know its laws and obey them.,

When the Emperor Tiberius had made a mlsta,ko
~ and was reproved for it by Marcellus, another gram-
_marian of the name of Capito, who happened tu be
prese*lt remarked that what the emperor said was
good Latin, or, if it were not, it would soon be so.
 Marcellus, more of a grammarian than a courtie o
 replied, ¢ Capito 13 g liar; for Cwmsar, thou cangt give
the Roman mtm'on%hip to men, but not to words.’
‘A similar anecdote is told of the German Emperor
blglsmumd When presiding at the Council of Con-
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| sta,nce, fhe addressed the a.sssmbly in a La,tm ﬂpeech |
~exhorting them to eradicate the schism of the Huss-

ites, ¢ Videte Patres,’ he said, ¢ ut eradicetis schis-
‘mam Hussitarum.” He was very unceremoniously
called to order by a monk, who called out, ¢ Serenis-
sime Rex, schisma est generis meutri’?® The em-

peror, however, without loging his presence of mind,
- asked the impertinent monk, ¢ How do you know o
' The old Bohemian schoolmaster replied, ¢ Alexander

Gallus says so. ¢And who is Alexander Gallus®’ =
the emperor rejoined. The monk replied, ¢ He wasa
- monk.’ “Well,’ said the emperor, ‘and I am emperor;\[ﬁ

- of Rome; and my word, I trust, will be a8 good as

the word of any monk.” No doubt the langhers were
with the emperor but for all that, sc,’msma remained
" a neuter, and not even an emperor could change g

gender or termination. N

The idea that language can be cllanwod and i
proved by man is by no means a new one. We know
that Protagoras, an ancient Greek philosopher, after
laying down some laws on gender, actually began to

find fault with the text of Homer because it did not

agree with his rules. But here, as in every other
instance, the attempt proved unavailing. Try to

alter the smallest rule of English, and you will find =

that it is physically impossible. There is apparently
a very small difference between much and very, but

you can hardly ever put onein the place of the other. i

15 Ag soveral of my reviewers have found fault with the monk for
uging the gemtwe neutrs, instead of meudrius, I beg to refer them fo
Priscianus, lib. vi. cap. i, 220; and ecap, vii, 243, The expression
generis neutrius, though frequently used by modern editors, has no author— !
ity 1 belleve, in ancient Latin. See Ausonius, Epig. 50.
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ol Y’ou can say © Tk very ha,ppy,’ but not ‘1s am much i
. happy,’ though you may say ‘ L am most happy.” On
~ the contrary, you can say * I am much mlsundcrstood il
. but not ‘I am very misunderstood.” Thus the wes-
. tern Romance dialects, Spanish and Portuguese,
. together with Walachian, can only employ the Latin
word magis for forming compa,ratlves —Sp. mas

.;?(Zulce, Port. mais doce; Wal. mat dulee: while French,

- Provengal, and Ttalian only allow of plus for the same
 purpose; Ital. pid dolce; Prov. plus dous; Fr. plus
 doum. It is by no means 1mposs1ble, however, that
~ thig distinetion between very, which is now used with

 adjectives only, and much, which pref*edes participles,

should disappear in time. In fact, ‘ very pleased’
~and “very delighted ® are expressions which may be
heard in many drawing-rooms. But if' that change
take place, it will not be by thewill of any individual,

| nor by the mutual agreement of any large number of

~ men, but rather in spite of the exertions of gram-
 marians and academies. And here you perceive the

. fivst difference between history and growth. An

_emperor may change the laws of soclety, the forms
of religion, the rules of art: it is in the power of
. one generation, or even of one individual, to raise an
 art to the highest pitch of perfection, while the next
may allow it to lapse, till a hew genius takes it up
. again with renewed ardour. In a,ll this we have to
" deal with the conscious and intentional acts of in-
dividuals, and we therefore move on historical ground.
If we compare the creations of Michael Angelo or

" Rophael with the statues and frescoes of ancient
 Rome, we can speak of a history of art. We can
. connect two periods separated by thousands of years
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L ""through th@ works of those Who hamdod on the tm-f;"__
~ ditions of art from century to cenfury; but we shall
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- never meet here with the same continuous and un-

_ one the two opposite elements of nec essity and free
il Though the individual seems to be the prime |

. gtand with thmo's ‘which we understamd even lessp

. conscious growth which connects the la,ngua,ge off;\v;;‘
. Plautug with that of Dante. The process through*;'
- which fanguage is scttled and unsettled combines in

. agent in produmng new words and new grammatioal |
- forms, he iy 30 only after his individuality has been
merged in the common action of the {‘amlly, tribe or |
~ mnation to which he belongs. He can do nothing by |
* himself, and the first 1mpn]se to a new formation in
 language, though given. by an individual, is mostly,
if not always, given without premedltatlon ‘nay, un-
‘congciously. The individual, as such, is powerless, |
and the results apparently produced by him depend
. on laws beyond his control, and on the (,o-opemtlonx” |
of all those who form togefher with h1m one cla)ss,i,p
one body, or one organic whole. ‘ - it
~ But, though it is easy to show, as we have Just{ G
done, that language cannot be changed or moulded =
by the taste, the fancy, or genius of man, it is never-
theless through the instrumentality of man alone
- that language can be changed. FEver since Horace it % |
A compare the changes of la,nguage b
with the growth of trees. But comparisons are »d"
treacherous things. What do we know of the real ‘_ .
causes of the growth of a tree, and what can we gain
by comparing things which we do not quite under- =

. Many people 5peak, for ingtance, of the terminations
~ of the verb, as if they sprouted out from the root a8

A




_}-,__-"from thelr pa,rent-stoek 1 Bu’o wha,t 1&@‘&-3 can they‘
. connect with such ex:pressmns ? If we must compare
langucmo'e with a tree, there is one point which may
. be illustrated by this eompmwon, and th:ms iy that

nmther language nor the tree can exist or grow by_g}fﬂ

ltself Without the soil, W1tho11t air and light, the
tree could not live ; it could not even be conceived to
live. It is the same with language. Language can-

nob exmt by itself; it requires a soil on which to

_grow, and that soil is the human soul. What is
- language without man® To speak of language as a
. thing by itself, ag living a life of its own, as gromncr
to maturity, producing offspring, and dying:. away, 18

- sheer mythology ; and thongh we cannot help using

metaphomca,l expressions, we should always be on
our guard, when engaged in inquiries like the present,
~ against bemg carried away by the very words which =
‘we are uging.

Now, what we call the gmwth of language com-{
pnses two processes which should be carefully
 distingnished, though they may be ab worlk simul-
- wtaneously. These two processes I call |
a0 Dmlecé’zc Regeneration.

2. Phonetic Decay. .

Y begm with the second as thb more obvious,
 though in reality its operations are ‘mostly subse-
. guent to the operations of dialectic regeneration. I
must ask you at present to take it for granted that
everythmg in language had originally a meaning.

| 18, Horna Tooke, & 829, mote, ascribes this opinion to ﬂtwtelwfm‘
- without, however, giving any proof that the Italian scholar really held
 this view. In its most extreme form this view was suppom*d by Fried-

rmh Schlegel.




""“".'.our meaning, it might seem to fo]low

o Would also seem to follow that if language centam :

i ‘_As la,ngua,ge can have no other object but to express
. almost by_ﬁ.
necessity that language should contain ne1ther niore 4
nor less than what is required for that purpose. ' It

'no more than what is necessary for conveying a
. certain meaning, 1t would be impossible to modify’
_any pdﬂ"t of it without deiewﬁmg its very purpose.f
 This iy really the case in some languages. In
Chinese, for instance, fon i8 expressed by sh¥.. Xt
would be impossible to change shi in the shghtﬂst{;ﬂ‘
way without making it unfit to express ten. iy
“‘matmd of shi we pmnommed st this would means}];'
seven, but npt tex(,, But now, éi%bose We w:shed to.
| express double the qua,nmty of ten, twice ‘ten, 01
twenty. We should in Chinese take edl, which is
two, put it before shi, and say eil-shi, twenty The
same caution which applied to shi, applies ag &111'1"}’5
to eil-shi. As soon as you change if, by addmw or
dropping a single letté,r, it is no longer twenty, but"
either something else or ‘nothing. ‘We find emctlyf;
{he same in other languages whwh like Chinese, are
V called monosy.l]ablu. In leetcm, chu is ten, iyt two s
 naji-chu, twenty. In Burmese she is ten, fnlpzﬁ two :
what-she, twenty.
But how is it in Eno'hsh, or in Gothic, or in G—reek A
. and Latin, or in Sanskrit? We do not say two-ten o
in El"zﬁ}}%h nor. duoudemm in L%Ltlll, nor d_V1 da,sa, I
Sangkrit, i
We ﬁnd” in : ,
Sunskrit Greek Latin  Eoglish W |
vmmtl . eikati vigintl . twenty

v “ il Bupp, C’ompamtaw Gmmmar, § 320, Schlemher, Deutsche Sprmke,f:;i !




Now here We see, fi:rqt t:hat the Sanskrlt reek s
and Latin are ouly local modifications of one and
’che same original word ; whereas the Enghsh twenty
18 a new compound, &nd like the Gothic tvas Liggus
 (two decads), the AnglowS&xon tuéntig, fmmed from.
- Teutonic materials ; 18 product, a8 we sh all see, of

'*.Miemleetw recrenemtmn.

