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'undivided' Aryan community bas long since
been shattered by antiiropology.

For the purposes of history philology can be
only accidentaUy of service, only in to &r as it
throws light on the meanii^ctf a Utenry record
or assists in the decipherment of an andent
inscription. It is the linguistic sense d die
record, and not the history it embodies or the
historical facts to be drawn from it, wtdi whidi
alone philology is properly concerned. We
must not go to it for dates or for the history of
the development of civilization and culture.

Still less can we look for help to what has
been called 'literary tact' * Literary tact' is
but another name for a purdy sutjectiv« im-
pression, and the subjectivf^ m^namom of
a modem European in regard to andent
Oriental history are not likdy to be ctf value
It is quite certain rfiat an andent Orieatal
author would not have written as we should
wnte, or as we should have expected him to
write; and consequently the very &ct that aa
andent Oriental document does not coafefm to
our modem canons of critidsm is an aigumei^m favour of its genuineness. A documeat
wntten m accordance with the critical require^.


