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A Plea for Conformity and Some Amendments to Relchard

Clarence Sloat, University of Oregon

This paper has two principal aims. The first of thess
ig to suggesh a standard orthography of familiar symbols for
Coeur d' Alene. The second 1s to make availeble information
Wﬁiﬁh I think will meke Gladys Reichard's published materials
on Ceoeur 4' Alene commensurate with modern practice and mere
securate. The information here presented developed out of a
copsideration of Reichard’'s work in relation to the results
of my own field work with snd analysis of Coeur 4f Alene un-
‘é%rtakan in the pericd 1964-~1066 (for detalls see Sloat
1966, preface).

I should point out that I am only too aware of the
nrar futility of suggesting standard practice in transcribing
e language, bub I believe that an alphabet of symbols which
gre familiar and immediately suggestive of the phonetic materi-
al they classify is preferable to an alphabet of unfamiliarx
syrbols or of familiar synbols with unusual values.

It sesms that almost everyone who works with Reichard's

¥

Salishan material revises her ¥ranscription of it. GSee, for
example, Reichard 1958, (edited by Florence M. Voegelin), D
293%: footnote to the title: Swaéesh 1982, p. 2%73 or Vogﬁ
1940, pp. 13, 16-19. Particularly likely to be changed

ie her repndering of the shibilants and affricates. However,

the retranscriptions presented in the works Jjust cited are



in some ways as uwnior
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ard effricates, Swedesh's substitution of the rather uncomason

. 3*for Reichard’s mere familiar g, 3% was not a Lr@' itable
i the other hand his replacement of pb 2 with RY [Rl9“??“xf

®¥ is an iaprovsusnt. 7The lstter symbole sre essier %o type 4v
£ ~
~gagler to set, than the former. A4lse ¥

v of a cscumiasl than of a sound

The retranseription suggested in Vogt 1940, p. 13«19
is also unfortupate in places. Vogt, like Swadesh, chooses
te replace the familiar x, ¥ with rather uncommon symbols, in
thig case x and Y. Io &Zl g@curreaa@s of glottalizetion VYogt
has zubsitituted the subscribed of superscribed pericd for the
superscribed commas ¥ for ¥, g for §. I doa't think the change
wag hensficlal. Further, gagg?s re Z munended change from R, é@

gg g@ gﬁ should be rejested in faveor of the practice
-

2, (Ses Sloat, 1866, pp. 40-6 for a discussion

b

of the pheonetic inappropriateness of Yogt's suggestion.) On
the c¢redit side in Vogt's retranscripition is his substitution
of &, 8§ for g, ¢ respectively, and his elimination of the
"acho=vrowela."” ,

The retranscription of conscnants which I recommend foxr
Coeur 4° Alene, and which I will use in the discussion which
follows, is completely compatible with the usege of Swadesh
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1949 apd Sloat 1966. For Reichard’s .8, 2.5, t.c, t.c, 58,
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=i g 4 § e 8, A
@2 § & & ) & 4 oy ot @ = w6
S T B w0 at @ et oy oW & @
A~ 0 s g X % S & B @ 0 4
ST ] GG B e @ g e e [« T = B o eed pd @
b & P B B LUl ®MOD et W 8 B e
K & S T - SR B S A o W o B g
§ o 0 O < @ ] oy (6 AT+ T B
o2 49 < Py b o~ i) £ 9 38 =3
3 o () [ 0] Lk & w W e, e [
< A foe] ged el ] )] cH £ st 43 @ B el
ay 43 o T * TR~ B | < 2 S s T - SR = B«
& o @ o O 4 3 we o - C 45 & £
ST A 8 S & S Ui S B ks e +3 .
b 3 4 W o =i ) S e} o2 &3 o
54 O e Py B by @ @ 3 £ ord & e%
@ 59 4 nw P @ e = [~ Gt o 5] < o
EER e B S R IS @ = oy 0 @ @ @ 4 2] R
@ @ K # Ly 42w > © g o 4 N iy
ol 4y 4 ] R TR < M B D D S
N 3 2 P I D o B Lo SR ¢ S R - ® g H
e & e @ o] [ S @
B e e g AN 4 [ I <8 @ o7 43 [ RS T
= = g I B - R« B R &S 08 %
el 1 S ) @ 9 © o o o0 W R e
35 3 w3 @ e ps R & b e [ S = I o
23 v wh o Y o 43 epd & B [ 43 ST
) - @ L~ B T~ e T =TI O
b L = I I e o Ly W By ) oo
i ot G E gng [ 4 gy i) ord L €3
4] bt n WO w& 4.2 @ i wWooowm e}
£ o] i EN D e & I o s @ 8
i3 o o @0 & B 2 £ b
5 ve ey e} v} > wd gl 4 oy
o} 43 Wy ® 0 ) G B &
i ] e D ow [ 0w
e o @ £ . o, 5 Es.
& wf A @ e ™ U 8 e &
- i £ @ £ @ OQ
L e 3 o ~- o P B
2 EE; S 2 e I @ o &
o 8] & e (5] @ o5 £ e I
@ “% op ] fed g [v] o
e @ 3 ) e A ] a ) \,
s 42 L fid ol 32 s i i3] 4 o L3
o .| fis] o w4 P e & (5] o) o I =
35 [y = R = ® &&= Bo® 3 5
ST Y o & 0 2 ew 42 (S B
™ e = ko) ] ST 4 Ty a0 B fr ord L &4 e}
M faf @ B H £ 42 § ey 5 20 W
- O 1 B ISR [ T S = SG R 5N 42w g
o R ST =R AN < N S B X O ) e & &
v W ® W i ) [3 £y o e} Y R B < B &
[ o T Gt s > " @ @ K]
P & » @ & o T o B w : &
g I R < S R o o =1 ) (»] & & =]
et e > o &) 42 Hows O @ )
= =i o &3 2 o ed @« = s
ST (18 PR = (L QW ) o
S LI R oo B @ Y o M
il e o o IS R S S AN - wd A =
234 P I B S R R B @ berd AY O TD

