
NATURYE OF neerS AND WORD5.

It is tho object of this paper not to attempt te ponotrato any
mnystery, or to go behind the voil, but raffhor to show that thoro is
no vel to go behind, ne mystery to ponetrate; and to point out th 'e
fact that in the known phenomena of existing spe-ech we have ample
inaterials for deciding on the nature of primiitive language; for 1
firmly believe that the greater part, if not tho wholo, of the obseurity
in which this subject is shrouded, or supposeid to bo shrouded, has
been ereated by the dust raised by the dispntants battling in behaif
of their respective theories, and fromn thoir faihire to pprceivo, that
while, on the one band, no one thcory is sufficient to account for al
the phenomena of speech, yet, on the othier, ail the theories; advanced
contain a lurge amount of truth; and error commences in each cam
at the point whero any disputant endeavours te establish his ovin
theory as the only true rude of faith, to the exclusion of ail others.

I shall also try te point eut that there is ne necessity te have
receurse te miraculous plhenomena of any sort in this inquiry. Those
who support tho theory of the directly divine enigin of language are
not the only ones te cail the miraculous to thoir assistance. To my
thinking, at least, Bleok's theory of the evolutien of language is the
most miraculous of ail; and not far behind it in this respect la Pro-
&iser Max Miillor's attribution of the power of abstraction te mnan
in bis primitive state: of both of which theories, more hiereafter.

Before inquiring, hoevever, into tho nature of primitive language,
it will bo, necessary te define la-nguag,,e itself, more especially in its
relation te the first langu age makers. Language and its ebjeet xnay
be deâlned as "the intelligible expreuion of thougLt inl articu<te 80u71d
as a ,r.eans of communication between màn anmiac."

Semae writers define language as being the expression of theught
and feelitg, but 1 would reply with SchIeichere that the immediate
expression of feeling is net one of the pnimary objeets of language,
and: that language expresses feeling only in the ferm of an idea or a
thougbt.f "

llaving.now.defined what lauguage la, let us next determine where
our inquiries are to commence-at what stage of human progresa.
Thora are eitrem4 evolutionists, in finguistio as in bieogicai science,
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îTfi lnt*.jeciion; of cdise, ar6 the dIroct exprmssi o f feeling, and is such must b.

aeepted from tbfs etiteznent i se far as they are te be consldèed as a constituent element of
language; a point which 'will b. subsequeuy diaeusaed.


