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<Abstract>

Problems on spelling teaching
in "High School Grammar"

Wee, Ho-jeong

Concerning of spelling teaching "High School Grammar”
textbook have 5 problems.

First, concepts of 'writing' and 'language' are confused, units
of written langauge and units of oral language are confused, and
comcepts of standard language and spelling(or orthography) are
confused.

Sencond, pairs of phoneticism/ideographicism as written
principle and pairs of syllabic/linear principle are mixed.

Third, explanation of ‘phonologically but grammaticall’ in
<Hangul Machumbub> is insufficient.

Forth, grammatical knowlegde explanaton take no account of
spelling teaching.

Fifth, exotics spelling and punctuation marks are excluded.

Therefore textbook "High School Grammar" is not good for
spelling teaching.