We next observe that the first pa,rt of the La,tm ‘
Wzgmf@ and of the Sanskrit vinsati contains the
| same number, which from dvi has been reduced fo
. wi. This is not very extraordinary; for the Latin

bw,/ twice, stands likewise for an original dvis, and
i hat corresponds to the English #wice, the Greek dis.

i Thls dis appears again as a Latin preposition, mean-

. ing a-two; so that, for instance, discussion means,
i omgmally, striking a.—two, different from percussion,

~ which means stml«.mg through and through. Diseus-
| sion is, in fact, like the cmckmg of a nut 1 order to

get at its kernel. Well, the same word, dvi or vi, we

_have in the Latin word for twenty, which is m-gmte

| ~ the Sanskrit vinsati.
It can likewise be proved that the second part of
mgfmh is a emruptwn of the old word for ten. Ten,

/ in Sansgkrit, is dasan; from it is derived dasati, m i
decad ; and this dasati was again reduced to sa.tz X

. thus giving us with » for dm, two, the ‘m&nskmt
. vinesati, instead of vi + sati, twenty, The Latin
| vigimti, the Greek eb;&&t’b, owe thmr origin to the same

process. :

S Now conmder the immense dlﬂereneeml do not
“mean in sound, but in bhamcter*—-betweun two such
' words as the C‘hme% el-shi, two-ten, or twenty, and
~ those mere cripples of words which we meet with in'
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Sanskmt, ‘Greek &nd Latm.. In C‘hmesu there is
_ neither too much, nor too little. The word speaks
for itself, and requires no commentary, In Sanskrit,
on the contrary, the most essential parts of the two
component elements are gone, and what remains is a
' kind of metamorphic agglomerate which m,nnot be
understood without a most minute microscopic ana-

m

lysis. Here, then, we bave an instance of what 18
- meant by phonetw cormptzon and you W111 percewe L
how, not only the form, but the whole nature of L

language is destroyed by it. As soon as phonetlc.; » 

corruption shows itself in a language, that language

has lost what we considered to be the most essential |

character of all human speech, namely, that every
part of it should have a meaning. The people wha

spoke Sanskrit were as little aware that vinsatimeant

twice len as a Frenchman is that vingé contains the

‘remains of deuw and diz. Language, therefore, has
entered into a new stage as soon as it submits to the
attacks of phonetic change. The life of language has

become benumbed and extinet in those words or por-

tions of words which show the first traces of this
phonetic mould. Henceforth those words or portions

-~ of words can be kept up only artificially or by tradi-
tion ; and, what is important, a distinction is hence-
iorth established between what is substantial or
radical, and what 1s memly formal or grammatm.ﬁ in
words. ‘ \ ,

For let us now take another mstance, _ hich will
make it clearer how phonetic corruption leads to the
first appearance of go-called grammatical forms, We
are not in the habit of looking on fwenty as the plural
or dual of ten. But how was a plural originally formed?




.In Olunese, thh from the nrst hms guardecl most'- |
r"}"‘j-ca,refully agmnst the taint of phonetic corruption,

the plural is formed in the most sensible manner.

Thus, man in Chinese is §in ; kiai means the whole
 or totality. This added to Jin gives gin-Iiai, which

. is the plural of man. There are other words which
. are used for the same purpose in Chinese; for in-
e sfafnca, péi, which means a class. Hence ?,a stmnger,' '

followed by péi, class, gives i-pdi, strangers. We have
. similar plurals in English, but we do not reckon them

. al gramma,tmal forms. Thus, man-kind is formed

 exactly like i-pdi, stranger-kind ; Christendom is the

. same ag all Christiang, and clergy is sy noNymous with

ment they lose, so to say, their

 cleriei. 'The same process is followed in other cog-
_ nate languages. In Tibetan the plural is formed by
. the addition of such words as kum, all, and #’sogs,
‘multitude.!® FHven the numerals, nine and hundred,
are used for the same purpese. And here again, as
long as these words are fully understood and kept
alive, they resist phonetic corruption ; but the mo-
’ jresence of mind,

. phonetic corruption sets in, and a f_f soon as phonetic
~ gorruption has commenced its raiva,g‘es, those portions.
 of a word which it affects retain’a merely artificial
or conventional existence, and dwindle down to
grammatical terminations.

I am afraid I should tax your patlenca too much
were I to enter here on an analysis of the gramma-
tical terminations in Sanskrit, Greek, or Latin, in
order to show how these terminations arose out of

~ independent words which were slowly reduced to

. mere dust by the constant wear and tear of speech.

18 Roucaux, Grammnaire Tibetaine, p. 27, and Preface, p. x.




o :deoa,y leads to the formatmn of grammatical termma,-“["

 But i ouder b Explain how the principle of Phonetw

 tions, let us look to la,ngnages with which we are
‘more familiar. Lot us take the French adverb. We
~are told by French grammarians'® that in order to
form adverbs we have to add the termination memtf_ ey dre
~ Thus from bon, good, we form bonnement ; from wrai, ds
true, vravment. This termination does nob emaﬁ m}"\}f_
Latin, But we meet in Latin % with exmessmnsf'
such as bond mente, in good faith. We read in Ovid,
¢ Insistam forti mente,” I shall insigt with a stmong»f_g-
mind or will, I shall insist stroncrly,' in French,
‘Pingisterai fortement.’ Glosses in medismval MSS, j_;f'
are intreduced by aut, vel, seu, id est, hoc est, or by
“n alid mente, and this comes to mean autrement or
 otherwise.? Thefe‘f'ore, what has happened in the
growth of Latin, or in the change of Latin into
French, is simply this: in phrases such as fo*rt'z, menﬁa,
the last word was no longer felt as a dlstmct word,
and it lost at the same tmle its distinet pronuncia-
tion. Mente, the ablative of mens, was ‘changed into
ment, and was preserved as a merely formal elemenw
_ ag the termination of adverbs, even in cases wherea
~ recollection of the original meaning of mente (mth'
a mind), would have rendered its employment per-
- fectly impossible. If we say in French that a hammer
Aally lowrdement, we little suspect that we ascribe to
a piece of iron a heayy mind. In Italian, though

19 Fuchs, Romanische Spmckeﬂ, 8. 865.

# Quintilian, v. 10, 62. ‘Dond mente factum 1{190 p&l‘tm ma.lé
ideo ex insidiis.’

2 Grimm, Rechlsalterthiimer, p. 2.




the adverbial termination mente in chiaramente 18 10 o
longer felt as a distinet word, it has not as yet been
‘affected by phonetic corruption ; and in Spanish it is
_gometimes used as a distinet word, though even then

it cannot be said to have retained its distinet mean-

ing. Thus, instead of saying, ¢ claramente, concisa-

mente y elegantemente,’ it s more elegant to say In
Spanish, ¢ clara, concisa y clegante mente.”

T 4 di,ﬂic’ultto form any conception of the extent

" to which the whole surface of a language may be

_ altered by what we have just described as phonebic

' change. Think that in the French wngt you bave

P

For in the same manner as vi

the same elements as in deuw snd diz; that the

 gecond part of the French douse, twelve, represents
the Latin decim in duodecim; that the final fe of
trente was originally the Latin ginfa in triginta, which
'ginia was again a derivation and abbreviation of the
Qanskrit dasa or dasati, ten. Then consider how
early this phonetic disease must have broken out.

ngt in. French, veinte in
Spunish, and venti in Ttalian presuppose the more

primitive viginti which we find in Latin, so this Latin

wiginti, together with the Greek eikats, and the Sans-
krit vimsati presuppose an earlier language from
which they are in turn derived, and in which, pre-

vious to wiginti, there must have been a more primi-
tive form dwvi-ginti; and previous to this again, another
compound as clear and intelligible as the Chinese ewl-
shi, consisting of the ancient Aryan names for two,
dvi, and ten, dasati, Such ig the virulence of this
phonetic change, that it will sometimes eat away the
whole body of a word, and leave nothing behind but
decayed fragments. Thus, suster, which in Sanskrit




s syagar,? mppears in Pehlw and in Ossehzm as cho.;“'
}Dcmghter, which in Sangkrit is duhitar, has dwmdled" i
~ down in Bohemian to dei (pronounced #si).* Who
would believe that fear and larme are derwed from"t

the same sonrce; that the French méme contains the
Latin semetipsissimus ; that in angfourd b, we. ‘have
the Latin word dies twice ;* or that o dowal, a verb
in ordinary use among the joiners in Yorkshlre, W
the same as the Enqhsh to. dovetail? Who would =
recognise the Latin pater in the Armenian hayr? Yet

there is mno difficulty in 1dent1fymg' pére and pater;

and as several initial A’s in Armenian correspond to i
an original p (het == pes, pedis; hing = Greek pente, i' _
five; hour = Greek pyr, fire), we can easily nnders
stand how the Armenian hayr is really a paimllel---"':{

form of the Latin pater.®
- We are accustomed to call these changes the growth

of langunage, but it would be more appropriate to eall |
this process of phonetic change decay, and thus to ! '

e

distinguish it from the second, or dialectic process, '
which we must now examine, and which involves, a8

youﬁ» will see, a more real principle of grawth

#In order to understand the meaning of dwﬁectw“

regmemtwn we must first see clearly what we mean

by dialect. We saw before that language has no in-
dependent substantial existence. Lancrua,ge ems’ba in

2 Sanskrit 8 = Persian b ; therefbre svaanr = hvahkar. This becomes

chokar, chor, and cko. Zend, qanha, ace. qanha.rem Pexsjan khaher,

- Bopp, Comp. Gram. § 35,

i Sohleicher, Beitrige, b. ii. 8, 892 dei = = ditgte ; gen, deere == ciug-“ 1

tere. See Poncel, Du Langage, p. 208,
# Hui = kadw, Ital. oggi and oggidi ; jour == divrnum, from dw.s
% See M. M.s Letter to Chovalier 3unwn On the Tumnmn Lan-~
guages, p. 67.
B2
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 mam, it lives in being spokpn,‘ it dies with each word
. that is pronounced and is no longer heard. Itisa
| mere accident that ]ancruage should ever have been

| retluced to writing, and have beeu made the vehicle

ﬂ

/.