3

P
%

a rul

18 as

it
4id noet coceur in

Iy
sed only in

13
o 3
it

fra

11

n
1 does ocour str

When [1] occurs

¥oono

‘;.r <

a matter

SelX

&

vironmnent .

paren’

"ﬁ‘\i’)
.
48



data fop
e supnerfluouns
RSN S R w;&i._é LLEPEA ;*ﬂ

o

s 0f the vowsl

she=vowelia.

Thus, a2ll

er Hrangcerip

is 2 sulitebls substitube for

ality

3 in wmy

o s roa .
SOTK o it is suggest of the usual

guestion. Ip the chart

D d e E o
Reichard®s publisbed Coour

. S
ROTEe QCCUDa8ve.

2

elevant work is appended to this papsr.

!«-J

1. /if does net cccur unstressed except under the ¢

ditions detailed sbove. Hetranscribe Reichard®s unstressed



6.

/47, but not /ii/g as /v/o For the srestment of /ii/ Bes
#& balow. _ |

2. Retrsnscribe Reichard's /y/ aa /%? when stressed and
a8 /u/ when unstressed. This will give the correct results
where Heichard has not actuelly erred in recording. In the
sase that she has, no generalization will suffice to put things
aright.

%2. Reichard has underdiffersantiasted in the case of
fele [el. The facts can be recovered by okserving the fol-
lowiags

a. Je&/ does not cceur siresged in suffixes. Neaply

&g “&W exhaustive lists of éuffixes,&re given in Reichard 1933,

wW/N%@ 88 432“5899'?pa 601=-%30. These lista do uot, however,
w £
include the pronominal endingsy fer which, see g8 275«

369, pp. 57%=88. Retranscribe /&/ as /&/ in suffixes.
b. /e/ does not occur stressed in sny kind
of morphemes if i% is followed in the same wozdl by one

of the faucallzing consonants. The faucalizing consone

ants comprise the sounds listed in the following classes
in the chart in Reichard 1933, 8§ 47, p. 5313
i. velar
ii. wvelar-labialized
$1i. ¢trills (all three subclasses)
Before such consonents in the same word write /&/ for

Reichard's /&/.



5.
4., fu/ dows not occur before a faucalizing con-

zonent in the same word. Replace Reichard's Sfu/ with

79/ in sueh cases. Tseke this step after having com-

pleted #2 above in ordsr Vo chenge all the affected

% HReichard has cguite uniformly misrepresented the
inceptive morpheae of certainm roots. She writes /na’as/
for 'it bvecame wet'y ¢f. /nas/ ‘it is wet'. The correct
fore is /n&%s/. Analogously she has writtenm /1u’up/.

The repeated vowel should Be omitted from all such forms:
see Reichard 1933, § €06, p. 637.

| 6. Write all occurdnees of ¥’ and ¥?' as ¥ and ¥?
vempectively. ‘Sa@ the remarks and references above
concerning the echo=vowels.

7. Replace # with Y. Contrary to Reichard (1933,
& €l, p. 533), there is slways a glottal stop in thisas
position. '

6. Only the lasbiesllzed comscomants occur contiguous
with a rounded voweli. Thus where Reichard writes Ru,
ki, gus uk, ete. ﬁab@ti@éﬁ@ Ba, ¥o, du, uk¥ etc. Ses

Reichard, 1933, § 5%, p. 532,
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