
LANGUAGES 0P TRE INDO-EUROPEAN FAXILY.

we flnd the Danish lue, the orinan lolte and tho Lowland Scotch
low rcproducing what I believe mnust have been the original word
mcaningftame. Tho Englisi -wordftagonwhicli isfacon~ in Frnch,
Zagénos in Greek and lagetua in Latin, may doubtiess be referred te
the Ho~brew LOG, a Iiquid measure contaluing over t-,enty-four
cubic luches. Varre informs us that the Ionians called ear the
spring, bèr,1 -which is nearer te the Persian beliar than the Latin ver,
and mnay not improbably connect wvitli the Erse and Gaelie ur and
feur meaning green, and grass. Professor Miller soya, "lDBecch is the
Gothic boka, Latin faqus, Old Hig-li German puocha. Tho Greok
pkègos, 'which ia identically the saine word, does net mnen beecli but
oak. Was this change of rneaning accidentai, or were thora circuin-
stances by whichi it cau ho explained 1 Was pligos originally the
naine of the oak, nieaning tho food-tree froin piLagein taeaot 2 A&nd
was the naine which. originaily belonged te the oak (the Quercus
Esculus> tra nsferred te the beecli, after the age of atone with its fir
trecs, and the âge of bronze w1th its oak trees Iiad passed away, and
the ageo of irait and of beecli trees had dawned ou the shores of
Eurepe !"Il No doubt the author of thes words is right in has con-
jecture, which lie hardly dares te takeoeut of the categ,,ory of
hypotheses. The Daniali eeg is the Greek plages ; the German ecck
is its own buck and the Engiisli beech; while Engliali oak and Duteli
eik represent the Gothie boka. These are variations of an eld root
tliat mnust have stood for tree in generai, just as we flnd the -words
EIL, ELON in Hcebrew standing for an onli, a terebinth or any con-
spicueus tree, and THIOR the Coptic and dlrs the Greek oak ns forma
of a ro ot that fuirnishes the Germanie, Celtie and Sciavonie languages
with the equivalent of our Engliali tree.

One of the most striking :instances of a double or aven trebie,
phonetic ciange lu i the passage of a reet throug;h varieus languages
is afforded lu the word god. I regret that ÙLu setting 'his forth it
will be necessary te cerne into coifflict with the views of one who is
universally recog,,nized facile princeps arneng philologists, and a
high autherity lu oriental literature. I allude te Professor Mller,
who speaks meat condemningly of Sir William Jones, because lieo
actually expressed his belief that Buddha was the saine as the
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