
TUE PRONUXCIATION *0-F LATIN.

Ciesar and the politician, buit that or nliany a pionerl philo-
logist: " ie evii titat ineui (Io lives after thein, te god( is oft
interre1 With thieir blles.",

It wvas an eitiusiasin hotu1 of lofty shlruitinit led a
Corsseni, a loby, and a Seeliiiauni to enter vigorouisly on th
atteînpt to resuiscitate the .souis of the ancient Latin, tL
breatlhe, as it were(, the i)reatll of ie bgi it h edlte
forins of the past, and Vo iinderstaiid noV ouiy wliat a Cicro
spokze to bis h.dlowV-coluiltryl le] , %vhiat a CaltlIls 'vhispcred Vo
bis beloved, but also how they uttered the words with their
1i1)s. Sucb taoni 1have Sllowîîl to uis, nroethiat thîey wvere
wvorking ini the intorests of science: that inuchel ini the ancient
languiages eaul ozdly lie Correctly iliterl)rete(l aîîd plritelbY
thle kniowledgre wv1ie1 thecir ownl labors hiave brought Vo ligb t.

The resits of thecir researches bave beeit sinlniarize1 iii the
so-called «" Latin 'Methîod " of pronunilciation, whicbi abuls Vo give
approxiiînatoîy the saine sounds to the letters as wvere hueard froîui
ediueated speakers lu the Augustan 1)eriod. 'ie Nvord " alî1noxi-
rnately " ilay bce tholiglit 11îtiortunato iii this Colinteetieni, ami.
leaves roomnl for- douibt as Vo thIe degree of approximation. Many
Point Vo the coîîfitiiîn Opinions ofsblrwbose vast researebI es
in te field1 of phti1o1ogvdîrn the last quarter of a Ceeîtury
bave beeit siiply ;nigas proof that îuiany of* its features
are %vliol1y uîîcertain. But Vhis arises froin a iinistaken idea as
to the nature of the discussion. The Vhoronghness of Cerntaln
researchi is proverbial. 'Must hecated and angry discussions have
arisenl on îînesnil,-în ;,whîidh ite averago~ sclholar
îîee. itever Consider, ai abstruse prollîîs, wviîose deision xviii
nleyer affect uis)-while vir-tual agirCelîueît existed hetween Mite

oppon'n's the specialist secs and fouis plainly what Vo ait<ther
is flot perceptib>le.

M1ost sehiolars, wbo hatve given the sui>ject~ of Latini pronun-
ciation Vheir close attention, zigree oAl Ul e nt points. By
comparing seelinannl's woriz,-Alussprati e <lesLtin-it
the sebleine Iatelv issuled hy the balhrde

it Nvi11 1)0 foundl Lthat tliey entircly arCe So thtat onoe înighit
readîly bo taken for an opitoine of tite otiier; wlîilc that of Roby
differs frmi titese s thita te pnolnuîîeiatiuut of ;iiv two pensonts
ini titis audience iii their utteranico of Vte Etîlglisi languiage.

Te scope of Vte present paper precludes iny fulil discussion
of te separate Souinds of te Latin alphabet. Buit wu intay i.e
1)ermittcd il bi)ef consideration of it contsonantt or raletter
witose somid lias l)rovoie(l more (lisClisSion thaît aîîy otiter.
Withi Scelnaini and wit.h lRoby w-e gýive te Enirlishl IV sound,1l tir


