
OLD SPELING REVIZED -

is sometimes herd ini America, but very comnonly
ritti short o sounds like a in artistic-tru among
cultivated peopi, more widely extended arnong
those unintluenced by scools. Exampis :ox, fox,
fiock, crop, toi), dot .. . box, sock .... roi-), hon-
our, bottie, >loctor."-Hist. Eng. Lang., §M2..

That o lias an a-sound in so many words
from and even before Chaucer is plain to
one with both eyes ai ears open. Sucli
evidence as the foloingr is comon : New
E igçlanders in the l8th cent. iver known to
thieir Frencli-Canadian neighhbors as Bos-
tonians (les Bhastonnais or Bastonaîs). For
Boston they herd boston or bostin , stil pre-
vailincr, tho '.clainis of fasion" and imitat-
ers may say bostý>' too. French ears herd
the main vowel as an a-sound and. record-
ed Lt so frequently. See Sangruitiet's femn-
o ire, An Eye-witnes of the New England-
ers' War in Canada (Le Temoin oculaire
de la guierre (les B-astonnais en Canada),
grivu iiu fui. in MN. l'Abbe Verrault's Inva-
sion du Canada par les Americains (,See
Kimgsford's Ilist. Catnada, vol. y, p. 418).
Again Verrauit at p. "09 tels how a man

nanied Baker was kild, leader of a party
of Newv Etigla-.nders (..... ils ont tué un
nommi-é Bêquier, un des chefs d'un party
de liastoiia-is. -Ib1id., p. 422).

Mr Tuttie rites that lie uzed an a-sign
(flot in tlue strong sylabl of observe, but) in
the fiu-st sylal of observation, which lie is
tlio:t to griv as ob)-zar-.va[-an. or els as ob-

xa.u[ ai.; tlie l)ronuflciation hwat for
w/ltut, atuihuted to hlm, is Pass's-he nat-
uraly savs "lî1wat, to rime with eut, loit, a
foi-lu Iresilinably dlue to restresing weak
a. Hie hiears war ve,'e, W14z was, av Of,
fi-am Jrom, gat flot, bikaz beca use, xvant
,iaitt, withi a strong. We hiad reachit this
conclusion that ther is widespred

SIItFTINCI 0F CLOSE (t AND OPEN 0 TO a
directly without pasing thmu weak a (a .).
We instance (1) New Engi(land "short o"l
as lu iv.lole, home, stolze, is often herd as a
(liai, liain, stan). Readers recaîl that O.
W. fiol ines wvas quoted (vol. 1, p). 177)

-Yu no how thev read Popq's line in the! small-
est town in M,ýaqachusets?- -Wel, they read it

'Ail are but parts of one stupendfous HU-LL."'
andl rirning- homne wjth corne is coînon iu
the 13igloir Papers. (2) French a la mode
has a-la-mod' alternativ to aamd'and
l'homnme is lam as wel as loin. Lu French,
suchi a lias greater tension and is closeî'
(a"') than ours and may flot l)e free from
lil)-efect as ours comonly is. Stich a must
be v-î'v near the one (a:) put in Sweet's
qvork. In Kebcc (Qiiebec) the futi vowei e
as in rau ial jIampjnînD, etc., is givn as
1*'on, djomnp, etc., by F,'ench-Canadians
sp)ea-king- (not receivd Fuench.but) l5th
or lGth cent. French of Normindy modi-
fied. IiDi Duummonl, thruouit hisvolumes
of dialeet poetry, [7'IIabitant anl ,John.nie

the words as "ron," "jom p," etc. JIence,
this shifting apears flot to hav developt in
cisatiantie Norman. (3) Scotish mnony,
ony, body, (for many, any, body) ar iman-i,
on-il bad-i. (4) The Algonkin word for
deity or spirit (manito, manedu, muneto
in Cree. Keshamunedoo in Tinnê) apears
to vary in f irst sylabi as man-, mon-, man.
This shifting a pears but a particular case
of substitution, which, Emerson says,

"in short vowels is limiited to those which do
not difer greatly in pitch, or in position of vocal
organs producing then. .. .. .. More exact study
wil probably reveal soixie fonetic reason for al
these changes."-Ibid.,§29

MODERtN AND SHAKSPEARIAN SPELING.
(By Rev. Prof. SKEAT ill Pitnian's Jurnal).

Alow remarks on two comon falacies:
(1) That filologists aprove presnt spel-

ing, becaus Lt asists thiein lu their work.
Anser, they merel-y regard it for what it is
worth: it frequently intimates what Eliz-
abethan pronunciation was like; i. e., they
merely get sucli information as they can
f rom books printed iiithe Tudoracre. The
chief value of modern editions of Shak-
spear is their larg-ely retaining Elizabetli-
an spelings; but even the first folio-with
ail its carelesne-s of execution--is beter.

A filologist who solely relied for infor-
mation on rn',dern l)ooks--as îr.any try to
-soon finds himself at sea. As a fact,he
does nothingr of the kind. le depends on
-- beyond chance of eror-the word's mod-
ern pronanciation.. The one elernentary
fact in ail languages is just what our specl-
ing hides,viz.,tie SIOKEN WORD, the onlv
tru word. Ail els is convention: r iting, is
merelythe h-andmatid of spoken language
and one that does her worlk in a very neg-
ligent and slovenly maner. Old spelings
aîr, uzuialy, far more valuabi. than modern
ones, precisely becaus so much more came-
f ui and f onetic. Peopi of n take their ideas
from erly printed books, when the ian-
,guagre was changing rapidly and maniy
inconsistencies camne iuto vogrue. Yet even
these spelingcs air much more fonetic, as a
mile, than anythin g we ar now acustomnd to.
If a word is speit iiu two or three ways,
tuier ar of n reasons for it-reasons apar-
ent oniy to students who no what the sy-
bols nient; to others, all is caos, especialy
if imagiining( that symbols ref er to modern
sounds; sounds which, in soi-e cases, did
not then anywhere exIst!

Brief ly, f ilologists reiy on the sounds of
modern spoken womds, and on symbols
emplovd at dates when sp. was far more
fouletic than now. Mere modern sp., when
unfonetic, is of no value to them whatever.
Like Pat's watch, it neyer deceivs, for
Lt is neyer depended on.

(2) Another comon falacy is that, just


