NEW

SPELING

CORESPONDENCE,

{We ar not responsibl for corespondents’ views.

subjects of genral interest only ar inserited. For

reply, enclose 3 cents postage, 5 ceuts to Europ.]
ALMOST PERFECTION,

SIr,—I consider yur system perfection
except b looks too much like a. Uze it
insted of 6 for awe and 0 or o for ‘long 0.’
U in wp has more afinity with a than u,
and shud hav been represented by & Uze
k solely for that sound, thus liberating ¢
for {and q for p. I see no need of new
leters, except perhaps p and d for th and
dh. Why dont yu uze p? All sounds in
the language can be represented by pres-
ent consonants and accented vowels
which evry printer has.

Selly Oak, Eng. E. A. PHIPSON,

[The vowel in noris related to awe. The
former, o, uterd with increast tension, o',
folod by a second haf with relaxation, o~ ,
compose 0, combining both—important.
U in up is derived mostly from » and o, of
both of which it is sugestiv. Even when
from o, as in come, o was an u-sound says
historic fonology. In Orthograty thisshud
be recognized, and v does the work beter
than anything els yet proposed. Murray
and Amer. Dialect Soc’y uze ¢in up from
Sanskrit and Oriental analogy; Ellis uzed
o as we do,and v for® o is beter adapted
to Occidental uzage. So, we uze o in Or-
thoepy and Fonetics: u wil be confined to
Orthografy. Orthoepy and Orthografy ar
not convertibl terms: considering them so
isa greatstumbling-blok for over 50 years.
Any set of signs may be uzed in the form-
er as long as symbols ar consistent w/th
themselvs: in Orthografy respect must be
paid to Aistoric use of signs, els we pre-
cipitate wildest confusion. Historicaly ¢
= k,q = Hebrew koph, or has been much
uzed in transliterating it or similar gutur-
al. Puting ¢ =(, q = p, is misuse of old
symbols. We uze p in Orthoepy. Itisan
open question whether or not it too shud
be restored ;—-a poor leter not haf as much
needed as 0, for which dh may be uzed as
alternativ if required.—EDITER.]

ANOTHER VIEW.

Sir,—I do not agree as to proper lines
of advance. I aprove lines of Me:tre Fon-
etik—adopting a complete alfabet, leaving
evry one to pronounce, therfore tospel,as
he pleases. Ther is no use of reform un-
les on some sound principl. The only true
principl is the fonetic; but in a fonetic
system ther cannot be uniformity of spel-
ing til ther is uniformity of speech. Ther
is nothing of the kind now even among ed-
ucated peopl. Yu pronounce fuir with a
long vowel similar to @ in act, to me un-
plesant. Yu make no difrence between a
in aboutand « in act, to me widely difrent.

That in about is to me the same as in up
except in stres. Compare London, undone,
fungus, succumb. Yu uze e in learn and
ell, and v in #p and world. In my pronun-
ciation the vowels in learn and world hav
same sound, difrent from both that in el
and up. Yu uze iu in purity, iU in duty
[after Murray.] To me they ar the same,
and, not i but, y. [Yes,coloquialy.] Yu
analyze long i into ai, and difthong ou into au.
With me the first element of long i in like, quite,
ice, and the fi st element in souih, house, couch,
is u (that is, 8] in up.

Ther may come in future a standard to which
we both shal bow. Now ther is not. The only
way to reach one is to provide an instrument by
which difrences may be exprest, namely, a fonet-
ic alfabet with distinct signs for all recognized
simpl sounds in use,leaving evryone free to pron-
ounce andspel as he pleases, the samesound rep-
resented by the same sign in evry case, whether
simpl or difthongal. It confuses to hav two signs
for one sound, as ¢ and k.

The vowels I think it necesary to distinguish,
whether we like their employment in any partic-
ular word or not, ar: English vowels in eel, ill,
ale, ell, err, ain ago, up, act, are, all, on, old, put,
rule; English consonants: w, p, b, m, f, v, th in
thin. th in then, t, d, n, 1, red, err, s, z, show, mea-
sure, k, g, sing,h, ye. If we wish to ad enuf signs
for Scotch, German and French besides, we wil
require: vowels, leur, ¢ux, mann, homme, une,
guid; consonants, w in zwei, ich, ach, g in tage;
and French nasals in fin, un, on, en. Ther may
be aded signs for length and accent, (:) for the for-
mer, and (') as in Paleeotype for the latter.

In a word, eforts of reformers shud be to per-
fect an alfabet and nothing els. With consensus
of opinion on these, the rest wud folo, and pron-
unciation may,as it must, be left to itself. Mean-
time, the uniformnity in riting secured by the old
speling shud not be sacrificed.

The steps necesary ar: first, to determin sounds
that must be represented; then, to decide which
of these ar to be represented by which old leters;
last, what new signs ar to be adopted.

Montreal. ARCH, McGoUN, JUN'R.

[We leav it to our readers with an explanation:
Pro tem., we folo Webster’s International as to
fair, care, etc. Before a vowel, i becomes y, (and
u, w) in coloquial as a rule, as in celestial, Daniel,
opinion. Thisis true of French (as in dernier)
and most other tungs ritn in Roman caracters.
We conserv a good and a widely establisht rule.
For learn, up world, we say lorn, ep, werld, just
as Mr M. does. We sink our own pronunciation
and preferences (the personal equation) for ‘lern,
up, wurld,'—good eclectic Orthografy. Theory
(or Fonetics)and Practice (an Orthografy for pop-
ular use) shud not be confounded. In Theory, we
shal uze a larger alfabet than Mr M. wud. But
(in words of S. R, A. buletin, publisht in HERALD,
vol. i, page 136) *“No language has ever had, or is
likely to hav, a perfect alfabet: and in changing
and amending the mode of riting a language al-
redy long ritn, regard must necesarily be had to
what is practicaly posibl quiteas muchastowhat
is inherently desirabl.” DrMax Mueller On Spel-
ling, publisht 21 yearsago, went over allthis with
a master's hand. We respect and tolo (so far as
they agree) him and both Sp. Ref'm Aso'nssince.
Wheatly, 30 years ago, (Trans. Phil’c Society, 1867)
said: “The Fonetic party defeat their own object
by demanding too much. Their treatment of
English is so ruf that they hav found no genral
favor. It wud be suficient to change wordsin
which corect pronunciation is manifestly difrent
from speling, but they wud go farther than this
and change evry word"” Our corespondent is a
fonetician first; but not only, we hope. Fonetics,
acoustics and filology contribute to orthografy;
just as sfer ¢ trigonometrv, calculus and astron-
omy contribute to navigation.—EDITER.]