* of a written literature, ( Even now the largeat nums
[-"ﬂber of lcmgmges are unwritten, and have produced
i :na lltemtur@ Among the numerous tribes of Central
. Wsia, Afmca,, Amerma,, and Polvnesia, language still
. lives in its natural state, in a state of continual com-

bustion ; and it is there that we must go if we wish
to gam an insight into the growth of human speech
‘previous to its being arrested by any literavy inter-
ference. What we are accustomed to call languages,

the htemry idioms of Greece, and Rome, and India,
Of Ttaly, France, and Spain, must be considered as
art1ﬁc1a1 rather than as natural forms of speech.

The real and natural life of language is in its dlaleots? J
and in spite of the tyranny exercised by the classical

i { or literary idioms, the day is still very far off which

| is to see the dialects, even of such classical languages
'ag Italian and French, entirely eradicated. About

twenty of the Italian dialects have been reduced to
writing, and made known by the press.® Champol-

. lion-Figeac reckons the most distinguishable dialects

of France abt fourteen.” The number of modern
Greek dialects® is carried by some as high as seventy,
~and though many of these are hardly more than local

varieties, yet some, like the Tzaconic, differ from the
literary langunage as much as Doric differed from A ttic.

. In the island of Lesbog, villages distant from each

* See Marsh, p. 678 ; Sir John Stoddart’'s Glossology, 8. 31. |
W Glossolagy, p. 33. 2 Ibvd. p. 29,

1828 ."‘*‘4: VI iy
8 8
i
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 other not more tha,n two or three hours have fm—u-
quently peculiar words of their own, and their own Sl

peculiar pronuuciation. But let us take a language

which, though not without a literature, has been less

under the influence of classical writers tham Italian
or French, and we shall then see at once how abun-
dant the growth of dialects. The Frisian, which is
spoken on & small area on the north-western coast of

Germany, between the Scheldt and Jutland, and on
the islands near the shore, which has been spoken =
there for at least two thousand years,®® and which

possesses lterary documents as old as the twelfth

century, is broken up into endless local dialects. I L

quote from Kohl’s 7' ravels. ¢The commonest thuws,

he writes, ‘ which are named almost alike all over
Kurope, receive guite different names in the different =
Frigian Islands. Thus, in Amruwm, fother is called

aatj ; on the Halligs, baba or babe ; in Sylt, foder or
vaar ; in many districts on the mainland, fdte ; in the
eastern part of ¥ohr, oft or ohitj. Although these

people live within a couple of German miles from

each other, these words differ more than the Italian
podre and the English father. Even the names of
their districts and islands are totally different in dif-
forent dialects. The island of Sylt is called Sol, So,
and Sal.’ Bach of these dialects, though it might be
made out by a Frisian scholar, is unintelligible ex-
cept to the peasants of each narrow district in which
(it prevails. What is therefore generally called the
Frigian language, and described as such in Frisian

% Nea Pandora, 18569, Nos. 227, 229; Zeitschrift fiir wrglee'akeuda
Sprachforschung, x. s. 190,
% (trimm, Geschiohte der Deutschen Sprache, s, 668 ; Marsh, p. 879.
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. grammars, is in veality but one out of many dialects,
~ though, no doubt, the most important; and the same

~ holds good with regard to all so-called literary lan-
. guages. e | i

.

. Klaus Groth writes : ¢ The island of Frisian speech
/. on s sontinent of Schleswig, between Husum and
Tondern, is a very riddle and miracle in the history of '
language, which hag not been sufficiently noticed and
 considered. 'Why should the two extreme ends only
 of the whole Frisian coast between Belgium and Jut-
" 1and have retained their mother-speech? For the
Ost-Frisians in Oldenburg sp eak simply Platt-Deutsch
like the Westphalians anc. ourselves. Cirk Hinrich
Stiiremburg’s so called Ost-T'risian dictionary, has
no more right to call itself Frisian than the Bremen
 dictionary. Unless the whole coast has sunk into
. the sea, who can explain that close behind Husum,
in a flat country as monotonous as a Hungarian
‘Pussta, without any natural frontier or division, the
. traveller on entering the next inn may indeed be
 understood if he speaks High or Low German, nay,
may receive to either an answer in pure German, bub
~hears the host and his servants speak in words that
sound quite strange to him ? Equally strange is the
 frontier north of the Wiede-au, where Danish takes
. thie place of Frisian. 'Who can explain by what pro-
cess the language has maintained itself so far and no
{ farther, a language with which one cannot travel
% above eight or ten square miles §  Why should not
- :’%these fow thousand people have surrendered long ago
‘this “useless remnant of an unschooled dialect,”
considering they learn at the same time Low and
High German, or Low German and Danish ! In the



' furstretehing stroggling villiges o Low Germen
house stands sometimes alone among Frisian houses,
and wice versd, and that has been going on for gene~
rations, In the Saxon families they do mnot find it
necessary to learn Frisian, for all the neighbours can
speak Low German; but in the Frisian families

one does not hear German spoken except when ther:
are German visitors. Since the seventeenth century
German has hardly conquered a single house, cer-
 tainly not a village.”! e

'(It['is a mistake to imagine that dialects are everyeg
where corraptions of the literary la,ngua,ge;;: Bvenin
England,®? the local patois have many forms which'
dre more primitive than the language of Shakespeare,
and the richness of their vocabulary surpasses, on
many points, that of the classical writers of any
period, = Dialects have always been the feeders rather -
than the channels of a literary language; anyhow, |
they are parallel streams which existed long before
the time when one of them was raised to that tem-
porary eminence which is the result of literary culti-
vation. o ’ s e
~ What Grimm says of the origin of dialects in

8\ Tllustrirte Dewutsche Monatshefte, 1869, p. 330, e R Ry

82 «Some people, who may have been taught to consider the Dovset =
dialect as having originated from eorruption of the written English, may "
not be prepared to hear that it is not only a separate offSpring from the
Anglo-Saxon tongus, but purer, and in sowe cases richer, than the
Hialeet which is chosen as the national speech.-—Barnes, Poems in
Dorset Dialect; Proface, p. xiv, » o

‘En général, Yhébren a beaucoup plus de rapports avee larabe vul-
gaire quavee l'arabe lithéral, comrhe jaurai peut-étre Voccasion de le
montrer ailleurs, et il en résulie que ce que nous appellons urabe vul- |
gaire est dgalement un dialecte fort ancien.--Munk, Jowrnal asiatique,’
1860, p. 229, note. . '
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o aeneral a@plles only to sueh as are Produce a bv pho— |

netic corruption. ¢ Dialects,” he writes, ¢ dcvelop

‘__themselves progressively, and the more we look back-
~ward in the history of langnage the smaller is their
| number, and the less definite their features. All mul-
| tiplicity arises gradually from an original unity.” So
' it seems, indeed, if we build our theories of language
‘exclusively on the materials supplied by literary

idioms, such ag Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, and Gothic.

‘But what were these very languages before they had
heen fixed by literary cultivation? Are we to sup-

pose that in India,—a country as large almost as

Europe, and divided by mountains, forests, and de-
 serts,—one and the same language was gpoken when
the poets of the Veda sang their first hymns to cele-

brate the power of their gods? Does not Greece
show us, even in its literature, a variety of local dia-

Jects, and does what we call the classical Latin pre-
“tend to be anything but one out of the many dialects

of Latium, spoken by the patrician families of Rome ?

@‘* Dialects exist previous to the formation of literary
. languages, for every literary language is but one out
" of many dialects ; nor does it at all follow that, after
~one of them has thus been raised to the dignity of
4 literary language, the others should suddenly be
silenced or strangled like the brothers and play-fel-

lows of a Turkish Sultan, On the contrary, they live
on in full vigour, though in comparative ob%umty :

. and unless the literary and courtly languages invigo-

rate themselves by a constantly renewed intercourse

o with their former companions, the popular dialects
| will sooner or later assert their ascendancy. / thbra,ry

88 Geschichte der Deutschen Spracke, . 833,
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?"Ia,ngumges, smch as Sanskmt, Grreek and Lah:n, a,re';

_ the royal heads in the history of nguacre. . But as

political history ought to be more than a chronicle of
royal dynasties, so the historian of langnage oughtq

never to lose sight of those lower and popular strﬁﬁsa;y;,{}i;
of speech fromwhich these dynasties originally sprang,, L
and by which alone they are supported., 7 ‘ S
Here, however, lies the difficulty. How are weto
trace the history of dialects? In the ancient hi sforyrf
of language, literary dialects alone supply us with

materials, whereas the very existence of spoken ma-ﬁ s

lects is hardly noticed by ancient writers. o
- We are told, indeed, by Pliny,2* that in Colchis

there were more than three hundred tribes speaking

different dialects; and that the Romans, in order to 0

carry on any intercourse with the natives had o
employ a hundred and thirty interpreters. 'This is
probably an exaggeration ; but we have no reason to i
doubt the statement of Strabo,?® who speaks of seve,nty‘ W i
tribes living together in that country, which, even

now, is called ‘the mountain of ld'no'ua,ges. G
modern times, again, when missionaries have devoted

themselves to the study of the languages of sa.vage“fgf,}
“and illiterate tribes, they have seldom been able to

do more than to acquire one out of many dialects ;
and, where their exertions have been at all success-

ful, that dialect which they had reduced to writing,

and made the medium of their civilising influence,

8 Pliny, vi. 5 ; Hervas, Catalaqo, i 118,

o Pliny depmlds on Tlmosthvneq, whom Stmbo dadmes untrust- i

worthy (il p. 98, ed. Casaub). Strabo himself says of Dioskuriag, .
cupvépxeoou és aﬁﬁ)v éBSouhrovTa, of B¢ kal Tpaxdaie Evn padly ols olBéy

@y byrev péher (. p. 498). The last words refer probably to Timos-

thenes.
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" has soon assumed a kind of literary gupremacy, 80

 ag to leave the rest behind as barbarous jargons.

| Yet, whatever is known of the dialects of savage

. tribes is chiefly or entirely due to migssionaries ; and

it is much to be desired that their attention should
. agnin and again be directed to this interesting pro-
. Dblem 'of the dialectic life of language which they

“"J" '.Q._"'.:}la.l’oné' have the means of elucidating. Gabriel Sagard,
. who was sent as a missionary to the Hurons in 162€,

_and published his Grand Voyage du Pays des Hurons,

b at Paris, in 1631, states that among these North

* 'American tribes hardly one village speaks the same
~ langnage as another} nay, that two families of the

o ~ game village do not speak exactly the same language.

