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LAWS OF SQUND-CHANGE.
(By I Swenr, M. A, at Filologic Scc.)

1t is now genrally admitted by filologists that connd
changes, a8 a rule, wer exceedingly gradual, and that
the greatest revolutions in lnguage wer only the
sums of long scries os slight shiftings of the vocal or-
gans. ‘The orthogiafies of ded languages prezervd no
record of these minute variations, hense we had 1o
seck explanations of them in the sounds of living
languages.  In filology, as in geology, the past was
intelligibl only by help of the presnt.” Literuy pro-
fessors, who iznored tonetics, coud offer no explana-
it 17, vowlmutation ot umlaut, such as weeir,
geese, mice. At best they miht surmize that final iin
criy forins of these words, manni, gesi, musi, modificd
and then disapeand.  That was no satisfactory theo-
y; for it did not explain how the modification cane,
or why it produced theze panticular 1ezults, The fo-

netic theory wits much more complicated, and was * ¢
cinto open consonants, such as p; on the

cent investigations into the influcnse
of votls o consonants, ant 150, as exemplihed
in living languages. A simpl ilustwation was found in
cazwr and key, where difrence between sounds of ini-
tial consonants was due to succeeding vowls, If we
imcrclxn‘n;:cd}.'()llsonnnxs, ‘lhc.\\‘o: ds sounded some-
what like [k¥o:] and [k*iy, or k],  The
reason was that aw being formd by a low position of
back of tung, drew & back towards the threat; while
ev {iy, or 1], a high front vowl, drew the & forward.
This influcuse had formerly piva rize to pronuncia-
tions (kyaind,gya’d] for kind, guard. Similar fenom-
ena existed on an imense scale in_Russian, where
ahnost_evry vow!l peiceptibly modificdalmost evry
precedingconsonant. . . . . Similar reversions
had ocurd in South Slavonic dialccts. That the Ger-
manic vowl mutation was also the rczult of conson-
antal influense was proovd by Old Norse muations
before fronted » which teplaced older z, as in qq
from auzo ‘car’, Theabuv exampls wer Hustrativ of
asimilation, which sprang from desire to save space
in articulation, and sccure caz of tranzition. Thus
pn became pm, or else ma. Saving of time was cfect-
ed by dropping superfluous sounds, espec at the
end of words, as when sing-g, with distinct final g,
was reduced tosing. But cases of saving of effort wer
very rare or non-eXistent, The loss of trild point r,
or its replacement by trild uvular ghand v, as_in
Paris and Betlin, wer perhaps due 1o cconnmy of ¢f-
fort. Allordinary sounds of language wer about on a
par as to dificulty of production. If children lerut p
and m more cazily than & and ug it was not fon? a-
count of any intrinzic dificulty i the latter {sound?},
but becaunz theaction of the {ips was vizibland that
of back of tung hidn. ‘T'he chicf cauz of sound-change
apcard to be defectiv imitation, or the substitution of
aproximatly similar sounds, as_in (fru] for through.
Mr Sweetwould divide sounds into stabl and unstabl:
the former class containing the labials, separated
from all others by a distinct space; the latter class
containinyg the tung articulations, all of which inter-
changed and ran into cach other.  In adition to the
abuv organic changes, ther was_an jmpaortant and
numerous class duc to gramatical and lexical analo-
£y, and to confusion of meaning, as in sparowc-giass
for asparagus. Mr S. cited cases of co-existence of
nativ and forin sounds in the same dialect. The Ar-
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menian implosiis, or choke stops, in which clozing
and paizing the glottis suplicd the force ehekt in the
mouth, wer believd to hav been bortowd fiom some
non-Arian language of the Caveazus. The genial con-
cluzron diawn was that bestory of words, and thei
changes, cond not be studicd in literatur ¢ alone: all
ru investigatons into the fotms of language neust be
founded on scientfic fenctes, nour prezit univer-
citv svatem ther was net so wuch as a praence to
study foneties, and  the teachng of filalopy was
therefor deprived of any solid basis.

Sevral menthers objected tothe theory that scund-
changes wer rarelyif evar due 1o ccornomy of dfort,
Dr Furnivatl eited the alneviation o’ clo® fold clothes !
and Mr Brandicthinstanst asinnlation and the into-
duction of the nential vowlas cases of wealning,

Mr S, rephed that alneviation was saviug of time,
and asunilation saving of space, whereas o tiace
was found ot a tendency to climitate (aceptionally
dificult sounds. The stopis, such as ¢, wer oftnrelaxt

other hand, the convers change was just asconimon,

Mz J. Lecky said he had independendy arived at
the same theory—that sound-changes arseldom atri-
butabl 1o saving effort. A fronted m was not neces:
sarily harder than a simpl labial; the simultanecus
action of difrent parts of the mouth miht be casier
than their separat action; just as we find it easicr to
move all the fingers atonse in grasping thantomove
each finger sepratly in playing muvic.  Asimilation
vastly muluplied the numba of clementary sounds,
and therfor coud not be described as faclitating e
nunciation.  The ncuttal sunl was just as dificult as
anv other, for the Englishvaiety of it was rarely
lernt by a toriner; and ¢ven a nativ cend not, without
fonetic training, prunounce it izolated or accented.
The mtroduction of the neutial vonl was not due 1o
laziness, but to the dezire to subourdinate s syl-
labls o others, so as to weld the sound group into
unity, and make the fiaze rythmical, Insuch aword
as terratory, f areal o wer sounded, it woud sugest a
divizion into two septat woids, tcary and tory
Mr L. did noticgard untrilling » ascconomy, be cauz,
in the smooth consonant, ther was the now dificuity
of sustanng the pomt of the tung without suport of
the palat. This was a changed distribution of effort,
not a saving., Explanation of suund changes might
be found in the asertion of individuality.  Each niew
generation, fechny itsclf difrent from the preceding,
nnconsciously developt anew pronuuciation sufici-
ently distinct to be caiactetstic. Changesin pronun-
ciation wer thus analogous to changes in art or cos-
tume, which coud not, as a 1ule, be atributed to ccon-
omy of cither effort, space, or time.

' The above deservs caicful study for tworcasons:
(r1its mater, (2) its speling; it is the sampl from
Proccedings of Filologie Soc. promist on p. 142,
Sound-change, Sound-shifting, or what Germanscall
Lautverschicbung, denotes gradual change in pro-
nunciation. The survival of what was curent in
diferent stages of shifting largely acounts for variety
of pronunciation now preralent, sounds shifting
rapidly in some districts, sloly in others.  The criti-
cal reader wil remark gemal, seprat, difience, sevral
as two sylabls, vow-el as one, Extreine care has been
taken to copy the speling from the Preceedings with-
out change cven to what apear misprints.  In words




