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1) By
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Pogtaoriptumr On reglancing at your letter I notice seversl more polntas cutstending.
{4) You say that the distinction of neutralisation and syneretism st the end of the
rpote for Arch. [dng. is unclear. Would you regerd the nom.=scc. synoretism in Latin
a5 @ sort of neutralisstion, with Hjelmelev, sithough sgreeing that it is mot an af=-
fair of the content? One certainly eould, :hrﬁnﬁ hns e ke brw
ek Er e s ARTHEXAS,. Bubt T think that this might have sonmeguences that you would be
unable to serepb.

Piretly we have not here to do with an opposition of merked end unmerked {tha
contant of the nominative 18 upually unmarked, but then, as you egree, thers is ne
nentralisation in the conten

Secondly, the eculvalent of these syncratlsms of Pormstive in the content are
the ayncretisms of what I called "role of phonemes”, How the fnstances I gave 1In

& Acta may indeed be recarded as neutralisations, aince they sre motivated [1ile
the use of rlural for dusl in the Oresk firat parason) by sn of maition of marked
to unmarked. On the other hend the syneretism of nom. and ascs 1a not ac motiveted,
@n shown by the fant that 1t is the sxpressfon of the marked term {=um neuwt= aco.
mage.) which dominates in the position of aynoretiam. It ressmhlss rather the ayn=
ctretiam of roles nx betwesn e/s in sltzen/aema; 1.e. tha fact thet nom. and aco.
hawe the =eme expressfon 1a mot mobivated by their semantic ralation sny more then
ﬁha fant that & and A have the same rols (an part of the expresrion of the content

B1t"] 1a motiWated their phonemde reletion. And you rou.ﬂ cebtuinly not wish to
asy the oprosition &/8 im neutralised in thias morphological type. We have to do with
@ mere aynoretism in either case (not of eourse In the Hjelmsievisn meaning used in
the Acta, which 1s s form of mneutralisstion).

&' I masf the partial or totsl expreseicn of s content. It 1a no more illog=
Ical to may thet za partielly expresses the sontant "ait”, then 1t is to apy that |
::;tnga-;nm;ne isdmr:ﬂ:;dthi.:lunt“t of = thu};’; one cannot loonlise the |
of s,4, nrianal &n ity more than th axprassion of ne=s a5 Oop=
Posed to mumber. One eculd indesd simply quhqtnut..#{mn“ntw?or "rola”, th 1t |
sounds much odder to say that s rhoneme hes s content than 1t does to sy tha |
oase has an expression, (But no doubt merely becsuse the content-unit ususlly has
an fsoleble expression).

Thia parsllelism wes not noted by Hielmelevw, indeed 4% was not locked for. Lin-
cutate stdll tend to look for auperficially similer facts on the two planes cather
than oonverss fanta. They are rether 1ike childran learning geography, whe have
underatood that an fslanc in marine structure snawers &0 @ lake 1n land-atrueture,
?ﬂt #ti1l think of the surfare of the 1slend s= answerine to the surfses of tha

akp. IFf ssled what corresponda to » mountsin on leand, they will may there 1= no-
thing similar 1n tha sea, or perhens think of a big wave as the nearast thingl And
:h‘ﬂm when they heave srusped thet the bottom of the ses snawers to the surface of

e land, they may still think of the ennvex rether than nomcave forms at the ssa-
bottom as the eguivalent nof mountain-sides. Hislmalaw (1ike otheras, eapsainlly
f:.u&'g:” "ﬁ &am:n mh"ﬂr’f for }:_h- 1etter s.z«Bally and Frai) is 1ike @ chiid

oking Tor the marine sjuivalent of the mountain, and when he seea a »

e :t ;ut thet he hes found 1%} i S gy

em looking forward to your article on the relatinnal definition of phon=
;:'".f-'-ﬂ"-’ you mesn by this the funetionel definition, like Hjelmalev's of the ‘3.,..1,
dum- to me now thet the phonemes should be defined by overt rather Ehan pattern-
i mkions (the overt ralstions, of courss, to be funstionally defined). For instunce
he dsfinition of vowel and comsonant sholld prove easy onee one has & definition

of prominence. { The same 1s trus of the sementle units, sonsidered qulte spsrt from

thelr exprescionsl £ ™, £t i
the domein of Phﬂmuiml;:: la .'I'.ruﬁ\l on;nf"hmtin:;n:: "':t.?:;ﬂ p:or:u.m{ “},"’2““’,‘
the other hand, in the domsin a‘# e Anua-faced s a, 1t 1s 0151 'ﬁl’m tern-
;;:;:i:m which anply, since the overt relations conbradict ssch ._Im an tha two
{Kurylowioz® somparisons of sign with rhoneme sre of course quite 11]ecitimnte;
I heve often been guilbzﬂwf the same mistake mysslf (atill in the Acta, even while
pﬂtutﬁ.l,gllglimt 1t) but 4k in essier to mee the mistake when 1t 1s made by

| | other scholars This is the funotlon of the vast and otherwise walueless Litsratur
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+ on our subjeat: it gives an unflattering image of our own imbacilitiesl)
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