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bas the patienice to look inito the facts and niak-e coniparisons.
Neýv' words are constantly being coined; iiew modes of ex-
pressing relations are ever coming into use; new dialects are
continually being developed tliat tend to becorme niutuaily
unintelligible when long separat-zd geographically or politically.
A littie examination sh6dvs that ail existing lang(uages are re-
ducible to a fewv fanmi1ies and thiat even these have suflicient
in comnon to 'warrant the conclusion of tlieir like derivation
froni one priineval tongue whiich has contributed soniething
to themn ail. There is nowvhere any break .in the scientific
record, nothing to, indicate that at aiiy given point in thie
v-orld's history tlere.was a sudden formation of newv tongues
-nithout relation to each other. Sometimes thei growvth of newv
languages bas been more raýid tlian at others, owing to favor-
able conditions. But fromn the very nature of the case no
language could ever be formed suddenly, or could be used if
it were formed, inasinuch, as many people must knowv it if it
is to be a real means of communication. Not only is there
no scientifici evidence for such a sudden eruption of wholly
rewv languages as that wvhich is ccmiinonly supposed to he
contained in the Bible account, but Nvhat evidence there is
points ail the othezj way. Nor is it easy to, see how that evi-
dence can be disregarded with'out upsetting the foundations
of ail our scientifie knowledge.

It by no means fol1owvs, howvever, that the Bible story must
be set asid 'e as eroneous because we accept the truthi of m-odern
science. Sonie, indeed, have been coilstrained to, discard it
or relegate it to, thie region of niyths. But tiiere is no need
to do either the one or the other if it be properly understood.
The whole niatter is one of correct interpretation, and if the
principles, which have been laid down in previous papers are
adopted the wvay out of the difficulty is comparatively easy.

In tbe first place it lias to be renicmibcred here as cverywhere
else thiat the sacred Nvriter miakes ii.o pretence of giving a scien-
tific account of the origin of languages. He really hiad no.
interest in that question and would have beeniiin no position
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