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‘In order tfiat the reader may fairly form an opinion ov
thie eaz witfi which ri'tingz in tfie system ov speling he'rin
advoca’ted may be red, I hav sumwhot ilojicaly determind
to prezent tfie aplica’shon ov it before tfie expozishon, by
adopting it thruout tfie prezent esay. TUntil nou no
method ov reform haz been sujested tfiat shood combine
acu racy ov nota’shon witfi enuf familiarity to tfie ie to be
acceptabil to tfie jeneral stu'dent: while on tfie utfier
hand history and etymolojy hav been ru‘thlesly sacrifiste.
I am aware ov whot haz been advanst by eminent philolo-
jists in fa’'vor ov skemze® which reprezent each sound by a
separat sine ; I admit tfieir lojic, I admire tfieir curaj, I
reverens their ability, and (when Isee tfie rezults ov tfieir
la’borz) T decline to folow tfiem eny lon’ger. Tlie advo-
catse ov speling baste on In'glish principelz (such for
instans az Mr Elisiz *“ Glosik ") produce such monstrositiz
in tfieir rendering ov wurdz derivde from Latin—*loakoa-
moativ, proavinshul, feinel, proanunsiaishun,” ar fair
exampelz—and tfioze hoo take Continental u'zaj az tfieir
founda’shon introduce so meny new fa'cez in place ov our
comonest acquaintansez ; * dhi, bi, dé” for exampel, wher
I shood rite * the, be, day ;" tliat until sum meanz haz
been devizde ov avoiding bothe extremze tfier iz litel hope
ov acceptans ov eny reform by tfie jeneral public. Such
a meanz I beleev to be provi‘ded in tfie system which I
nou proceed to expound.

In the ta’bel at the begining wil be found aul thie 42
soundz tfiat exist in In’glish, tfie namze by which I pro-
poze to dezignate tfiem, and tfie leterz or combina’shonz

1. If the spelingz “ covze, skemze, lacse, bonze, rulze, mutse,” ete.,
for “coves, schemes, lakes, bones, rules, mutes,” ete., ar found to be
objecshonabil az sujesting short vouel soundz, it wil be seen further on
that “cowvz, skeemsz, laics, boanz, roolz, meuts,” ete.,, ar availabil
spelingz in my system. I prefer the former az our ancestorz did in
the analogos casez of “divde, spherde, barde, gorde, oozde, murde,
sliste, ekte, scrapte, pokte, troopte, cubde,” for our “dived, sphered,
barred, gored, oozed, mured, sliced, eked, scraped, poked, trooped,
cubed.’
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ov leterz by which I wood expres tfiem in riting. I wil
nou consider tfiem in groopse.

1. kI, »: az in “hay, lul, roar.” Tfeze ar universaly
acnolejd and need no coment.

2. m,n,ng: az in “mum, nun, sung.” Tfe o'nly doutfool
question iz tfie reprezenta’shon ov such wurdz az “ink,
finger, ringer, ingoing.” Tfe least aultera’shon from tfie
existing speling iz obtaind by ri'ting “inc, fin'ger, ringer,
in-going :” thiat iz, by giving 2’ tfie sound ov ng before a
¢ sound, tfius avoiding ambigu'ity, and in the rare case ov
guch compoundz az * in-going,” adopting a hy’phen. Note
tliat ng iz a tra di’graph formd by palat and tung like g,
and na'sal like n. Before ¢, ¢, or &, »’ for ng iz unecesary.

3. p,t, k : azin “ pip, tit, kic.” Tfhe o'nly dificulty arizez
from thie existens ov ¢, &, ¢, @ in our alphabet. Wun
leter wood be sufishent phoneticaly : historicaly I wood
keep aul under tfiis rule: uze % before e, 7 ; ¢ before a, o,
« and consonants, and at tfie end ov wurdz ; and qu insted
ov cw. Az toaI admitits temporary use wherever it nou
exists : but it wil ultimatly be replaste by ¢s. See furtfier
on tfiis point under Groope 7.

4. b, d, g : az in “bib, did, gig.” For tlie o'nly point
neading considera’shon see under Groope 8.

