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PHEFACE.

'lu‘HE following work must pecessarily be very incomplete

my l:uuwh::lgl: of Sanskrit s small, and T have prubalily
omitted many valuable details from Greek and Latin and
English : and T have hardly been able to introduce any illns-
tration from any other languages: and it is certain that very
many will think that T should have done better had T devotod
myself to thoroughly sifting and working ont seme small
detail: (in fact, such was the adviee which Prof. Brogmann
himself most kindly offered me). Awd indeed, had 1 been certain
that in the forthcoming velume’ of Bragmavu's waguificent
work, fufinitely wmore attention would be paid to forms (which
are the only reliable sturting-point in Cowmparative Syutax®),

L Qomporstive Syndex by Delbrlick,

# 1 mean this, that if we ctapl Lo explain and reeonstruey the bistory of
e the Latiu *Ablative' of the eonronaut-deelension, the Letin Tufnitive’
in -rf, and ihe Tatin ‘Tmperfeet Subjunctive’, on the assumgdion that they
wre tespectively Ablative, Dative, and Tmiperfoet, and nothing else, wnd if wo
admit, 25 wie sl thal forma weve regularly nsed becanse ihey conveyed
their own mennings, then, when * Phionetie Law * tells us that theee forms avo
{eertainly or prebably) not what we bave assumed them to be, one constroetio
(however satiefsctory @ way seen) falls o the grovnd, * Phonetie Taw * tells us
that womive and monte are probally (et least partly) Loeptive, oot ooly
Ablative, in form, amd that the fono fn ore i6 paessibly both Toeative pod
Ingtrimentil, o one only, o sometimes ope and sowethnes e othier, etc,,
pryhow nol Tradive, aud thak eses B probably o sipmadie Aorst, not Inpefeot,
in forn, amd that thevefore nomive and wente weo peobakly Toeative ve, m
miesaing, noad (e form in-ve Toeative or Tostomoental or btk ete, In mesn g,
e eswer Aorist in meaning; sl common =ense 1ells o5 thal to deny ihal they
probably bave those weanings, ned to insdst on explaining them as sorlaindy

»
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vi TREFACE,

and 1o Principles of development in language, and 1o the
exacl extent to which our present evidence justifies dog-
matisms, than seems to have been paid in the Syntactische
Forschungen (if ove may judge from the ideas which lave
come into English Grawmars throngh it), 1 might have left
this book unwritten, and bave been content to wait patiently
until the appesrance of the new work, and untib it had become
kuown to English readers.  As it ig, this final resnlt secins still
tar distant, aod, i my work, vory shadowy, very incomplete,
and very inaceurate as it i, beyond all donbt, yet does some-
thing towards itlustrating the inpumerable diffieulties and un-
certainties, and the many taogled or broken threads, of Clome-
parative Syntax, ol doos something (however insignificant)
towards making Syntax somewhar less nninteresting, and sowme-
what more a field of enguiry fir the majority than it is at
present, Ishall be satisfed.

It many of the results are, or ssem to lw, plviously wrong,
I omuse ask the veador woenrefully bear iv mind that this is
nob o lewened worle (as Dellotiel’s work will be), and that,
a5 1 have clearly stoted tlvonghont che book, on almost
every page, the sugeestions wee only neant to he sug-
westions of some possibilities, and not of ecrtainties: and
I think it will be found that in this reepect my work makes an
almost entively new  departnwee. Tt would be very nice if
dlmost the whote history of Groek and Latn Syutax before the
times of which we have evidence were enpable of being mapped
ot neatly, definitely, aml with cerbainty, as it has been
nsually mapped oul hitherte, chieily on such suppositions as
that becanse some construetions cecurred in the Vedie hymons
(2000¢ woy thoretore the Lotins developad these sane con-
stroetions and ne other eobstroctious by theie =ide,  TU would
b wery mice and funny w kuow that ever sinee the carliest
tianes the Greels and Taiiens, bufore ventining to forin a new
construction by analegioal extension, e or swam o the
direetion of Tudia to ask i this analogica) extension existed
Ablative, Dative, and Twperleel bo cotpin, Is enly consistens iF e, we eall vuerds,

Képor dretapdiror mwl woi § Loestives T origio, sod the Histovie Tnfinative o
Present or Past Iudicative Towse in opigin.



PREFACE, vit

early Sanskrit, and, if it dill pot, forbade any one in Greeee or
Italy to use it en pain of death: in faet the theory that we cun
map out certpin portions of the history with certainty pre-
gupposes very many very ludicrous incldents.

I would say one word to any one who roay think this book
worth eriticising, When e D YVerrall writes a work which
gives o new theory as to the plet of the Ton, it behoves the
boma fide eritic, in any Review which to some extent represents
naticnal scholarship, to eriticise this new theory, and to say to
what extent aud why he eonsiders that its views are right
or wrong : obvionsly the Review should accept notes on sinaller
puints (such as the meaning of erédn) either separately as
woleted netes, or bofore or wfer or 1o conrse of the erticism
of the main eeson détre of the boul: boo no bona fide
criticism should be acceptod g eridticisn without treating
fairty of this main contention,