And he adds what is important, that their language

. ischanging every day, and is already so much changed

‘that the ancient Huron language is almost entirely
different, from the present. During the last two
‘hundred years, on the contrary, the languages of the
. Hurons and Iroquois are gaid not to have changed at
all® We read of missionaries® in (lentral America

e Dy Ponceauw, p. 110. |

w8, W, Waldeck, Lettre & M. Jomard des Enwvirons de Palenqué,
 Amérigue contrale. (1l ne pouvait, se servir, en 1833, d'un vocabulaire
~ composé avec beaucoup de soin dix ang auparavant.”) ‘But such is the
tendency of languages, amongst nations in the hunter state, rapidly to

. diverge from each other, that, apart from those primitive words, a much

greater diversity is found in Indian languages, well known to have
gprung from a common source, than in kindred Turopesn tongues.
Thus, although the Minsi were ouly a tribe of the Delatwares, and
adjacent to thom, even some of their numerals differed.’-—dreheologia
Americana, vol. ii. p. 160.

« Most aen of mark have a style of their own. If the community be
Jarge, and there be many who have made language their study, it is
only snch innovations as have real merit that bécome permanent, If it
' be small, a single eminent man, especiully where writing is unknown,



‘ ”,—-who‘a,ttempted to write down the language of savage
‘tribes, and who compiled with great care a dictionary
of all the words they could lay hold of. . Returning
1o the same tribe after the lapse of only ten years,
they found that this dictionary had become antiquated
and useless. Old words had sunk to the ground,
and new ones had risen to the surface; and to all

outward appearance the language was completely
changed. | | e S
Nothing surprised the Jesuit missionaries so much
as the immense number of languages spoken by the
natives of America. But this, far from being a proof
of a high state of civilisation, rather showed that the
various races of America had never submitted, for
any length of time, to a powerful political concen- .
tration, and that they had never succeeded in found-
ing great national empires. Hervas reduces, indeed,
all the dialects of America to eleven families¥—four

may make great changes. There being no one to challenge the propriety
of his innovations, they become first fashionable and then lasting. The .
old and better vocabulary drops. If, for instance, England had been a
small country, and scarce a writer of distinetion in it but Carlyle, he
without doubt would have much altered the language. As it is, though
ho has his imitators, it is little probable that he will have a perceptible
snfluence over the common diction, Hence, where writing is unknown, =
if the community be broken up into small tribes, the language vory
rapidly changes, and for the worse. An offset from an Indian tribe in a i
few generations has a language unintell gible to the parent-stock,
Hence the vast number of languages among the small hunting tribos of
Indiang in North and South America, which yet are all evidently of a
gommon origin, for their principles are identical. The larger, therefore,
the community, the more permanent the language; the smaller, the
logs it is permanent, and the greater the degeneracy. The smaller the
community, the more confined the range of ideas, consequently the
smallor the vocabulary necessary, and the falling into abeyance of many
words.'—Dr. Ras, The Polynesian, No, 23, 1862, : 0

88 Catalogo, i. 393, |

o/
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for the sou&am, amd seven for the north bu’s this could' W
be ‘done only by the same careful and minute com-
pamson which enables us to class the idioms spoken
in Teceland and Ueylon as cognate dialects. For
practlcal purposes the dialects of America are dis-
 tinet dialects, and the people who 8 peak them are
mutua,lly unintelligible.

- 'We hear the same observations everywhare where
the rank growth of dialects has been watched by in-
 telligent observers. If we turn our eyes to Burmah,
we find that the Burmese language has produced a
gonsiderable literature, and is the recognised medium
 of commnnication not ounly in Burmah, but likewise

Lo an Pegu and Arakan. But the intricate mountain
. ranges of the peninsula of the Imwgmddy 3 afford a
~ safe refuge to many independent tribes, speaking
_ their own independent dialects; and in the neigh-
 bourhood of Manipura alone, Captain Gordon col-
. lected no less than twelve dialects. ¢ Some of them,’
~ he says, ¢ are spoken by no more than thirty or forty
| famlhes, yet so different from the rest as to be un-
0 f- mtelhglble to the nearest neighbourhood The Rev.
| N. Brown, the excellent American missionary, who
" | has spent his whole life in preaching the Grospel in
| that part of the world, tells us that some tribes who
| left their native village to settle in another valley
beeame unintelligible to their forefathers.in two or
 three genet*atlons,4°
i ' Tu the North of Asia the Ostiakes, as Messer-
‘sechmidt informs us, though really speaking the same
langnage everywhere, have produced so many words
and forms peculiar to each tribe, that even within

9 Puranian Languages, p. 114. o Tbid, p. 233.
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munication among them becomes extremely difficult.

' Castron, the heroic explover of the languages of
northern and central Asia,* assures us that some of

, R

the Mongolian dialects are actually entering into a

new phase of grammatical

life : and that while the

literary language of the Mongolians has no termina~

tions for the persons of the verb, that characteristic

i

| . feature of Turanian speech had lately broken out in

the spoken dialects of the Buriates and in the Tun-

gugic idioms near Njertschingk in Siberia. =

One more observation of the same character from

the pen of Robert Mofiat, in his Misstonary Scenes
and Tabowrs in Southern Afric. ¢ The purity and.

harmony of language,’ he writes, “is kept up by their |

pitchos or public meebings, by their festivals and

ceremonies, as well as by their songs and their con-

atant intercourse. With the isolated villagers of the

desert it is far otherwise; they have no such meet-

sl

ings ; they are compelled to traverse the wilds, often '

to a great distance from their native village. On
such occasions fathers and mothers, and all who can
bear a burden, often set out for weeks at a time, and

leave their children to the care of two or three infirm |
old people. The infant progeny, some of whom are. =
beginning to lisp, while others can just master @ k,”

whole sentence, and those still further advanced,
romping and playing together, the children of nature,

through their live-long day, become habituated fo @

language of their own. The more voluble condescend
to the less precocious; and thus, from this infant
Babel, proceeds a dialect of a host of mongrel words

8 Tyranian Languages, p. 80,




‘ o anél phrases;, ]omed toa'ether w1thout rule, a,nd m tke‘ i
1 course af one gme’mtwn th@ entire chamctefr of the lan-'
. guage 1s changed.’ | i

Such is the life of languaae in a sta;te of nature i

and, in a similar manner, we have a right to r'onc]ude
v languages grew up which we only know after the bit
~ and bridle of literature were thrown over their necks.

It need not be a written or classical literature to

give an ascendancy to one out of many dialects, and
to impart to its peculiarities an undisputed legiti-

‘macy. Speeches at pitchos or public meetings,

popular ballads, national laws, religious omeles,
‘exercise, though to a smaller extent, the same in-

‘,‘_‘-ﬂuauce._ They will arrest the natural flow of lan-
guage in the countless rivulets of its dialects, and

give a permanency to certain formations of speech

 which, without these external influences, could have
. enjoyed but an ephemeral existence. Though we

o o

P

%
-

eannot fully enter, at present, on the problem of the
origin of langnage, yet this we can clearly see, that
whatever the origin of language, its first tendency
must have been towards an unbounded variety. To
this there was, however, a natural check, which pre-

- pared from the very beginning the growth of national
“and literary languages. The language of the father

became the language of a family ; the language of a
family that of a clan.® In one and the same clan

4 See Schelling, Works, vol. i. p. 114.
1% Derham mentions the case of a lady who died at the age of 98, and

- had given birth to 16 children, of whom 11 married. Upon her death she

had 114 grandchildren, 228 great-grandchildren, and 900 great-great- |
grandchildren. If we take the age of the lady upon her first marriage
at 17, then she had within 76 years, 1,268 deb(.endzmls '—TLobscheid,
Ewg? and. Ohin. Dictionary, 1866,



different families wonld preserve among themselves

their own familiar forms and expressions. They .

would add new words, some s0 fanciful and quaint
a8 to be hardly intelligible to other members of the |

same clan, Such expressions would naturally be

suppressed, ag we suppress provincial peculiarities

“and pet words of our own, at large assemblies where

a1l clansmen meet and are expected to take part in
general discussions. But they would be cherished
all the more round the fire of each tent, in propor-
tion as the general dialect of the clan assumed a

more formal character. Class dialects, too, would
spring up; the dialects of servants, grooms, shepherds, |

“and soldiers. Women would have their own house- ;i
hold words; and the rising ‘generation would not

be long without a more racy phraseology of their

own. Tven we,in this literary age, and at a distance B

of thousands of years from those early fathers Gl

language, do mot speak at home as we speak in

public. The same circumstances which give rise to
the formal language of a clan, as distinguished from
the dialects of families, produce, on a larger seale, i
the languages of a confederation of clans, of nascent

colonies, of rising nationalities. Before there i3 a

national language, there have always been hundreds L

of dialects in districts, towns, villages, clans, and
families ; and though the progress of civilisation and
centralisation tends to reduce their number and to
soften their features, it has not as yet annihilated
them, even in our own time. ' i

Lot us now look again at what is commonly called |

the history, but what ought to be called, the nataysl!

growth, of language, and we shall easily see that it




 ‘ conslsts chleﬂy in the pla,y of the two PTIHGIP];F‘S L
_.;'-‘,\,"Wluch we have just examined, phonetic decay and
 dialectic regeneration or ¢ mefh Let us take the six

Romance languages. It is usual to call these the

. daughters of Latin. I do not object to the names of
e pa,rent and daughter as applied to languages ; only
. we must not allow such apparently clear and simple

. terms to cover obscure and vague conceptions. Now

if we call Ttalian the daughter of Latin, we do not
mean to ascribe to Italian a mew vital principle.
Not a single radical element was newly created for
the formation of Ttalian. Italian is Latin in a new

Sform. Italian is modern Latin, or Latin ancient
Ttalian. The names mother and daughter only mark

o different periods in the growth of a language sub-
. stantially the same. To speak of Latin dying in
. giving birth to her offspring is again pure mytho-

Joev, and it would be easy to prove that Latin was a
gYs y o p

o

; ““.11'0'1%10' langu&ge long after I'talian had learnt to rum
‘@lane. J Only let us clearly see what we mean by

. Latin, The classical Latin is ome out of many
dialects spoken by the Arya,n inhabitants of Ttaly.

