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one would suppose, in » practical business-like manner. He tells us 
that the spelling of the Italian language is the most perfect in Europe, 
being almost strictly phonetic. After carefully examining the amount 
of time devoted to reading and spelling in Italian and also in English 
schools he cornea to the astonishing result that 1375 hours more are 
devoted to these subjects in the school year in the English school than 
in the Italian I No wonder Mr. Gladstone belches forth analheu-.m upon 
a system of spelling which thus wastes the time and youth of our people, 
if his calculations were correct and thorough, but they are not, they "are 
erroneous because very superficial, and as I say may be taken as a speci
men brick of all like argumenta of our opponents,

I need scarcely remind you, Mr. President, that there are two me
thods of teaching, with a text-book and orally. Now, if a child com
mit to memory a rule of arithmetic from a text-book he is actually study
ing reading and spelling rather than arithmetic j if he learn facts of his
tory and geography from a text-book, he is having equally good practice 
in reading and spelling. Now, in English schools we know that these 
subjects are, as a rule, taught to a great extent orally, while I am in
clined to believe that the system adopted In Italy is the opposite, but 
whether this be true or not, Mr. Gladstone's 1376 hours extra time is 
utterly valueless as an argument in favour of phonetic spelling until he 
proves to ns that these two systems of teaching are not resp ctively in 
vogue in the two countries to which 1 have referred.

But the utter absurdity of these calculations may be well exposed in an
other way. It is a notorious fact that a century ago only a very small 
percentage of Italians could read and write, but of those who could, prob
ably eighty or ninety per cent, could understand their own great poets and 
philosophers. Now every one learns to read, at least, but of tnoee who 
can pass a very tolerable standard not one per cent, can make head or tail 
of Dante. Now what does this prove ? Simply this, that Italians are 
taught to read and spell a vocabulary which will prepare them to read their 
newspapers and write business letters. But what is the aim of an English 
school 7 To teach the entire vocabulary of the language ; consult our spell
ing books, bristling with words that a fairly well-educated man does not 
employ a dozen timee a year ; look through our reading books, supposed to 
lie adapted for boys of ten yean of age, and you have extracts from 
“ Disraeli's speech on the death of Wellington “ The scene in the tower, 
from King John," and “ Dr. Dawson's Creation of the Earth," and yet the 
time necessary to acquire this vocabulary is compared with that necessary 
for the former. The quantity of the words, not the method of sp- lling, is 
what consumes the time and produces unsatisfactory results'; and here let 
me say, that it appears to me, we might well take a leaf out of the Italian 
book. I think it an entire waste of energy and a positive cruelty to s]>end 
the time of the children of the working classes, those who go to school to 
learn to read and write and nothing more, in either reading or selling 
words which they will never have occasion to use. We teach children mul
tiplication but not cube root, and act reasonably, but becaue they ought 
to be able to spell Joy must they of necessity spell invtoplaim ?

Now, Mr. President, I have endeavour*d to show that our opponents 
are able to prove, neither by abstract reasoning, nor yet by comparison 
with other countries, that our system of spelling Is such a burden upon the 
education of the people as they regard it. One other method of proof is 
resorted to, ingenious but equally fallacious. It is said children of our 
own country have actually been taught to read and spell by the phonetic sys
tem, and they have learned in a much shorter period of time ; with regard 
to the latter accomplishment they would probably be regarded as far ahead

this to be a disadvantage, but our opponents ask us to extend 
to the written language as well, to spell, as well as pronounce 
In spoken 'anguage this may lead to error ; In written language, from 
the very nature af things, it would ; and so great would the inconvenience 
and annoyance become, that necessity would over-ride phonetic rules and 
interpose signs to catch the eye and distinguish the word.

Again, It is contended that phonetic spelling would indicate pronunci
ation and reduce dialects. Now, I contend that, for the great mass of the 
people, it would not indicate pronunciation, neither would it reduce dia
lects ; it would perpetuate them. Spoken language is decidedly dictatorial 
and very tenacious. We h*ve no authority of final resort for pronuncia
tion in English ; the spirit of the |ieople will not brook each a thing; with 
a phonetic alphabet, and true to phonetic principles, the people would 
make the written word correspond with their idea of the spoken, as it is our 
written words are a standing protest against such mutilation ; sweep away 
our etymological spelling and our wri ten language will become a oonfused 
jargon. Italy has a phonetic alphabet, but she has also a number of very 
distinct dialects And in our case, Mr. President, imagine us furnished 
with a phonetic alphabet, used under phonetic rules, and I ask you how 
much similarity would there be among the same words written by the in
habitants of the different sections of the British Isles themselves and of the 
Colonies? In this connection also, I wish to point you to the fallacy of the 
argument that people would not require to learn to spell, say after the two 
first years of school life. The argument, of course, is, if our words were 
spelled by fixed rule and not with arbitrary letters, people would naturally 
spell correctly. Now, If this be true, how comes it that incorrect spellings 
are not all alike? I have myself seen a word of four letteis incorrectly 
spelled In three different ways by the same individual. The system is in
vented as a boon for uneducated and partially educated people. Dr. 
Trench gives us a forcible example of people spelling by sound, and hence 
an idea of what may be expected when the system advocated by our op- 
ponents is Introduced. He says “the poet master of the town of Woburn 
has noted 244 different methods of spelliug that name among th*- unedu
cated class, for whose benefit this system is mainly composed.

