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cluding the Semitie cligues, "1denotes the secondary intentions, of
moaning by the addition of a' word, which may by itself signify plu.
rality, past time, what is to be in the future, or other irolativo ideam
cf tiiatLkind." Bopp shows us that neither this division, nor that. of
Âugustus Sheeinto "languagYes without grammatical structure,
langtîages that employ affixes, and languages with inflectionz," -are
valid, inasniuch as the inflections meant do net necessarily exist ini,
nor are characteristie of, the Indo-E uropean languages, which ropre-
sont the latter clams. Bopp's own classificationi is into three classes,
First, "llangutages with monosyllabie roots, without the eapability of
composition, and lience without organisas, without grammar." This
includes the Chinese: Secondly, "llanguages with mnonosyllabic rmots,
which are capable of combination, and obtain tlioir organisin and
grammar near]y in this way alone." Here the Indo-L, ropean and
so-calleil Tursajan lang"uagyes are found. Thirdly, "llanguages with
dissyllabic verbal roots, and three necessary consonants as single
veliieles cf the fandamental ineaning." The Semitie languag-e.9 aienc
make up this class, «wlsvih produce its grammatical forms neot simnpiy
by combination, but by a moe internai modification of the roots.",
In this latter deflnition of his tliird cisas, Bopp falis into the opposito
extreie, te that for which ho blaines Friedrich arid Augustus Schiogel.
Internal modifications of the root are cominon te both tho Semitie
and Indo-European languages, and thus peculiar te neither. The
best classification is that of Prof. Max Müller i.nto langnages in the
31bnosyllabic, Terminational, and Infctionai stages. The fmrt, stili
includes the Chineso; the second, in 'which one of the roots uniting
te forni a word loses its independence, embraces the Turaniau Ian-
guages; and the third, in. wv1ch. both of tvio rootg uniting te forni a
word, lose their independenee, eontains the Indo-Europcan and the
Semitie families 3 The author of this last classification, however,
states "lthat it is impossible to imagine an Aryau language derivcd
from a Seaiitic, or a Semitie from un Axyan. languag-e. The gramn-
matical framework is totally distinct in these two families of speech."
Eraest Renan goes mucli farther, a-ad ays, in hia Histoxoe Gén4rala
et Système Comparé~ des Langues Sernitiques, IlWe must give up ý:Lke
Bearcli for any connection betweon the grmmatical systeins of ehe
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