;It was the dialeet of Latium, in. Latium the dialect

i of Rome, at Rome the dmlect of the patricians. It
was fixed by Livius Andronicus, Ennius, Neevius,

Cato, and Lucretius, polished by the Scipios, Hor-

,tpnmus, and Cicero. It was the language of a
restricted class, of a political party, of a 11temry set.

Before their time, the language of Rome must have
changed and fluctuated considerably. Polybius tells
us (iii. 22), that the best-informed Romans could
not make out without difficulty the language of the
ancient treaties between Rome and Carthage. Horace



had to write for his new patrician friends.*t After

having been established as the language of legisla~
tion, religion, literature, and general civilisation, the
classical Latin dialect became stationary and stag-
~nant. It could not grow, because it was not allowed =
to change or to deviate from its classical correctness.
It was haunted by its own ghost, Literary dialects,

o ;’Monmmmmm&ms. L e

\ fa,dmmts (E’p vl 1 86), that he, efmld not unﬂorsta,nd
the old Salian poems, and he hints that no one else
could. Quintilian (i. 6, 40) says, that the Salian
priests themselves sotild hardly understand their =
sacred hymns. If the plebeians ha,fl obtained the :
upp(\rha,nd instead of the patmcmns Latin would
have been very different from what it is in Cmem,
and we know that even Cicero, having been brought
up at Arpinum, had to give up some of his provincial =
peculiarities, such as the dropping of the final s, 1
when he began to mix in fashionable society, and =

o

or what are commonly called classical la;ngua,ges,’-—. i

pay for their temporary greatness by inevitable
decay. They are like artificial lakes at the side of
oreat rivers. They form reservoirs of what was once
living and running speech, but they are no longer
carried on by the main current. At times it may

seem as if the whole stream of language was ab-

sorbed by these lakes, and we can hardly trace the

small rivalets which run on in the main bed. But

if lower down, thaft, iy to say, later in hlstm",r, we

- meet again with a new body of stationary la,ngua,ge,‘ -

4 Quintilian, ix. 4. ‘Nam neque Luecilium putant uth eadem (8)
ultima, enm dicit Serenu fuit, et Dignu loco. Quin etiam Cicero in Ora-

tore plures unt}quarum tradit sic locutos.  In gome phrases the final s
was omifted in conversation; e. g. abin for abisne, viden for udeqne,. i

opw'st for opus est, conabere for conaberis,
L ¥




‘y"-f‘fﬂ”iformmg or formecl we ma,y be sure thai: 1ts trlbu—-;jr
 taries were those very rivalets which for a time were
. almost lost from our sight. Or it may be more
- | acourate to compare a classical literary idiom to
| the frozen surface of a river, brilliant and smooth,
| but stiff and cold. It is mostly by political com-
" motions that this surface of the more polite and

cultivated speech is broken and carried away by the

. waters rising underneath. It is during times when

the higher ela‘-‘;ses are either crushed in religious and

gocial struggles, or mix again with the lower classes

to repel foreign invasion; when literary occupations

 are digcourag ed palaces burnt, monasteries pillaged,
 and geats of learning destroyed-—it is then that the
 popular, or, as they are called, the vulgar dialects,
 which had formed a kind of undercurrent, rise be-
 neath the crystal surface of the literary langunage,
. and sweep away, like the waters in spring, the cum-
 brous formations of a bygone age. In more peaceful
' times, a new and popular literature springs up in a
 language which sesms to have been formed by con-
quests or revolutions, but which, in reality, had been
‘growing up long before, and was only brought out,

ready made, by historical events., From this point

. of view we can see that no literary language can

~ever be said to have been the mother of another lan-
. guage. As soon as a language loses its unbounded
. capability of change, its carelessness about what it

~ throws away, and its readiness in always supplying

instantaneously the wants of mind and heart, its

‘natural life is changed into a merely artificial exist-

ence. It may still live on for a long time, but

- while it seems to be the leading shoot, it is in reality
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bat a broken an& 'w1’rhermg bmnch slowly fa,ﬂmg'

~ from the stock from which it qPrauo'. The sources

of Ttalian are not to be found in the classical litera~ - il
ture of Rome, but in the popular dialects of Ttaly. .
/English did not spring from the Anglo~Saxon ofii:)
Wegsex only, but from the dialects spoken in every
part of Great Britain, distinguished by local pecu.. el
larities and (modified at dlﬂ'erent times by the in-
 fuence of Latin, Danish, Norman, French, and i

other foreign elements; Some of the local dmlects

of England, as spoken at the present éla,y, are of
greatb 1mpormnce for a critical study of English ; and
g French prince, now living in this country, deserves
great credit for collecting what can still be saved of

these dmlects. Hindustani is not the daumhtei* of\ "

Sanskrit as we find it in the Vedas, or in the la.ter,
literature of the Brahmans: it is a branch of thef
living speech of India, springing from the same stem|
from which Sanskrit sprang, when it first as &utmed
its literary independence. ~
While thus endeavouring to place the character 9f

dialects, as the feeders of language, in a clear light,
1 may appem to some of my hearers to have exag-

:sw-—-u‘

g
é
\

ar-;*u—.,,;

gerated their importance. No donbt, if my object .

had been different, I might easily have shown that,

without literary cultivation, language would never' "

have acquired that settled character which is essen-
tial for the communication of thought; that it would
never have fulfilled its highest purpose, but have

remained the mere jargon of shy troglodytes. But

as the importance of literary languages is not likely

to be overlooked, whereas the importance of dialects,

as far as they sustain the growth of language, had
| 9 iy




,nevor befm pr,»mted out T thought 11: better to dwell*"’

i

A%
|
:
i

Con the advantages which lltemry languages derive
 from dialects, rather than on the henefits which
. dialects owe to ,11temr) langnages. Besides, our
" chief object to-day was to explain the growth of
language, and for that purpose it is impossible to
~oxaggerate the 1mp0rtance of the constant under-
growth of dialects. (Remove a language from its

native soil, tear it away from the dialeets which are

its feeders, and you arrest at once its natural growfh.;

There will still be the progress of phonetic corrup-
tion, but no longer the restoring influence of dialectic

. W 1'egenemtmn. ‘The language wl.mh the Norwegian
ik i{;_'refugees brought to Iceland has remained almost the

. | same for geven centuries, whereas, on its native soil,
“ { 3 b Y b ¥ A L - ¢ L]
! and surrounded by local dialects, it has grown into

k*

| two distinet languages, the Swedish and Danish.

~ In the eleventh century, the languages of Sweden,

Dan-mm'k, and Tceland are supposed“ﬁ to have been
identical ; nor can we appeal to foreign congquest, or

- to the mixture of foreign with native blood, in

L

order to account for the changes which the language
underwent in Sweden a,nd Denma,rh buat not 1n

0 Ioel:;md 46

We can hardly form an idea of the unbounded
resources of dialects. When literary languages have
stereotyped one general term, their dmleets will
supply ﬁfty, though each with its own special shade

of meaning. If new combinations of thought are

4 Marsh, Lectures, pp. 133, 868.

16 ¢« There are fewer local peculiarities of form and articulation in our
vast extent of tbrnbmy (U.8.), than on the eompmmtwely narrow snil gf
Greeat Britain.~—Marsh, Lectures, p, 667.



| "-»""evolved in the progr@sg ot somety, dmlects wxﬂ e
'frea,d]lv eupply the reqmred names from the Stﬁl‘
of their so-called superfluous words. There are not

only local and provineial, but also class dialects.
 There is a dialect of shepherds, of sportsm@m, of
soldiers, of farmers.” I suppose there are few per~

‘8ons here present who could tell the exact meaning

of a horse’s poll, crest, withers, dock, hamstring,
cannon, pastern, coronet, arm, jowl, and muzzle.
Where the literary language speaks of the young of

‘all sorts of animals, farmers, shepherds, and sports-

men would be ashamed to use so general a term,

¢ The idiom of nomads,” as Grimm says, ¢ containg an
abundant wealth of manifold expressions for sword

and weapons, and for the different stages in the life

of their cattle, In a more highly cultivated lan-
guage these expressions become burthensome and
superfluous, But in a peasant’s mouth, the bearing,
calving, falling, and killing of almost every animal

47 ¢ Our fine dictionary words are mere dead sounds to the uneducated,
which fail to awaken in ¢heir minds wny living and breathing reality,
So they call up new ones for themselves, mostly of a grotesque order,
certainly, but as full of lifo and spirit as a bliga&e of shoe-'blacks. _
With them a thing is not overpowmmg,” but it is a  stumner;” it is not
. *“excellent,” but ¢ a reqular fizzer ;" and it does not ¢ pzoceed satisfag-
torily,” butit * goes like one o cloc)i‘ (i.e. with as little delay as a work-

man gets off to dinner when the clock strikes one). With the samelove

of grotesque imagery, the navvy calls bacon with streaks in it tiger ;7
‘and the Parisian cabman gpeaks of taking a glass of absinthe, in allu-

sion to its green tinge, ag « dmAme a parrot.  To say that this is not
poetry, because it is vulgar, 1s very much like saying that a block off
coal isn't carbon, because it is not a diamond. " A great deal of the imagery' -
in the Old Norse Sagas is as really slang as anything in the speech of
8 London street boy or a member ot Congress) To take a single
instance, an Icelandic poet speaks of the begmmng of battle as the
' time ¢ when the black legs begin to swing ;" the said black. legs bamg
mothing more or less thau the handles of the bzmttle -aXes.’




