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CORRESPONVDENCE.

1<NUDSEN'S ORTIIOGRAFV.

SIR,-T hav reccivd Mr. Knudsen's litl
Primer (%which yu notist four months ago),
witli bis request to send opinion of alfabet
and mode of osing it.

Points of Agrccinent : (i) I arn glad to find
A B C order folod in alfabet, P. 73. 1 see
no advantage bot evry disadvantagL- i0 de-
parting from, this urder in presenting an
amended or enlarged -alfabet. (2) 1 arn
pleascd to sec existing consonant digrafs ch,
sb, th, in their present values, without a
ligature, wvhich is neither necesary nom
sightly tho osed by some Amemicans. I
dan't find ng in alfabet, altho in the text-
perhaps air oversight. (3) Dli and zh av
adopted, tho for db the alternativ th (wvith
t crosst twvice) is osed. Ther ar many rea-
sons in favor of dh, as distinctnies, sogestiv-
nes, r:d case to printers, and so nîany objec-
tions on ail these grounds to other symbols,
that I wud soport exclosiv use of dh. This,
I fancy, is alrnost the universal vietv in
England. (4) Hie retains c, k, x, qo, for the
saine soond-a very large departore from
the prîncipi of one symbol for eacb sound,
to pmeserv dloser resemblance of ncwv to old
spelîng. I bav strongly contenided for this
importnt and valuabi principi. I arn not
fuly satisfied as to kecping x and qo. bot féei
that c and k rnust be kept. X and qu ar
used rarely compamed wvîth c and k. (5) I
entircly agrce with prononciation givn. [A
good amen that vasaI need flot be relkt on
rok of cis.Atlantic and trans-Atlantie dif.
crcnces in orthoepy.]

Points of Diference : (i) To promnote bar-
rnony, cud flot ci, eu, or, ou be osed as alter-
nativs for il IL, ai, eu. The elernents of ci
and ou especialy ar maters of controversy.
With consonants we don't analyze: ch is not
c and h, th is flot t and b ; but ar arbitrary
combinations. Wby flot do the saine with
VOWels ? (2) The use of o for vowel in flot,
which is thert ritfi -flot," is a delicat point.
In sborthand, vowve1 in flot is paird %vith that
in note-a necesity in shorthand, a fatal
mistake in fouetie print. H-as Mr. K. flot
been led astray by desire ta make vawels
pair ? (3) Insted of a', il, o', u', I prefer the
mark of length over a, i. o, o (tbus, 5.)
4. For vowel in moon, 0o is wil adapted.

It is more irnportnit that wve agree than
that the scberne shud be thcoreticaly per.
fect. Can we flot get dloser agreement ?
For this, ther mnust be giv and take on bath
sides
Liverpool, Eng. E. JONES.

IlTUBB BUTTER."

SIR,-Thc abl'vc apears in a groccr's shop
on Yong St. The educatcd laf; but why
not , 1tobb'" as %vel as Ilbon' "?

H-ow do yu distinguisli between coiflanid
cnd (\vhicli is chewd) ? Yu spel the former
cud. FHoiv betvecn stood, past participi, and
3111C!, a movabi shirt butn?
Troronto. M. L. Rous.

(Cud, cud ; stud, stud.-E.]

AIENDED SPLLIN\G &EETYiMOLOGY.

IThuV fvloing luis 1îiti by 11rof. Skocat, the atitlliocof tlio bobt Et3iIlolugic Dictiounry ti0W ini thu
iuarkcot, oua ii1niveorsa1y referd to and quoted. It
apears in the Christian IVoricl as ordinary corres-
poixdcncc.]

The osual favorit cry about our modern
speling being ,' etyxiological," is realy a de-
losion. No one who has tealy studid Tudor-
Englisb, Middlc-Englisb, Anglo-Saxon, and
Anglodzrench. maintains such a position
any longer. Those wvho wvish to defend our
preser.t systern of speling can do so logicaly
oit ose grozind ouil)', viz , that great incon-
venience xviI be causd by the change. This
is the sole question realy before us-Wil the
inconvenience be greaterthan the gain? And
the dicult'y realy resides in the fact that it
is im posibi to no the anser tii the change
has been universaly made. Most arguments
ar of litl service, becaus thcy ar founded
opon imaginary resuits wvbich may, or may
flot, be tru.

Whethcr we shal ever get a tru speling me-
form, is doutful. Il so, it wil corne £rom.
Amemica. For, if once acamplisht there, it
wvil flot be dificoit to adopt the resuits here.
However, my present object is memely to
sho that the argument froni etymology had
far beter be givo up. Those who use thîs
argument weakn their case by ignorant state-
niants, which crumbl wvhen handld. Many,
for exampi, ar ona-vame of the fact, that a
large number of wvords hav suferd Ilspeling
meformm" alredy. Thos the words abridge,
advice, advise, anneal, appeal, appear, czb-
pcasc, appraise, appri iticc, apprize, approacit.
(irrear, astray, assail, assay, as-ets, assize,
attain, avail, average, avoid, avonch, avow,
and a very large nom ber of similar wvords
ar speit precisely as they ar pronoonst, tho
the varius methocls of representing the
sounds to the eye ar clumnsy and confused ;
and they ar some of thern so far from pre.
senting an obvius etynîology that most peopl
wvud not no from. wvhat they ar derived witb-

othp.In assçds, for exampi. thec ts is the
foetcway of expresing the old French z ;
and soch spelings as abridge, anical, apprize,
&c., may be vety good English, but they air
also vcry bad French. Stil les do they sug-
est Latin, brcvis, niger, or prehcndce. My
advice to those wvho use the Iletymological"
argument is that they shud fimst lern fonolo.
gy and the history of language, that they
may at least hav some idea as ta wvhat they
ar talking about.

WALTER W. SI<EAT.


