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speak is in this sense our own work, the
remaining twentieth should be thought to
be otherwise. Furrar endenvors to show,
and it must be admitted, with much st
cess, that almost all Swords may be thus
explnined. It ig granted, however, that
some words expressive of our moral con-
victions and psveholgienl sintes eannol
thus be explained. The remaining twen.
tieth, as Prof, Whitney states ity s to be
aecounted for. It is essential o a true
theory in seience that it inelude all the
facts; und as this does not, it is still 1o he
regardod as but tentative.

It is conceded that there are certain ele,
ments of speech out of whieeh all " gung.
es hiave come; that the changes have Leen
simply of form. The number of these
elements appears to remnin constant, be-
ing neilther inerensed nor diminisghed.
No new radical lins been wdded, o far as
we enn pereeive, any more than new mat.
ter has been added o the gniverse,  Lan-
gunge in its perfected product is wronghi
ont o these elementanl forms When Prof.
Whitney siys that * the power to develop
I8 one in essentinl nuture with the power
to originnte his eritics reply that the
power Is not the same.  To mould and
form mterial 18 one thing, but to ercate
the matter is gquite another,

The bow.wow theory, like the ding
dong, does not meet the requirments of
science. Men come into the world i
Jants—specchless, A child speaks only
as it is tght, A Freveh ehild reared in
nn English family speaks English, ne
Frenceh.  Langunge is acquired when
taught. This is the only method of which
we have any knowlege.  What reason
have we for thinking that there was ever
sy other methody It is only upon the
assumption that there was no one o lesel
the first infant,  Was there no being cap
able of tenching primitive man ¥

Iuis unscientific to believe that man
was onee in possession of the facully
of speeeh ereation, but has now lost it;
and it is equally unscientific to Lelieve
that man, as he now is, untaught by a su.

perior intelligence, learned of himsell by
lits own nnaided efforts to frame words
and sentences,

Seience tmkes the fuets as they are. She
asks, how did man learn to speak so far
ns known, The answer is, only as taught
by & superior.  Has any one ever been
known to begin in any other way? No.
The inlerence, then, is that the first man
did not,

Now it has been urged hy some schol.
ars that, as there was no superior man,
God took it upon himsell to be his teach.
er. This, is supernstural; but the difficul-
ty is dignus vindies nodus. If bhaldy stated,
they suy, that God revealed langunge, that
in a volee from henven he told man what
to sy, there would be reluctunce to as.
sent 1o the theory thus expressed; but if
put in another form it may be true, God
made muan capable of specch, and placed
Lim amid sights and sounds designed to
furnish the materisls of speech, He
taught man 1o use his fuenlty, gave him
the genius of lunguage and assisted him
to connect words and things, as a father
ussists his child,

In this heief iscussion we lave en.
deavored to indicnte the present stute of
the question of the origin of language. In
the recent advancement made in the
science off philology, we may hope that a
eloser approximuntion to the solution of
thiz most important problem may yet be
attnined.  There are, however, eminent
philologists who frankly admit that Jing-
uistic research ean never revesl the actual
beginings of speech. 8o competent an au.
thority as Broest Renan places it among
the things ante-historieal, nnd he affirms
that it must ever remain so.  All philolo.
gists, of whatever sehool, confess thut the
origin of lunguage has not yel been dis
covered, G. M.

CIVIL LIBERTY.

Perhiaps the statesman hias to deal with
few problems more important than that of

personal liberty in its relation to the gen.
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