: has 1ts own peculiar term, as the 'sportsmé';mi delights 0
_ in calling the gait and members of game by different

e

| 1AWS OF CHANGE IN LANGUAGE. o

names. The eye of these shepherds, who live in the

- free nir, sees further, their ear hears more sharply—
. why should their gpeech not have gained that living
truth and variety ?’4 L e

Thﬂs Dame Juliana Berners, lady prioress of the

nunnery of Sopwell in the fifteenth century, the
. reputed author of the Book of St. Albons,® informs
" us that we must not use names of multitudes pro-

miscuously, but we are to say, ‘a congregacyon of

people, a hoost of men, a felyshyppynge of yomen,
 and a bevy of ladyes; we must speak of a herde of
 hartys, swannys, cranys, or wrennys, a sege of herons

. or bytourys, a muster of pecockys, a watche of

. nyghtyngalys, a flyghte of doves, a claterynge of
. choughes, a pryde of lyons, a slewtlie of beerys, a

gagle of geys, a skulke of foxes, a sculle of frerys,
a pontifycalyte of prelates, a bomynable syght of

monkes, a dronkenshyp of coblers,” and so of other
 human and brute assemblages. In like manner in

dividing game for the table, the animals were not

- carved, but ‘a dere was broken, a gose reryd, chekyn

frusshed, a cony unlacyd, a crane dysplayed, a cur-

lewe uuioyntyd, a quayle wynggyd, a swanne lyfte,

% Many instances are given in Pott's Etym. Forsch. pp. 128-169.
Grimm, Geschichte der Deutschen Sprache, p. 25, * Wir sagen ¢ die stute
fohlt, die kuh kalbt, das schaf lammt, die geiss zickelt, die sau frischt

(von frisching, frischling), die hiindin: welft M. H. D. erwirfet das

wolf); nicht anders heisst es franzosisch la chévre chévrote, la brebis
agnéle, la truie poreéle, la lonve louvéte, ete. '
@ ¢ The Book containing the Treatises of Hawking, Hunting, Coat-

Armour, Fishing, and Blaging of Arms, as printed at Westminster by
- Wynkyn de Worde; the year of the incarnation of our Lord 1486.

(Reprinted by Harding and Wright : London, 1810.)




i A I&mbe qholderyﬂ a heron dysxnembry d a Pecocke;:’","f'

TAWS OF (CHANGE IN TANGUAGE.

 dysfygured, a samon chynyd, a hadole sydyd a sole.ﬁ'f‘!-;
. loynyd, and a breme splayed.’ |
 What, however, I wanted particularly to pomt out
in this lecture is this, that neither of the causes Whmh
. produce the growth, or, accordmg to others, constltute’
the history of language, is under the control of: man, |
The phonetic decay of language is not the result Of%
mere accident ; it is governed by definite laws, as we |
shall see when we come to consider the prineiples ofi
comparative grammar. But these laws were not ma,de';;&f
by man; on the contrary, man had to obey fhem
without kn0W111g of their existence. e
Tn the growth of the modern Romance lu,nguawes

out of Latin, we can perceive not only a general ten-
dency to simplification, not only a natural dmposxtlon L
to avoid the exertion which the pronunciation of cer-
{ain consonants, and still more, of groups of censo-
pantg, entails on the speaker : but we can see distmct
laws for each of the Romance dialects, which enable e
us to say, that in French the Latin patrem would na-
turally grow into the modern pére. (The final m is
alw&ys dropp@d in the Romance dialects, and it was
dropped even in Latin.) Thus we get patre instead of \
patrem. Now, a Latin ¢ between two vowels in s,uch
words as pater is invariably suppressed in French.
This is a law, and by means of it we can discover at
once that catena must become chaine ; fata, a hter« L
feminine represenmtlon of the old neuter fotum, fée; e
pratum, a meadow, pré. From pm!’um we derive pra- .
taria, which in French becomes prairie ; from fatwm,
fataria, the English fairy. Thus every Latin parti-
ciple in atus, like amatus, loved, must end in French




" F‘?“Vin . The same law then changed pcntfre (pmnounced
patefre) into pacre, or pére; it changed matrem into

W-gmdually but irresistibly; and,nvhat 18 most impor-

i

;_jta,nt they are completely beyond the reach or control
o of the free will of man.) by < '
. Dialectic growth again is still more beyond the
control of mdlmdua,l& ~ For although a poet may
- lmowingly and intentionally invent a new word, its
. acceptance depends on circnmstances which defy in-
| dividual interference. There are some changes in
 the grammar which at first sight might seem. to
_ be mainly attributable to the caprice of the speaker.
. Granted, for instance, that the loss of the Latin ter-
- minations wag the natural result of a more careless
_ pronunciation ; gra.nted that the modern sign of the
. French genitive dw is a natural corr’uptlon of the
- Latin de illo-—yet the choice of de, instead of any
. other word, to express the genitive, the choice of illo,
~ ingtend of amy other pronoun, to express the article,
. might seem to prove that man acted as a free agent
in the formation of Ia,ngua.ge. But it is not so. No
' single individual conld deliberately have set to work
L an order to abolish the old Latin genitive, and to re-
. place it by the periphrastic compound de illo. 1t was
- necessary that the inconvenience of having no dis-
tinet or dlstmrvmshable sign of the genitive should
‘have been felt bv the pe()ple who spoke vulgar Latin
~ dialect. It was necessary that the same people should
. have used the preposition de in such a manner as to
 lose sight of its original local meaning altogether (for
. instance, una de multis, in Horace, i.e. one out of
. many). Itwas necessary, a.crmn,’rha,t the same people

mére, fmtwm into frere. These changes take place



L -’should have* felt the want 0f an &rb1ale, and should_'*;,
. have used llo in numerous expressions, where it
~ seemed to have lost its original pronominal power.3 s
It was necessary that all these conditions should be
| glven, before one individual, and after him another, | &
 and after him hundreds and thousands and m:lhons,

could use de 4llo as the exponent of the genitive; and
change it into the Ttalian dello, del, and the Krench duw.
~ The attempts of single grammarians and purists to [
improve language are perfectly bootless ; and we shall |
probably hear no more of schemes to prune languages
of their irregularities. It is very likely, however, that |

the gradual dmappeamnce of irregular declenmons,ﬁf?'
and conJuga,flons ig due, in literary as well ag in illite-

vate languages, to the dialect of children. The lan-
guage of children is more regular than our own. I b

have heard children say badder and baddest, mstead?
of worse and worst. In Urda the old sign of the pos-?
sesgive was rd, re, v, Now it is Fkd, ke ki, exceptin| .

hamdrd, my, our, twmhdrd, your, and a few other | § I

words, all pronouns. Dr. Fitz-Edward Hall informs [

‘me that he heard children in India use hamkd and&‘
tumkd. Children will say, I gaed, I coomd, I cotched ;i

_and it is this sense of grammatical justice, this gene-

rous feeling of what ought to be, which in the course
of centuries has eliminated many so-called irregular
forms. Thus the auxiliary verb in Latin was very
irregular. If swmus ig we are, and sunt, they are, the .
second person, you are, ought to have been, at least

according to the strict logie of children, sutis. This,
no doubt, sounds very barbarous to a classical ear

accustomed to estis. And we see how French, for in-

st&nce, has strictly preservcrl the Latm forms in nous
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i sommgs, vous etes, ds son‘t But in Spamsh we ﬁnd e

somos, sois, son'; and this sois stands for sutis,. We
- find similar traces of grammatical levelling in the

Ttalian siamo, suete, somo, formed according to the

a,nalogy of regular verbs such as erediamo, credete,
eredono. The second person sei, instead of es, is like- =
‘wise infantine grammar.” So are the Walachian
sszam, we are, sinfetr, you are, which owe their

~ origin to the third person plural sint, they are. And
‘:'what shall we say of such monsters as essendo, a

. gerund derived on principles of strict justice from an
infinitive essere, like eredendo from eredere ! Howerver,
we need not be surprised, for we find similar barba-
risms in BEnglish. In Anglo-Saxon, the third person
~ plural, sind, has by ‘a false analogy heen transferred
to the first and second persons, and has taken a new
termma‘omn on, which properly belongs to the plural
of the imperfect. Tn the Old Northumbrian dialect
 the first persop plural has been used in the second
and third, Wlth the same termination of the i 1mper-
fect in on :—

. English Northumbrian® 0ld Norse Anglo-Saxon  Gothie,
weare  aron  @-um  gind (on),beo-¥ = sijum®?
yow are  aron ér-ud  gind (on), beo-§ = sijuth
they are®®  dron ér-u sind (on), beo-3 sind

8 Similar formations, occurrmg in the dialects of France, have been
collected by le Comte de Jaubert, in his Glossaire du Centre de la France,
second edition, p. xii.