There is still another objection to the system, so important and so far- 
reaching, that it is no wonder our opponents have always summoned their 
biggest guns to this point of attack. I refer to the irreparable loss which 
phonetic spelling Implies in the etymology of our language. At first those 
who favoured phonetic spelling were dumb in reply to tbis objection, but 
through time they have gath-red together a number of specious arguments, 
which have become worth; of notice only because some noted philologist» 
and highly educated men have taken them under their special care. Our 
charge is, that this system will obliterate everythin» that visibly connects 
our language with the past, and will make it a dead, mechanical contriv- 
ance, instead of what it is, a living and wonderfully beautiful out-growth of 
the thought and progress and dignity of the race. The leader of the 
affirmative has given us a long array of scholarly names who deny this 
statement. I cannot dissect at any length the answers made to this 
charge by these noted men, but will content myself with limply shewing 
that when carefully examined they should have little weight in the discus
sion. The noted philologist, Prof. Müller, whose opinions usually are en
titled to close attention, makes reply to our charge by propounding this 
question-“If aman know the origin of a Word is he any lees likely to re
cognise it in a phonetic dress? ' and the answer is, unmistakably, no. But 
this is evading the question. If a man do not know the origin of a word 
will he ever be likely to find it in a phonetic dress ? The learned man nan! 
the ignorant man will never try, but there are thousands of fairly well- 
educated men and women to whomlsuch knowledge would be a store house 
Inspiring thought, and opening up vistas of beauty undreamed of, wb .» 
knowledge Is too limited to surmount the difficulty, and y-t too extensive 
to rest satisfied wanting its solution.

In reply to the argument that the proposed system would substitute a 
healthy mental training for a vicious one, I cannot do better than remind 
you of the fact that thousands of English men and women have surmounted 
the difficulties of the language, and are not, as we can see, any the worse 
for it either mentally or morally. The learned leader of the affirmative is 
an eloquent survival, fur the occasion, the fittest ! and my friend who will 
follow me on the affirmative will unconsciously give emphasis to my posi
tion. As regards their morality I am equally certain on that point, unless, 
indeed, they claim that the system has engendered that ingratitude which 
they display in attacking the beneficent.mother of their purest and most 
cherished enjoyments.

I am painfully aware, Mr. President, how Imp fectly I have pleaded a 
good cause. From the course pursued by my friend who opened the dis
cussion I have been obliged to anticipate argument, but I have endeavoured 
at the same time to reply to his position. In conclusion I wish to remind 
you that our opponents are bound to shew, first of all, good cause for doing 
away with the old ; secondly, equally strong reasons for introducing the 
new, these reasons built upon natural conclusions arising out of a descrip
tion of it ; and after they have done all this they are bound to say how 
much of a gap they will allow between the spoken and written word in 
other words, how often they will introduce changes into written words to 
have them keep pace with the spoken, which are constantly changing a- d 
varying. If they will take a suggestion from the adverse camp, I should 
advise them to Institute at once a Board of Inventors and take up the old 
and set down the new before a knowledge-thirsty and grateful people at 
each decennial census I 
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said “ he had brains, but, unfortunately, could not spell !" But in answer 
to this argument I would sav, what guarantee have I that you are not 
comparing the work of exceedingly good teachers and exceptionally bright 
children with that of careless teachers and ordinary children ; but even 
granted that the children and teachers were of equal ability, this much re
mains to be said, that the teacher of the phonetic system has entered upon 
his work with the zeal and ardor of an earnest believer, and has, therefore, 
the immense advantage that such a condition gives him.

It only remains to be said in this connection, Mr. President, that if the 
charge against the present system of waste of time has been shewn to be 
false, the charge of waste of money falls to the ground, for It Is, In fact, 
only the measure of the former. When our opponents are so fortunate as' 
to procure actual calamities brought about by the old system, argument 
fails and defence to useless. The leader of the affimative has wittily, and I 
must say to my mind unfeelingly, jharged our present system of spelling 
with killing a Frenchman and maligning a cow. I offer my sympathy to 
the bereaved family who, in their youthful gambols were, with one fell 
swoop, deprived of a fond father and their matin bowl of milk !

My second task, Mr. Chairman, to to endeavour to show why I consider 
the proposed method would be not only not an improvement but a positive 
Injury to the language. In order to do this I shall make some comparisons, 
difficult as it to to compare the seen with the unseen, the known with the 
unknown, and, in deference to the opinions of our opponents, I shall try to 
free myself of the knowledge that this new si stem has but a name, and 
forget, for the time being, that even the eloquent speech of the learned 
leader of the affirmative was powerless to call it out of the ghostly regions 
of crude thought, and give it a habitation and a form.

First of all, then, Mr. President, I claim that we can make no compari
son between this new proposed system of spelling and the old as regards the 
coet of printing or writing, seeing that scarcely any two of those who ad
vocate the new have ever yet been able to agree, either upon the number 
or character of their orthographic signs. The truly logical phonetic speller 
will not be satisfied until he has a visible sign for each and every sound of 
the human voice ; the would-be practical man declares his brother reformer 
Is refining too much, and he washes his hands of all responsibility in the 
matter I The leader of the affirmative has not very carefully defined his 
position in this respect. I do not wish to press him to raise up “ foes of 
his own household." I fully appreciate hie difficulties; but in the mean
time he must be content to leave any argument founded on the coet of 
printing in abeyance, at least, for the present.

My second objection Is, we have in English a la 
very different meaning, yet all pronounced alike
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Will you, for an apparent and imaginary gain, destroy and obliterate 
this Inexhaustible treasure-house of word-lore?

Will you, for an utilitarian and gross demand, wipe out the sentiment 
and poetry wrapped up In our words, and thus transmitted to us in our 
language by the noblest of our race.

Will you barter those numl>erleee guides which our language supplies 
ue, to the ancient custom, the beliefs of long past centuries, the conquests 
of heroes, and the creeds of all, for a soulless form luitcd to a spiritless 
people.
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