rrial corner.)
Sir,—Ei wish yoo a very hapy and suc-
sesful yeer in advocasy ov dhe moest im-
portant reform ov dhe prezent day. Dhe
advantej ov dhis reform when acomplisht
iz only comparabl tu dhe rezults ov dhe
invenshon ov Printing. We see dhe
ADVANTEJ OV CONSISTENT ORTHOGRAFY

{dho far from theoreticaly perfect) in our |

litl insignificant cuntry ov Wales. A Lon-
don ZT'omes comishoner resently ecsprest
dhe graitest surpreiz at dhe number ov
books and newzpaiperz baut and red in
dhe vernacular in Wales. Everybody can
reed; and absens ov creim, jeneral inteli-
jens and atenshon tu relijon rezult.

Ei hav laitly incweird what English au-
thorz say az tu

WELSH ETTMOLOJY

and graiter nonsens woz never uterd, sho-
ing how wurthles much iz dhat pasez for
etimolojy. Dheriza Welsh wurd ‘eyttuno’
cleerly ‘cyd-uno’ = ‘con-union’= “agree-
ment. Yet Skeat, Etymologic Skeat, de-
veivz dhis wurd from Eng. “otton’ tu dhe
intens ameuzment ov every Welshman!
‘What confidens can we havin jujment or
opinion ov such men?

Ei feel litl interest in discushon ov

PARSHAL CORRECSHONZ

bei roolz in eny shaip. For teeching chil-
dren in scool dhay arov very litl help,and
every sp. reformer wil taik hiz oen corsin
reiting or printing in a diferent speling.

Ar we proveiding for, 1, Ded Romans or
dhe living? 2, English-speeking peepl or
foreners? 3, Iilologists or dhe masez? 4,
Eloceushonists or for ordinary speekerz?
3, Children lerning or Adults hoo hav aul-
redy lernt? Clecr and definit anserz tu
dheez and similar cwestionz shud be givn
befoer detailz can be discust widh profit.

How much preshus teim haz heenspent
discusing simbolz for w in but and put?
Dhe later ocurz not wunsin 100, Cud we
not leev such points tu stand over for fei-
nal desizhon til points on which all agree
ar adepted.  How strainj dhat in dhis, az
in udher materz, men wil insist moer npon
points ov diferens dhan agreement!
Liverpool, Eng. E. JoxEs.

TYRANT QUSTOM.

Reform, publisht at Norden, Prussia, is
a mouth-picce of Amended Sp. in Germany,
and organ of the Asociation there. It is
edited by Dr I'rikke, Wisbaden, whoin Dec.
issue, quotes the articl from St. Helens'
Lanfern begining “Eng. orthografy simply
disgraces civilization” in speling as found in
the Herald, 1t then translates it into Ger-
man, and ads:—

[Translation) “So across the ocean it is just as
on this side: Customn is a ruler whom nothing on

THE HERALD OF SPELING BY SOUND.
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orth aproaches in power. Dr K. Duden rote in
1876. *To make heintroduction of an)y reformdo-
‘pon ' on the great Public’s judgment means to
‘renounce italtogother. ThePublic, forced there-
‘by to renounce its use and wont, treatsevry ino-
‘vation with distrust. How cud it be otherwiso
¢ ith reform in orthog., which certnly reguires
‘moroinsight thancan be expected of the ublje.’
No one wui, e. g., roturn any satisfactory anserto
j *Why rite fir, fullen, with fzand vor, voll,
with v2° Yet men rite so, persist therein, finding
JSor fol, ‘untearabl.” Even if they pereeivt o per-
versnes of old speling and the advantage of new,
they fall bak, in most cases, coward-like bofore
Custom. So it is n Europ, nor otherwise in
Amerie .
“Yet Custom is not the only hindrance in bet-
ering old ‘mis-speling;’ about as hurtful 1s
STRIFE OF OPINION,
division of forces. Isanc Pitman for 40 yerrs has
 atempted freemmyg Enghsh of 1ts disyraceful or-
| thog., at:d with his system stands in high vepute;
{ but beside him in America and Eng. hayv sprung
{ up countles other reformers who go their own
way and thru wantof unity and agreement hamn-
per the hole inovement. Wer it posibl to make
orthog. so parfect that ovry thinking man must
asant to it, Americans before all others wud, b;
their peculiar yuthful vigor, funhamperd by ef-
ete customs and traditions) bring about ivs gen-
eral introduction in shortest time
“survey of such facts is not pleasing. yet servs
as a caution and
WARNING CALL TO AGREEMENT.
. In what orthog. shal we rite if Juzeus of systemns
thrust themselvs on Ws? S¢ Helens' Langern cant
! ask any to use a noew orthog. that does not vxist;
| or that one folo #4:s system today, s4at tonorro.
i Our Asocia'n wil further the good caus most ofec-
) tivly if it seeks to extond its circlmore and more
f and turns away frm all controversis on side isues.
| In our Transition Ort,ho(.'imfy evry frend of prog:
hout misgiving. It wi
conqer becaus it rests on a rational foundation.”

What is ment by
‘*THANSITION ORTHOGRA:Y™

| (in degree about equivalent to use of our

| Rules*} apears from this sumary of an articl

i in Jan, n’r heded *What We Wish.” After

i seting forth dificultis of Ger. speling, as 8
) waysof denoting vowel-length, where touse
jcertn leters and combinations, 5 ways of
j representing k-sound, which leav no cours
jopen to & lerner but to impres establisht
| speling of almost evry word mecanicaly on
| memory, and tuching on absurdity of mak-
ing evry child lern fwo ritn and fawo printed
(Gothic and Roman) alfabet.., the articl pro-
poses this remedy:— i
“« 1, One alfabet only, che Romnan. 2. No capi-
talgexcept begining sentencesand proper names.
3. No dubling consonants in snme sylebl; omision
of all signs for vowel-length, except in ‘close’ syl-
ablsthe makron—herdly needediuriting. 4.Sim-
pl signs for simpl sounds, viz . substitutes for ch,
seh. 5. Omit superfluus [or uselesj leters.
| “Transition Orthografy” omits the ma-.
kron except to avoid misunderstanding, and
uses digrafs ch, sch, final b, d, for reformd
p, t, silent h in sefien, ete.
| Wear glad to see that Reform takes as
standard “mesured,” that is, liturgie, pro-
'nuncia.tion of New High German, not dia-
lectic shades, not cursory, evryday, coloqui-
al uterance.




