
CONTRIBUTION.

qf the time now needlessly employed in
these exercises.

Fifth. It will pave the way for out magni-
ficent language, so excellent in other res-
pects, beconiing the universal language.

Sixth. lIt will render the pronunciation
of English the samie whierever it is spoken,
and thus prevent dialects and provl*iciai-
isnis.

Seventli. lIt w'ill miake p)ronoun-tcing dic-
tionaries unnecessary.

Eighth. By it the pronunciation of every,
word s%'ill be accuately determined at first
sight.

Ninth. By its use an :ducation will cost
less, and thus the means of obtaining, one
will bc giv-n to the thousands who would
otherwise live their if e in ignorance.

Tenth. It wvill virtually lengtlien the
school days of the child and the life of the
nman, by savmng time.

Eleventh. lIt will bc neither iconsistent,
redundant, defiective, nor errorjous.

Twelfth. lIt will aid foreigners in the :nc-
quisition of our language.

'irteentlh. lIt w'ill prove a ready means)
of educating illiterate aduits. They %vill bc
able to acquire the art of reading, wvith a
fcwv hours study, and by this means the),
'viii bc incited to study to master it at least.

Fourteenth. There will be no neccssityf
for Icarning ipelling, because after the
alphabet bias been tlîoroughly learned, the
pronunciation of a word wili immedi-ately
and accurately suggCest the spelling. An
alphabet hiaving all the above advantages
would surely be a booi. of incalculable,
advantage to us - stili wve adhere f.: the
old one, wvhich, like other anc..ient things,
was usefuil in its day, but that day lias un-
doubtedly p2ssed away - and we want an
alphebet fulfilling the above conditions to
take the place of one opcn to s0 many
objeciions. We niust have a reformn in our
alphabeu as well as in c'her things. Why
should ive retain our present alphabet ?

And iwhat are the arguments against theC-
introduction of a phionetic onp WilI tl'>ey
sufficiently outweigli the best of aiguments
iii its favor ? Let me see.

First. lIn a phonetic alphabet the eye-
will confound such words as kenow and np..
.çea and see, siglis and size, puisne and pzi;-
when written separately as in a vocabuil.-ry-
This is the only objection worthy of thv
name, but it cannot be supposed thiat suc-b
word., would presenit more amnbiguity. in
contextual usage,tha they now do in utter-
ance, subject to the sanie confusion to the
ear. WTC cannot see that words thuis writ-
ten would be any more obscure to the eye,
than do words which profess two or mort -
distinct m eanings as bai-, battepy,bedticboard-,.

factor, and mnany other words that have ;
number of ineanings. These words are usedl-
without. any fear of ambiguity,for the reasoa--
that the context wvil1 always enable us to, teL
w'ith unîailing accuracy ivhich nieaning iz-
intended.

Second. lit is said, by opponents of the-
scheme,thut it wvi!1 obscure the etymologý=--
history nowv discoverable in the orthoc-uphy
of P %vord. The best answer to thii -.s, thal
tiýe traces of etymnology preserved in the -
preseiît speilig arc so imperfect, and in-
consistent,as to be of little value conipareýd
with the embarrassrnents they occasion M
other respects. !lbesides,suppose the objec-
tions wvere good, itust cijdren to the eme-
of time be subjected to the %vaste of millions.
of years anid dollars in learning our preseiml
barbarous orthography-an orthography for
its anomaly--for the simple reason of savi-ag
etyniologists.from the sliit trouble of an
additional step? a little additional trouble in
thieir researclu-s respecting the origin of.
words ? Surely, no man of coinion sens-
ivil] say, that for the sake of saving a few
college professors, who design to retain our
present orthography, the siight additional
trouble the change will inip.)se upon thermb.
millions of children must learn such a mon-
strous orthgraphy, or go through life as.,


