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dubl consonants. Except in a few compounds
like book-case, dubl cousonants never ocur in
pronunciation; yet in our speling they swarm
like locusts in Egypt: for they ‘cover the face of
the hole erth, so that the land is darknd, very
grievos ar they; before them ther wer no such lo-
custs as they, neither after them shal be such.”

Scott then gave long word-lists in para-
lel colums, showing that in these words
where dubl consonants ar found now but
singl ones ocur in Anglosaxon. He was
then instructer in Anglosaxon in Colum-
bia college. He goes on to say:—

“These words, as a rule, continued to be spelt
with a singl consonant until the seviteenth
century, when the dubl consonant, never sound-
ed dubl, began to prevail-—to preserv the short
sound’ of she preceding vowel; a wholly unneces-
ary device; ther ar thousands of words in which
the ‘short sound’ of a vowel, accented or not, is
preservd before a singl consonant. Such words,
if monosylabls, ar chiefly Anglosaxon; if poly-
sylabls, chiefly Latin :IFrench), or Greek.”

Where we now hav dubl consonants Old
French, Midl English, and uzualy their
Modern French equivalents, ar shown to
hav singl ones; and again

“In many of these words dubling is due to con-
formation with Latin; but such conformation is
indefensibl on both fonetic and historic grounds;
on fonetic gronnds, becaus the sound is singl; on
historic grounds, becaus the dubl consonant fals-
ly implies direct derivation from Latin.

“If it wer posibl for an advocat of ‘historic’ or
‘etymologic’ speling to cherish that plausibl no-
tion after a week’s real study of etyimology, he
wud hav to irsist on return to ‘historic’ speling
of the words mentiond, and w :d so far, tho he
had vowd neither to offer burnt offering nor sac-
rifice to other gods than ‘Etymology’, be forced

to bow himself down in the hous of the Rimunmion
of Fonetices.”

Scott reaches the sweepiug conclusion:

‘‘dubl consonants ar at once needles. wastetul
and misleading. Whenever yu see a dul)l con-
sonant raise its hed, hit it. Ten to one yua wil
lay an imposter low.”

Adopting this sweeping rule of omision
for some years, we soon found that dub-
ling I, m, n, rand s Wwas necesary in some
classes of words (sec HeRrALD, vol. i, page
169) as dllegal, immortal, UNRNECESSAVY, Lric-
deemable, dissimilar, tho the sylabl in con-
sideration had but medium or low stres;
as wel as such words as wholly, Juliy, for
which “holi” and “fuli” wil not do. ~ The
consonant in such case is “held”, to signi-
ty which foneticians hav a special sign
not admissibl in Orthografy.

Mr Holt (of Henry Holt & Co., publish-
ers, New York) rites:—

“Is ther any necesity of geting rid of the tew
accepted rules of English speling and pronun-
ciation which we hav? One of these rales T tale
to be that a eonsonant Letween tw.o vowels beo.
angs with the latter, and consequently yn can
divide spelling, which makes the pronunciation
as we ar uzed to it, or yu can divide spe-ling,
which makes the pronunciation ‘specling’.

“If I am rong about this, I shal be very glad
to be setb right.”

We hav carefuly considerd this, reach-
Ing a conclusion that it is but a mecanical
(not a fonetic) rule—a “rule of thum” to

be givn a typeseter too ignorant or too
stupid to folo any other. Inour language
strest vowels atract neighboring conson-
ants. Vickroy haf saw this [ully fifteen
years ago, in saying “sylabls gravitate
about accentual centers”. To which be-
long m in feminine or premndse (noun), tin
preterite, petulant, or 1 in polish, prelucy 2
Ar not biblic.al, tel-e.graf, te.leg ra.fy, he.-
red-i.ty, her6.in, prop-er.ty, wel divided?
The foloing deliverance from the Chicago
Styledook, p. 7, is both useful and logical,
but it conflicts with Holt’s rule:— .
“Ther ar frequent instances where a particu-
lar division of a word wil_aid the reader in its
pronunciation at first sight, obviating faltering
or repetition, as pro-gress, verb, and prog-ress,
noun, distrib-ute, verb, and distri-bution, noun;
pre-fer, verb, and pret-erable, adjeciiv.”
Again, this good rule does not help it:—
“Where a vowel constitutes a sylabl in mid
word place this vowel in the first line, as prowi-
nent I8 preferabl to prow-ineut, quali-ties to-
qual-ities, particu-lar to partic-ular, diti-gence to
dil-igence, sepa-rate to sep-arate, ete.  Iixcep-
tions: In words endiny in -able or -lile, the singl
vowel shud be earid into the second line.’—l1bid,
We conclude, tirst, in Amended Speling
(ag distinguisht irom its syndrom Orthog-
rafy) ther ar cases of holding und of stres
in uncomon positions, and a few isolated
words, as latter, in which dubld conson-
ants shud be retaind, as a hint to position
of stres or to prevent contlict with oither
words, as lieter ;exampls: anyss, siccess, go-
zelt, gazell, tobaceo, nowlatto.  Ther ar four
words with dubld consonants inthe anec-
dote of Milton on our fourth page. Now,
in dissimilarlet ss be retaind toshow that
s is *held”; but in “accaunt”, “accerding-
1i”, and “efiect”, where they apearon the
authority of a dictionary, let singl ¢ and £
sufice becaus these first sylabls hav low
stres. Second, in Scool Orthograty let
abnorimal stres be markt, as hotel’, gazet;
but this is unnecesary in an establisht Or-
thografy as long experience with Aotel
amply testifies.

THE ANNUAL.—The Aunnal of New Spel-
ing consists of the Henranp for o year put
in coverd pamflet form. It is sent post-
paid for ten cents,

-T'For -ED.—Let us recomend restoration
of historic t after breth consonants, which
printers during the past century hav in-
dustriosly perverted to ed, viting fe/rht,
blusht, pickt, drest, winki, like Shakspear,
and Herbert, and Milton, and Addison,
and as we actualy do in lost, left, felt,
me:nt, burnt, blest, taught. Laughed for
lunught is not a whit les monstros than
tanghted, soughted, wud be for tanghs,
sought ; nor is worked tor workt les odios
than wroughted wud be for wrowght.— Dr
James A H. Murray.
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