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T Prixrs’s Lasexe.—What the
compositor asks (but at present canot ob-
tain) is, not that » and « be made alike,
but that each havits distinetiv shape; not
that ¢ be made similar to {, but that it be
crossty or els formd after the fashn much
in vog, namely, a stroke more or les slop-
ing, with loop in center on side farthest
from leter foloing it; and lastly, that ¢ be
doted, an omision which meets with great
favor among authors, tho very tantalizing
tothe compositor, since in bad manuscript
undoted ¢ may be taken for ¢, ¢, r, or even
e suposed to form part of what in reality
Ism. But it s wer doted and s crosst,
few complaints wud emanate from print-
ing offices, or, indeed, ever be herd, so
great an aid is due placing these leter-be-
longings in task of decifering.—Seientifie
American.  Why not use a type-riter, that
never forgets to dot ¢s, always crosses s,
and whose us never resembl its ws. Pho-
noyrafiec Maguzine,

1t is dificult to explain how we came
to spel as we do. The words see and se« ar
spelt diferently while pronounced alike;
reason: in cours of time we had changed
owr pronunciation. The proposed speling
reform wud be very good, tho T am not a
fanatic about it, becaus perfectly aware
of the enormus dificulty atending such a
change. A favorit argument in favor of
modern speling was that it is etymologic,
hut therara number of words by no means
otymologic. A large amount is fonetic.
It ot all to be fonetic as itonce was, Pro-
nunciation changes evry day, and it was
curius to notice that these changes begin
with the loer orders and work into pron.
of thuse who might be considerd eareful
speakers. At Cambridge now nobody says
‘What is the tim? but *What is the toim?
Ther wud be a tendency among the uper
clasesduring next fifty years to pronounce
so. The tendency of ritn langnageis to lag
hiehind spoken language, and when print-
ing arose in 15th cent. it had most extror-
dinary efect, hecause it induced the idea
of having fixt method of speling and let-
ing pronunciation shift foritself.” Most re-
markabl changes had been produced in
pronuneiation. They had taken place in .
time simply for convenience.~—Lrof. Sheat. |

-We use a, rather than ¢, for the “ob- |
seure vowel” chiefly hecause others use o, !
because alredy in the printer’s case, and |
because it can he casily joind to other let-
ers without lifting the pen.
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—The Norwich Bulletin, having receivd
a gift ol doughnuts, thanks the ‘doughnor.’

Exacrasit Diankcers.—How far, even in
small, educated and locomotiv Eng., wear
yet removed from uniformity of speech
may be lernd by very slight atention to
sounds herd in diferent distriets, each of
which has its own bur or brog, les markt
perhaps than in Higden’s and Caxton’s
time, but stil unmistakeabl.......Caxton
(Prolog to Ineydos) complains that “cow -
yn Englysshe that is spoken in one shyre
varyeth from a nother,” and goes on to ve-
late how when “certayn merchauntes. . ..
taryd atte forlond....and axed for mete
and specyally....axyd aftereggys....the
good wyf answerde that she coude speke
no frenshe....and thenne at last & nother
sayd that he wolde haue eyrven, then the
good wyf sayd that she vaderstod hym,*
—Eriis on Pronunciation, chap. I.

GENERAL [GNORANCE 0¥ SPEECH-S0UNDS
—Ourspeling must be the faithful picture
of our speaking. This has been ataind al-
most to perfection by such languages as
Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, German, Italian,
Spanish, Russian and others. It is with
an uncontrolabl feeling of sadnes and
shame that one turns to English speling,
the greatest monument of stupidity that
the history of language shows, The notion
that words ar not leters, but seunds, has
been forgotn to such an extent by English
speaking peopl; the confusion letween
the relations of sounds and their repres-
entativs in riting has been carid to such #
point, that itwud be ridiculus, wer it not
so harmful. We find poets who rime &y
with deauty, was and pass, known and won,
was and wlas! and other words which hav
nothing in comon except part of their sp.
This fact, apavently so unimportant, be-
trays the deepest ignorance of the nature
of language posibl to conceiv. ~F. Gan-
LANDY, Pit. D in Félosofy of Words,

—Ther isa dubl pronunciation, one cur-
sory and cologuial, the other regular and
solem. The cursory is always vague and
uncertn, being made diferent in diferent
mouths by negligence, unskilfulnes, or
afectation.  Solem pron. tho by no means
immutabl and permanent, is yetalways les
remote from orthog. and les liabl to ca-
pricius inovation. Most riters of gramar
hav generaly formd their tables acording
to cursory speech of those with whom they
hapud to convers, and concluding that the
hole nation combines to vitiate language
in one manuer, hav ofn establisht the Jo-
est jargon as model speech.—Dr Jouxson
in Grammar.

—Why ced in preceding, and ceed in pro-
ceeding ?