I have noticed that in more than sne Heview the tendeney
hiss been, of late, not o enticse the broad swd distingnishing
faets, pnd the main features, bot to give o bite here and there
like a oiat or w flen: awd 1 have votieed that often o book,
rotton as & whole, and vothben 1o moss detalls, rotten, o fact,
from skin to ecore, is treated as severely or bentently and
so gots the same *charoeter " as o book which iz on the whole
admirable, but which erms (as nearly all books must eir)
in some details, Tt s vot that actoally false statements are
made—a talse npression i however intuzed into the reader's
mind, none the less—Dbut all sense of geoportion s hereby
lost : eg. a vicht prineiple 15 many thoes more Dwportant than
o wrong letail, nasmoel ns tlds prineiple comprises, ipso facto,
@ guantity of right details,  To dote npon o thousaml items
{sometimes bo the exelusion of an oxceedingly practical ol
nredeniable prineiple of eionnen 2ense), eharacterises vory mneh
of Geroan work, mueh of Anerienn work, amd wel a [ittle
1) |‘1,|.|Eli..='.h work,  Adtention toosminueie doeserves sreater ]ll’.‘li.‘ii'
thaus it obtaivs aong e s but ie is apd to wverlook the fact
that, il we once really grasp the peinciples of one instance,
we often thereby grasp the prioeiples of the other 9989 The
OO0 fnstanees aec also seoighef tedions e one who Jeads
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a busy life in other spiieres, and who yet would kuow sonething
about the Principles that underlic these defails,

Might I ask my erities to remember that my hook has
at lenst one main contention, viz. that our evidence does
not often justify that dogmatism with which pre-historie forms
or construetions hove hitherto been mapped ont as certaintios,
and that wany views hicherto stated pad aceepied as cortainties
still remain to be proved to be certaintics?

The new matter in this book is, romghly spenking, as
follows:

1. Tt iz maintained thot, in giving the pre-historie develop-
ment of most construetions, ecrtainty is impossible and possi-
bility or probability is the joest we ean attain te: and that the
neatest and most definice results are usually also the most
inexack,

[L Sowe Prineigdes of developroent in Sy utax (g Analogy,
Lnplication, cte) are fivst given, togoether with some instanees
from Greck awl Latin wlhich may pertiofly llostrate them,
amd then it 15 auggested how constructions way pussibly have
hoen developed from possible original meanings in accordance
with them

1L Seme of the dissdvantages of gresetiood cotegories,
andd of g certabu elass of fteial browslutions, ave eatimated,

[V, It iz mamtaioed thar, Beeause a consteuct on eeeirs in
some one language of the Indo-Enropean group, it does not
follow from this that iv cortinly oeewrred or was certainly the

VI osnel Principles of developement in Loangponps, owe, were insisted on
feu Drinelple I othar o word or @ constenction nesl not peecssarily Bave
the =pmee mestang whick e oeiginally body very el adverse crigicizin of
aowriter's stvle or plimsealocy wight Teoavefled,  To ke one insladoe,
meeent birnde on the Foglish of the Bevisad Version might have besu foft
wuwritlen: for, spoet from the oocasional Tk taste and want of wodoation
the lengnzge, uuny of the arpuments il fo kobd good for fhe simpbe rendon
it the Ttevisers are not aseamptiog to reproduee ovigingd Boglish idioms,
heat weeey boonpreat extent, wrising in the best English of to-day, in which many
eonstemations fare Sevene feeegeesaaefn e, which ie oncly nglish cither did oot
exiat, or welbl not Lave been ecrreel Erplish if they Dlad been usad,. To
eriticien, we thi= eritie docs, i lke comsuring o businessman for oo longer
wenrizg the swadidling-clothes: winiell oooe were appecpriate.



PREFALE. ix

ouly construction used i sowe other language of the samoe
gronp, but it generally tollows that it may possibly or probatily
have been one of the eonstructions onee wsed in that langeage,

V. A few philologicel siggestions are given, ns well as a
brief consideration of how far some of the dogmatic resalts of
the New School are certaintios (v. Appendices Load fin and V.
adl fin. for the final conelusion),

VI. The uncertainty as to how far ditferent meanings were
original, or later developments, and as to how far ihey were
originally denoted by distiver forms, awl how far by forms
differentinted  to express distinetions of meaning, is strongly
emphasized : (vo Appendices THL and 1TV

VI Some detoils are:

{et)  The Infinitive in Greek anl Latin,

(b The Middic Voice and Changes of Veiee and Thue
(v. Priogaple XL)

(¢} The three oviging of Prepositions.

(d) The possible original unity of the Aceusative, and the
possible original anity of che Genitive

{e) The possibie inportanee of the Locative.

(/) The Fubure Indicative was often the same thing
ns the Aorist Bubjunetive.

(#} The Latin Aorist-Porfect,

(I The treatment of Mixed parts of speeci,

{(#) The wrizinal meanings of Tmperfoct, Middle, Relatives,
Sobjnuctive and Optative, Indicative, aud the Nouater, ot

The following are the chict authorities :

For Morphology, ete: che grammars of Brogmany, Vietor
Henry, King al Coolson, Twan Miiller; su rcstinns i the
Classical Review: v the Early Tinlie Declension { Lindsiy),
tlie Clerund wnd Gerandive {Coveay s the -r of the Latin
Passive {Ullll'i"-'“:r']'. U.;;nw.—::,.—' ot Virner's Low in Ir..-d;,r (i'ur the
Latin Aortst and Perfect forts),

For Sanshadt Distasees: The Poile's Natn, and some lectures
ol Nada by Mr B A Noil, of Pembeoke Colll A fow Vedie
by s { Dellritek), and gome lectnres on then by Prof Cowell,
The Sanskrt UQeammars of “lhitlli‘._!.-‘, Monter Willinans, aml



