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a modern linguistic format, users would remain
uncertain as to where the division of labour fell
between the re-documentation and the original:
just how much flexibility has the editor allowed
himself? The present edited work attempts to fulfil
an intermediary role, and in doing so potentially
serves more functions than would either of these
alternative products. Thus it presents data relevant
to the history of linguistics, Australian Aboriginal
linguistics, and anthropology, and descendants of
speakers. It also forms a basis on which informed
and useful modern linguistic documentations could
be complied of any of the languages dealt with, or
existing documentations augmented.
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