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the tediousness of frequent repetition of one and the
same syllables or wo:gs is avoided. The method rests
on the assumption that children are intelligent, not
mere machines.

In regard to writing the lessons, I do not consider it
essential that the pupils write the whole of them. The
8maller or greater quantity of writing may be left to the
,ludgment of the ‘teacher; who must act according to

ocal circumstances.

Nor is it, in my opinion, essential to the method, that
the introduction of the letter press characters be postponed
till the thirty lessons in script characters are ‘completely
mastered by the children ; though I would express my
conviction that there is no greater impediment to the
progress of learning for: oung’ children, than confusion
of ideas caused by a multiplicity of subjects. s
. What'we call want of attention on the part of children
18 often simply their incapacity to take in the various
ideas that are ‘crowded before their minds. The maxim
* Slow. and sure,” applies to the first steps in léarning
more than to the last.” - ' '

Although on these points there may be a difference of
opinion, yet of the utility of oné of the two main prin-
ciples of this method—the most intimate union between
Writing and ReadinS—there cannot be a doubt on the
mind of any one who has seen what immense advantages
accrue to Reading from the facility with which, by the
Use of strokes, dots, ties, and brackets most difficulties in
teaching Readin 8 are removed, apart from the other great
gain, that the young child has at first, so to say, only one
" tool to handle. ‘

But as in every happy marriage both partners profit
¢qually through their union, so the Youth Writing, which
In the first instant led Lady Reading to the altar, is ulti-
Iately not less blessed than his lady love ; for it maybea
matter of doubt whether writing is not as much promoted
3s Reading by this method; particularly English ‘Writing
In regard to spelling, in as much' as the pictures of the
Words, with all the contrivances employed, impress
themselves deeply on the memory of the children, and
enable them to reproduce the ons correctly.

The complete mastery by a child of this Write and Read
Course would lead it to the next step, the Read and Write
Course, in which, as the name indicates, Reading letter-

ress characters comes first, and copying ‘would follow.
ut into- that time forbids me to enfer ; nor is it neces
Sary, for with a proper text-book it offers no difficulties.

I'stated at the beginning, that I proposed this method
3s a substitute for what I consider the inadequate methods
Prevalent in Englaud. Butare not these methods really
@verything that could be wished for ? Do the youn
thildren of this country not learn Reading veér ’easilyg
. answer to these questions, I beg first to state that, even
If the results were satisfaclory, it would still be a question
Whether they might not be obtained in a nlore rational
and cultivating manner. Bat, according to the best autho-
"lties in this country, these results are bad. S aking of

e results of ourteaching in elementary sc ools, the
mes, Nov. 22, 1873, says :—* The Reading; in particular,
 many schools, is not 4t all what it should be, and what
% might be made with dare. - We need better text-books,

d a more intelligent use of th>m on the part of both

asters and pupils.” . And Mr. Robson, one of the Vice

residents of the Council of the College of Preceptors,
;l"l‘lbes to the Times a few days later :—“I cannot,
avever, refrain from saying, that the argument affords
A;‘)uﬁi(nent explanation of the fact acknowledged by Dr.

0lt and Mr. Morley—that the results of our existing
fzﬁl‘fg,?f primary education show it to be a miserable
mHOW could it be otherwise ? Let us glance only a few

Oments at what is being done.

. A child, on entering school, is first taught the alphabet
—not a difficult task to be sure. But no sooner has the
young pupil to make out, from the names of the letters
syllables and words, than there begin that misery and
darkening of the mind so much in accordance with the
notice of the Principal of Flushing Institute, who wrote
shortly thus: “ Dear boys, Trouble begins September
15" How canit strike the intellect.of any rational being
that' de-o sounds do; orbe—double o—kay book ; or
double u—e—ar—e were ? What misconception of
means to an errd | What an unnecessary waste of words !
Naf', what a lavish of rubbish strewn upon the path of a
little child, that should be guided gently and lovingly
on its new road! What is the explanation that so
intelligent a race as the English have suffered so long
such an absurd system almost unchallenged ? for in a
book on “ Primary Instruction,” by Mr. Simon S, Laurie,
I find it stated that the Alphabetic or Spelling: Method is
thus almost universally practised. Isit not possible to
find the explanation in the spirit that prompted the
declaration of a well-.known English divine, who, accord.
ing to Professor Max Mdller, thought that the fearful
orthography of English formed the best psychological
foundation of En%hsh orthodoxy, because a child that
had oficé been brought to believe that th-rou-gh
sounded like * through,” th.o-ug-h sounded like
“ though,” ro-u:g-h sounded like “ rough,” would
afterwards believe anything. = - o
Surely, if many other divines are of the same opinion,
need we ‘wonder if England, in regard to education, is
behind several continental nations, who m other matters
willingly go to school to England. But letit be remarked,
the mischief above referred to does nol arise so much
from ‘the spelling of words, that is to say, from the signs
employed to represent their sounds, but chiefly from the
absurdity of saying the name of each letter ; the truth of
which statement is clear from the facility with which
the above words can be read by the method I have
'su‘igesmd,' although their spelling is not changed at all.
of much better than this § gelhng .method is the
so called * Look and Say ” method, in which Spelling is,
indeed, dispensed with. But in'this method too much
ower of abstraction is demanded from a young child, to
1f)ind out by himself the sounds of each letter from the
syllables and words printed, with all the irregularity of
nglish “spelling ; and the whole method, however
cleverly worked.out by some authors of elementary
books, embodying this “system, resolves itself iuto a
mechanical and tedious repetition, without causing any
pleasure to the child, or improving his initellect. )
Most extraordinary groposalg have been made to avoid
these staring evils, and to obtain better results.
One of these proposals before the public is, to introduce
a purely phonetic method of spelling, which is much as
to allow everybody to write each word as he likes. The
consequence of the general adoption ‘of this plan would
entail the extinction of English culture at the earliest
possible time ; for an unsettled condition of the lanfuage
would undermine every solid foundation of knowledge,
culture, and laws. Another proposal is the introduction
of an enlarged alphabet of 40 letters, so as to have a
distinct sign for every sound in the English language.
The consequence of the general adoption of this method,
which would virtually require évery. child to learn 4
times 49, or 160 signs, to be able to read and write, would
Jestrict the means of cquiring knowledge to a few intel-
ligent children, while the mass of them would be debarred
from acquiring the most efficient key to krfowledge. *
But there is no fear that England’s high position will
ever wreck on such small rocks ahead. A greater danger

might arise from the acceptance of a proposal emanating