8 Grimm, Geschichte der Deuischen Sprache, 8. 666.
%2 The Gothic forms sijum, sijuth, ave not organie. They are either

édenwd by false anslogy from the third person plural sind, or a new

\base sij was derived from the subjunctive sjjau, Sanskrit gyam, See

- Leo Meyer, Die Gothische ;Sf)l‘dc?m, p. 4986.
# The Secandinavian origin of  these English forms has been well

i  ' explained by Dr. Lottner, Lransactions of the Philological Society J, 1861 \

[
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Dmlecbwally we hea,r T be mstegnd of I'e am ﬁmd o
Chartlsm should ever gain the upper ‘hand, we must
be prepared for ncwspapers adoptmg such forms &s\::»'&ff"f
1 says, I knows. | B
The following remarks, copied from an Amermn o
paper, and signed Marcel, describe the changes which
English has experienced as spoken by the Negroes
~on the Southern plantations. = They throw much
light on the manmner in which languages change,
particularly languages adopted by a less from a more
civilised race :——
0 “ ¢ Ordinary Negro talk, such as we find in books, ha,s”_ i
" very little resemblance to that of the Negroes of Port
Roya,l_, who were so isolated that they seem to have
formed a dialect of their own, Indeed, the different
plantations have their own peeulnmheq and adepts
profess to be able to determine, by the speech of a
Negro, what part of an island he belongs to, or even,;_‘f-,f )
in some cases, his plantation. My observations were
confined to a few plantations at the northem end of
St. Helena Island. o
¢ W1th these people the process of “ Phonetic De. v
cay” appears to have gone as far, perhaps, as is
possible, and with it the extremest simplification of
etymology and s ynta,x. The usual softening of th and |
v into d and b is observed among them ; likewise a |

p- 63. The third, per‘son plural, under the form of aran instead of arom,
is. found in Kemble's Codex Diplomatious Hwvi Saxonici, vol. i, D288 i
(A.p. 806-831). As the inroads of the Danes begin about 787, aran.
could hardly have been borrowed from them! Aron does not occurin =
Layaimon. It ig found in the Ormulum as arrn; in Chancer it has been
met with twice only, though, soon after, it became the generally recog-
nised form of the plural. Seo Geseniuvs, De Ling, Chaucer. p. 72;
Momcke, On the ‘Ormu&um p. 84,




+ weeds and well; “ De wile’ sinner may return” (for
~ wilest). This last illustrates also the habit of clipping

v ”tsljrlla,bles,' which they do constantly : as lee’ for little;
 plant’shun for plantation. The lengthening of short
~ vowels is illustrated in both these words =—a, for in-

_ stance, never has our short sound, but always the
' RBuropean sound. The following hymn illustrates
. these points:— | - ‘

( ¢« Meet, O Lord, on de milk-white horse,

| An’ de nineteen wilo [vial] in his han
s b Dvepon, drop on de erown on my head,
e .\ An’rolly in my Jesus’ arm,.
e 4 YWen [in] dat mornin’ all day,
| When Jesus de Chris’ bin born.”

. “The same hymn, particularly the second verse,

“ Moon went into de poplar tree,
' An’ star went into blood,”

i (the figures evidently taken from the book of Revela-
. tions,) is a fair specimen of the turn which geriptural
- ideas and phraseology receive in their untutored
e minds. Tt should be observed, by the way, that the
! songs do not show the full extent of the debasement
1l of the language. Being generally taken, in phrases,
. from Scripture, or from the hymns which they have
' heard sung by the whites, they retain words and
~ grammatical forms which one rarely hears in conver-
igation. The common speech, in its strange words |
and pronunciation, abbreviations, and rhythmical
modulation, sounds to a stranger like a foreign
. language. ’ ‘ '
' “These strange words are, however, less numerous

G G WG e
“Arequent interchange of v and w; as veeds and vell for



' than one would imagine. There is yedde for hear, as g
 in that sweetest of their songs :— G
%0 my sin is forgiben and my soul set fr*ﬁe,._ i
G An’ T yedde from heaben to-day.” ey

. There is sk’ wm, a corruption of see *em, applied toall L
genders and both numbers. There ig ¢ huddy ” (how-
do?), pronounced “how-dy” by the purists among
them. Tt is mot irreverence, but affectionate devo-
 tion, that is expressed in the simple song :-— e

¢« Tn de mornin’ when I rise,

Tell my Jesus huddy O,

Wash my han’ in de mornin’ glory,” ete. _
Studdy (steady) is used to denote any continued or
customary action. ¢ He studdy "buse an’ cuss megdts
complained one of the school-children of another,
This word cuss, by the way, is nsed by them with =
great latitude, to denote any offensive language.
¢« He cuss me, ¢ git out,””’ was the charge of one adult o
against another. “ Ahvy [Abby: in this case the b | i
had become v] do cuss me,” was the serious-gounding
but trifling accusation made by one little girl agains =
her seat-mate. Both they seldom use ; generally “all
two,” or emphatically, ¢ all-two bott togedder.” Ome
for alone. “Me one an’ God,” was the answer of an ‘
old man in Charleston when I asked him whether he
escaped alone from his plantation. ¢ Heaben ‘nuff
for me one” [i.e. I suppose, ¢ for my part 271, says
one of their songs.  Talk is one of their most
- COmMmMOonN. words, where we should use speak or mewn.
«Mylk me, sir ?”’ asks a boy who is not sure whether
you mean him or his comrade. *Talk lick, girl
nuffin buj: lick,” was the answer to the question
whether a particular master used to whip his slaves.

AN



| The letters n and y are often thrown in euphoni-
. eally. TIcan only remember at this moment n before
' along u as n’Europe, n’United States, no n’use ; but
* I think it is used with other vowels. Of y also I can
~ only recall one instance, which I will give presently.

. The most curious, however, of all their linguistic

peculiarities is, I think, the following: It is well

known that the Negroes all through the South speak
" of their elders as “ uncle” and “aunt;” from a feel-
ing of politeness, I do not doubt;-—it seemed disre-
spectful to use the bare name, and from Mr. and Mrs.

they were debarred. Onthe Sea Islands similar feel- |

. ing has led to the use of cousin towards their equals.
. Abbreviating this after their fashion, they get co’n or

¢o’ (the vowel sound # of cousin) as the common title

when they speak of one another. €’ Abram, (o’

~ Robin, Co’n Emma, ¢ Isaac, Go’ Bob, are gpecimens
 of what one hears every day. I have heard Bro’

1 (brother) used in the same way, but seldom ; as in
 the song, S e

“ Bro' Bill, you ought to know my name,
My name is written in de book ob life.”
¢I come mow to the subject of grammar, upon
which I might almost be entitled to repeat a very
old joke, and say that there is no grammar; for

there probably is no speech that has less inflection

than that of these Negroes. There is no distinction

_ of case, number, tense, or voice, hardly of gender.

Perhaps I am wrong in saying that there is no num-

~ ber, for this distinction is made in pronouns, and

some of the most intelligent will, perhaps, oecasion-
ally make it in nouns. But ¢ Sandy hat” would

generally mean indifferently Sandy’s hat or hats;

 “dem cow ” is plural, “dat cow”’ singular; ¢ nigger




. house” means the collection of Negro houses, and i,

T suppose, really plural.  As to cases, T do not know

{hat I ever heard a regular possessive, but they bave =

WG e davelop one of TRl O, which is a very

_curious illustration of the way inflectional forms have

probably grown up in other languages. If they wish '
' to make the fact of possession at all emphatic or dis-
 tinet, they use the whole word own.” Thus, they

will say ¢ Mosey house;” but if asked whose house
that is, the answer is ‘¢ Mosey oW, 0% Co Mols‘;y‘
y'own,” was the odd reply made by a little girl to.
the question whose child she was carrying ; €0’ is |

title; y euphonic.

< Nearly all the pronouns exist. Perhaps us does
not, we being generally in its place. She and her
being rave, him is the usual pronoun of the third
person singular, for all genders and cases. “Him |

lick we” was the complaint of some small children

against & large girl. Um is still more common, 4y
objective case, for all genders and numbers; as 8

>um (see ‘em). | ‘ | i
¢ Tt i too much to say that the verbs have no in-
 flections ; bub it is true that these have nearly dis-
appeared. Ask a boy where he is going, and the
answer is “gwine crick for ketch crab,”’—¢going into
the creek to catch crabs” (for being generally used
instead of to, to demote purpose); ask another where
the missing boy is, and the answer is the same, with
gone instead of gwine. Present time is made definite
by the auxiliary do or da, a8 in the refrains *“ Bell da

ring,” “Jericho da worry me.””™ Pagt time is ex-

54 Soe J. J. Thomas, Theory and Practice of Creole Gfamwém‘,’lSﬁQ :
. and the same author's remarks on Tritbner’s Record, Decpmber, 1870, :




“guch a person. “Him mix wid him own fa

‘prcssed by dom, as in other pamts of the South. ' The
,,gpa,sswe is rarely, if ever, indicated. ¢ Ole man call
John,” i the answer when you ask who is such and

’? was

the description given of a paste made of brmsed

o ground-nuts, bhe oil of the nut furmshmo' mois-
.ture. e

These various mﬂuences, under which memage

i everywhere grows and changes, ave like the wavesand
~ winds which carry deposits to the bottom of the gea,
. where they accumulate and rise, and grow, and at

- last appear on the surface of the earth as a stratum,

perfectly intelligible in all its component parts, not

. _produced by an inward principle of growth, nor regu-
. lated by invariable laws of nature; yet, on the other
 hand, by no means the result of mere accident, or
. the production of lawless and uncontrolled agencies.

