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NOTES ON PRONUNCIATION.
GRAY'S ELEGY (continued).
Tho ploughman homeward plods his woary way,

Dlods is plodz; that is, it is either plodz
or plodz. Just here it shud be distinctly f
understood that ois close «, a soundof the |
a-clas, les opn than a; of it Whitney says: |
“Phe sound in question occupies so noarly a !
medial position betweon a-of far and thut of swar
that it might with equal propr ety be regacded |
as the short sound of either It vorges thereforo
very closely on tru short a, as of Gov. Aann, alt,
Y'ronch ma, chat, and ig acousticnly muclhi neaver
af far)— tho always s).mr})] v and vcuratly distin-
guisht from it — than is the so-cauid ‘short ' {a}
of pan, ote.”

On the other hand, o is of the o-clas. It
may be defined fairly wel as the first part
of the difthong in boy or noise. 1t apears
then that while one speaker chooses o, an-
other chooses o, the close « aforesaid. If
this hapnd with a few only it cud be dis-
mist; but'it asumes international import.
Iy the sound-shifting which has gon on
in British-American speech it comes that
o is almost exclusiviy chosen by good
transatlantic speakers, while in cisatlantic
speech o and o ar about equal in frequen-
cy. As evidence of this wide-spred and
startling fact notice that Ogilvie's (Impe-
rial) Dict. givs plod, plot, ox, ete., with the
same vowel-sign as form, corn, ete.  We
once counted such sounds in Gray’s Blegy
and in our orthoepy found o and e about
equal in frequency; in a certn other enu-
meration, from wider data,o was found
259 times; o, 154; oi, 13—ratio, 259: 166—
but the counter is a nativ of Conn., dout-
les reflecting, tho unintentionaly and per-
hups unconsciusly, New IEngland habits.
The question arises, has the change oc-
curd here or there? We beriev, there; as
speech here is comonly more conservativ,
and ther dr evidences that such words as
ox, plod, wer formerly givi the o-vowel in
England, perhaps in the British Iles gen-
eraly: a striking fuct is its frequency in di-
alect in Eng. today; a tailor on our street,
a nativ of Herefordshir, givs o before r e-
ven as in north, fortnight, which with him
ar norf, fort' nit; nativs of Hampshir say
corn, 2lmonst carn, for corn. The connec-
tion between Hampshir and New Hamp-
shir in speechis real, not imaginary. The
rustic is conservativ in speech, the citizen |
yields to sound-shifting, even starts it.

Now the erly setlers of N.Eng. on from
1620 wer from this rustic midl clas. We
may expect then that this pronunciation
of words speld with o, as plod, so markt a
caracteristic of American speech today,
dates very much farther bac: Ogilvie says

“In Arglo-Saxon a representsat least two prin-
cipal sounds, a shorter and alonger (the later ofn
markt with an accent). Ti:¢shortexr was no dout
similax in_quality to a in_fether tho shorter.—
Many words in which it occurd might be ritn in-
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diferontly with o; thus monn 08 Wl ns mann, kond
ns Wol as fand, fram or from, &= 1 Dict'y.

This use of either « or ofapears to ex-
plain why in some words, ;83 what, garht,
walrh, orthografy uses «, \;/hile in others)
as oy, not, it uses . We; believ that o, so
prevalent here, is a survival of Anglo-Sax-
on times, and that it was transplinted to
New Eng. from Old Eug. by the Pilgrim
Fathers and their succesors;also that, tho
aparently confined to speakers of dialect
there, it is in good use here—it may be on
the decline.

+f 0 be declining in words,as plod, speld
with o, and Britis{h practice of turning all
of them into e is‘to prevail and be now
taken as standard, it wil mueh diminish
the frequency of o, so much so thatit may
be wel ‘to reduce o toa sign for use ¢n or-
thoepy only, using a as suficie. ¢ for both
oand «q, as in fuar, for all erthografic pur-
poses. Our ‘trial corner’ wil ilustrate this.

Ther is a pronunciation of sk, pust, etc.,
(not ask, past, etc.) said to be with an “in-
termediat” or closer vowel than opn «, or
a. Such sound apears distinguishabl from
o with great dificulty, if at all, tho redily
distinguisht from a by those not tone-def
in high degree. We canot distinguish o
trom this “intermediat.”

That ther may be no mistake as to what
is British practice, as mirord by Ogilvie
at least, let us see what he says about o:—

“Tho sound of « in fa// forms an intermediat
step between a in fatZer and oin dome. The same
sound is represented by ax, aw, as in vanlt, clw.
..... .Ther is a shortsound corresponding to this,
that in skat, want, quality"—1bid.

Manifestly, what is ment to be hwot in-
sted of hwot. Again, in enumerating the
sounds represented by leter o, he says:i—

“(3) The sound o in not, as in cost, gone, oh;-. ..
(4) The same sound lengthnd thru influcnco of »
folloing; as in mortal, also in the digraf on/songht,
brought)"—QO in Dictionary.

(Zo be continued.)

10000 SOUNDS COUNTED.

sIt is sometimes desirabl to no how fre-
quently any givn sound occurs. Let the
reader try to caleulate and he wil be sur-
prized perhaps to find how many quest-
ionsof pronunciation hav to be past upon
before enumeration can proceed. Whit-
ney has givn his results in Part viii of his
Oriental and Ling. Studics, 24 series, with
views that influenced counting. e says:

“Itook n.solection of ten pasages, five in poetry
and five in prose, from as many authors, of vavi-
us_periods, and separated and counted theindi-
vidual sounds as mot withia each til the numbor
of 1000 sounds wasreacht.”

The ten pasages ar specified, one being
the 1000 sounds begining Gray’s Elegy.
All such enumeration, to be worth any-
thing, must be done free from that Dbias,