We cannot be careful enough in the use of our words.

| Strictly speaking, neither history nor growth is appli-

R N e s

‘oable to the changes of the shifting surface of the
earth. Hustory applies to the actions of free agents;

growth to the matural unfolding of organic beings.

‘We speak, however, of the growth of the crust of the

earth, and we know what we mean by it; and it is
in this sense, but not in the sense of growth as

applied to a tree, that we have a right to speak of
the growth of langunage. If that modification which

takes place in time by continually new combinations

of given elements, which withdraws itself from the

control of free agents, and can in the end be recog-

" nised as the result of natural agencies, may be called

growth ; and, if so defined, we may apply 1t to the
growth of the crust of the earth; the same word, in



i .wﬂl Justlfy us in removing the science of la,ngua,ge

sciences,

L  when the history of man, in the widest sense of the:;f”

_ although language may not be merely a work of art,

he same senae,wﬂ] be apph.aa,ble to la,ngua,ge; a,na..
i - from the pa,le of the hmtoncal to tha,t of the physleal

. There is another objection Wthh we ha.ve fo ‘con-

‘ s1de“r and the consideration of which will again halp
 us to understand more clearly the real character of

language. The great periods in the growth of the
earth which have been established by geological re-
~search are brought to their close, or very nearly soe,.-;f‘
when we discover the first vestiges of human hfe, and

word, begins. The periods in the growth of lan-|
guage, on the contrary, begin and run parallel with |
~ the history of man. (It has been said, therefore, that |

o

it wauld nevertheless, be impossible to understa,nd i

the life and growth of any langua,gt, without an |
 historical knowlodcre of the times in which th&t l
language grew up.; We oucrht to know, it is said, 3‘
whether a language which is to be analysed under ,.
 the microscope of comparative grammar, has been-" :__  i
growing up wild, among wild tribes without a li.tem—{ i
ture, oral or written, in poetry orin prose; orwhether e
it has received the cultivation of poets, priests, and =
orators, and retained the impress of a classical age. |
Again, it is only from the annals of political history} =
that we can learn whether one language has comein}{
contact with another, how long this contact has ! e
lasted, which of the two mations stood higher in
civilisation, which was the conquering and which the
conquered, which of the two established the laws,
the religion, and the arts of the country, and which e




«-’-‘f;“‘.pmduced the o*reaisest number of na,tlonal ‘beachers,.'

. popular poets, a,nd successful demagogues, All these |

questions are of a purely historical character, and the

./ science which has to borrow so much from historical

- sources, might well be cons1dered an anomaly in the

o gyher@ of i physical sciences.

Now, in answer to this, it cannot be denied that

. jamong the physical sciences none is so 111t1mate]y
. leonnected with the history of man as the science of
Wlanguage. But a. similar connection, though in a
 less degree, can be shown to exist between other

o ‘braJnches of physical research and the hlstory of
man. In zoology, for instance, it is of some im-

‘ ,port'mce to know at what particular period of his-
* tory, in what country, and for what purposes certain

fammals were tamed and domesticated. In ethnology,
a science, we may remark in passing, quite distinet
from the science of language, it would be difficult to-
account for the Caucasian stamp impressed on the
. Mongolian race in Hungary, or on the Tatar race in
Turkey, unless we knew from written documents the
‘migrations and settlements of the Mongolic and
Tatarie tribes in Europe. A botanist, again, com-
paring several specimens of rye, would find it difficult
16 account for their respective peculiarities, unless
. he knew that in some parts of the world this plant
has been cnltivated for centuries, whereas in other
regions, as, for instance, in Mount Caucasus, it is
still allowed to grow wild. Plants have their own
countries, like races; and the presence of the cucum-
ber in Greece, the orange and cherry in Italy, the
potato in England, and the vine at the Cape, can be
fally explained by the historian only. The more



i ffmtlma,te rela,tmn, therefore between the Imstory of
- language and the history of man is not sufficient to
exclude the science of la,nguwe from the mrcle of thexiq-

physical sciences. i
‘Nay, it might be shown that, if strictly deﬁned the.

science of la,nguwc, can declare itself complete]y 111—::’1,.‘_"'?1

dependent of history. If we speak of the language
of England, we ought, no doubt, to know someﬁhmfr
of the political hlqtory of the British Isles, in order

to understand the present state of that language.| Tts =

 history begins with the early Britons, who spoke a
Cleltic dialect; it carries us on to the Saxon settle-
ments, the Danish invasions, the Norman colnqucst‘ e

and we see how each of these political events contri-
buted to the formation of the character of the lan-
. guage. The language of England may be said to

have been in succession Celtie, Saxon, Norman, and

wEno'llsh But if we speak of the history of the"_ |

Enghsh language, we enter on totally different
ground. The Xnglish langunage was never Celtie,
the Celtic never grew into Saxon, nor the Saxon into .
Norman, nor the Norman into English. The history

of the Celtic language runs on to the present day.
It matters not whether it be spoken by all the inha-

bitants of the British Isles, or only by a small minority
in Wales, Ireland, and Scotland. A language, as
long as it is spoken by anybody, lives and hag its
substantive existence. The last old woman that
spoke Cornish, and to whose memory a monument
has been raised at Paul, represented by herself
alone the ancient language of Cornwall. ' A Celt may
become an Kmnglishinan, Celtic and English blood
may be mixed: and who could tell at the present

G 2




L d&y e exact proportwn of Oelhe el Samon blood
. in the poPulatlon of England? (But languages are
- never mixed.) Tt is indifthrens bv what name the
. language spoken in the British Islsmds be called,
., whether Fnglish or British or Saxon ;(to the student

‘L‘fOf language English is Teutonic, a,nd HOthmO' but

Teutonic., The physiologist may protest, and point

ﬁrv‘out that in many instances the skull, or the bodily

v fhablta,t of the English language, is of a Celtic type;
. the genealogist may protest and prove that the arms

of many an English family are of Norman origin; 5
the student of language must follow his own way.
Hlstomca,l information as to an early substratom of
- Celtic inhabitants in Britain, as to Saxon, Danish,

“and Norman invasions, may be ugeful to him. But |
_ though every record were burned, and every skull
mouldered the English language, as spoken by any
~ ploughboy, would revedl its own history, if’ analysed
- according to the rules of comparative grammar.
- Without the help of history, we should see that
anllsh is Teutonic, that like Dutch and Frisian it
~ belongs to the Low-German branch ; that this branch,
together with the High-German, Gothm, and Scan-

. dinavian branches, constitute the Teutonic class;

that this Teutonic class, together with the Celtic,
Slavonic, the Hellenic, Ttalic, Iranic, and Indic classes,
‘constitute the great Indo-European or Aryan family
of 'speer'h In the English dictionary the student of
_ the science of l&nwuawe can detect, by his own tests,
Celtic, Norman, ereek, and Latin ingredients, but
{not a single drop of foreign blood has entered
into the organic system of Eng].lsh speechy The
grammar, the blood and soul of the language, is as



Pure a.nd unm1xed in Eng‘llsh as SIE’G‘]{‘E’]1 n th" BrmSh“ 0

 Isles, as it was when spoken on the shores of the . ‘

Glerman ocean by the Angles, Saxons, a,nd Juts of:,

the contment

. In thus considering and ref’utmg the ob,]ectmns

which have been, or might be, made against the
admission of the science of language into the circle
. of the physical sciences, we have arvived at some'._‘ W
results which it may be useful to recapitulate before

we proceed further, We saw that whereas phﬂology

treats language only as a means, comparative phﬂog |
l()gy chooses language as the object of scientific
inquiry. It is not the study of one language, but of 1

many, and in the end of all, which forms the aim of
this new science. (Nor is the language of Homer of

greater interest, in the scientific treatment of human § % i

speech, than the dialect of the Hottentots.

" We saw, secondly, that after the firsf pra,otlca,l~" 3 :~-’~
acquisition and careful analysis of the facts and
forms of any language, the next and most important

v

|

step is the classification of all the varieties of human
speech, and that only after this has been accom-

plished would it be safe to venture on the great
questions which underlie all physical rwed,rch the

questions as to the what, the whence, and the Why‘ ‘

of language,

We saw, thirdly, that there is a. dlstnmtmn between |
what is called history and growth. We determined

the true meaning of growth, as applied to language,
and perceived how it was independent of the caprice
- of man, and governed by laws that could be dis-
covered by careful observation, and be traced back
in the end to higher laws which govern the organs

i
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L both of 11uméxr;‘-»"t13,ought;, and of the Sia wetee i

. Though admitting that the science of language was
' miore intimately connected than any other physical

gcience with what is called the political history of Lo

" man, we found that, strictly speaking, our seience
might well dispense with that auxiliary, and that
languages. can be analysed and classified on their
~ own evidence, particularly on the strength of their -
. grammatical articulation, without amy reference to
. the individuals, families, clans, tribes, mations, or
races by whom they are or have been spoken. .
In the course of these considerations, we had to
lay down two axioms, to which we shall frequently

. have to appeal in the progress of our investigations,

 The first declares grammar to be the most essential
element, and therefore the ground of classification
in all languages which have produced a definite
grammatical articulation ; the second denies the pos-
gibility of a mixed language. W
These two axioms are, in reality, but one, as we

. shall see when we examine them more closely. There

is hardly a language which in one sense may not be
‘ycalled 2 mixed language. (No nation or tribe was
Lever so completely isolated as not to admit the im-
- | portation of a certain number of foreign words. In
1§ some instances these imported words have changed
{ the whole native aspect of the language, and have
1§ even acquired s majority over the mnative element.
| Thus Turkish is a Turanian dialect; its grammar is
‘purely Tataric or Turanian;-—yet at the present
moment the Turkish language, as spoken by the
higher ranks at Constantinople, is so entirely over-
grown with Persian and Arabic words, that a common