5. f, s, wh, thy sh, ch: azin * fin, sin, when, thin, shin,
chin.,” With regard to f tlie dout iz whetfier p/ shood be
admited or no. It iz not needed, but az it ocurz cheefly
at tlie begining ov wurdz and consequently ocupize a place
amung tfie p’s in dicshonariz, I wood keep it at prezent
witfi this provi'zo—tfiat no wun shood be requirde to spel
eny wurd witfi p4 for f; nor shood it be regarded az a sine
ov ignorans to uze f for pk; cs for @; or s for ¢ before
¢, i. Tlhis ov cors implize tfiat I wood alou ¢ to stand
before e and i, witli tfie sound ov s az at prezent: aulso
I wood retain @ az I sed under Groope 3, but in wurdz like
«oxceed ” I wood rite “ecceed” not ““exeed.” In tlie
utfier symbolz ov tliis groope we no'tis that thiey ar not,
like ng, proper di'graphs, but modifide leterz : tlius thie %
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in w/ indicatse a chanje from a voist sound to a fla'ted
wun : in phk, tk, tfie chanje iz from mute to fla’ted; in sk
from lingual-convex to lingual-concave ; in ¢/ from lingual-
convex to puncto-lingual. In aul tfieze ca’sez tfie tru
fancshon ov thie % iz to indicate a modifide fla’ted sound.
‘We shal finde tfiis obzerva’shon ov importans. No furtfier
remark iz needful on tfieze symbolz; which hav no defect
eccept that ov be'ing formd by too leterz insted ov wun.
6. v, z, w, y, th, sk, j : az in “vest, zest, we, ye, thien,
visfion, jest.” In tfis groope wil be found aul tfie conso-
nantal soundz which giv re‘al dificulty to reformerz: w
and y indeed need no coment, but j, v, z, ar so ofen
reprezented in tfie receevd speling by ge, ve, se espeshaly at
tlie end ov wurdz, tfiat tfie corecshon ov tfiis wun anomaly
introdu’cez by far more unfamiliar combina’shonz tfian eny
utfier, and thierfor requirze espeshal no'tis. Ov cowrs no
reform iz posibil witfiout tfiis corecshon, which iz comon
to aul skemze. Tle necesity forit haz arizen tfius. When
tlie distinecshonz between « and v, ¢ and j wer undevelopt,
and consequently » and ¢ had to perform dubel funcshonz,
vouel and consonantal, it woz a recognizde law ov In’glish
orthography tfiat » and ¢ wer consonantal o'nly before
vouelz : hens tfie sound ov v fi'nal woz sumtimze indica-
ted by ading a mute e to » az in “doue, loue,” sumtimze
by retaining an etymolojical f* az in ““ of :” yet v woz
phoneticaly substitu’'ted in “loaves, vixen,” and tfie like.
Tfhe sound of j fi'nal woz in a similar way indica’ted by ge,
advantaj be'ing ta’ken ov tfie soft pronucia’shon ov g before
e, which aroze analogosly to tfiat ov ¢ in tfie same pozishon.
When houever » and j became comple'tly separa’ted from
w and 7, aultfiow “ doue ” became ** dove,” tfie u’sles ¢ woz
stil retaind and tfie o which had been uzde insted ov = to
avoid tfie absurd apearans ov ¢ duue” woz retaind aulso.
So tfie fi'nmal £ in “of” and the fi'nal ge in ““rage” wer
kept, and in fact tfie reform woz at best carid out in a
“ dimidiun ” and moste unsatisfactory maner. We hav
nou to complete and systematize whot our ancestorz began.
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With regard to z tlie case iz similar, tfie cauz iz diferent.
Fimal s reprezents or misreprezents z abundantly : tfie
ground be'ing an irashonal dislike to an “unnecesary letter”
(Sha'kspear, King Lear ii. 2) which tfie Ro'manz had
never admited az an integral porshon ov tfieir alphabet.
‘We shood serch in vain for “zele” in Barets Alveary,
eetfier in tfie In’glish or French lists : 2 iz exclu’ded from
bothe. That aul three, #, », 7, shood nou rezume their
natu ral ritse iz aloud by aul reformerz. A stil greater
dificulty houever lize in tfie soundz which I reprezent by
ti, s (in capitalz TR, SH ; in italies ¢4, s£). Tley hav
been a cauz ov ofens to aul advocatse ov reform. In our
prezent system tfiey ar not diferenshia’ted from t4, sk :
every atempt hitfiertoo made, whetfier by ri'ting dh, zh ;
or by new typse; or by accents; haz proceeded on tfie
ground tfiat thie Zand s shood be tfie ba'sis ov aultera’shon :
I ventuyr to thine tfiat thie introducshon ov a new modi-
fi'er (6) very like tfie olde wun (h) which shood doo for
voist soundz whot haz aulredy been dun for fla’ted, wood
be a simpler expe’dient, wood cauz les disturbans in our
prezent speling, and be more in acordans witfi my princi-
pel ov adopting no method which wood interfere, houever
sli‘tly, witfi tfie historical development ov our orthography
—arested indeed by tfie artifishal restricshons ov tfie
printing ofis and tfie pronouncing dicshonary, but not
therfor to be treated az if growth had ceast and premature
deth had supervende.

7. We nou cum to tfie vouel soundz. Tfe short wunz
wil giv us litel trubel. They hav been (witfi meny
anomalos eccepshonz which a reformd speling wood
imediatly remoove) reprezented in our languaj ever sins
its existens by a, e, 4, 0, w. Orijinaly tfiis woz sufishent
and strictly phonetic : but tfie sound ov » in “but ” aroze
in tfie 17th century, and az wsfiual in such ca’sez no
coresponding sine aroze witfi it. It haznou suplanted tfie
sound ov % in ““ put” and becum tfie normal sound ov tfie
leter z. Tfe sound in put iz most fre’quently reprezented
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by oo as in “stood,” and if we regard oo az constitu’ting a
gimpel sine and not az a di‘graph® we can retain tfiat no-
ta’shon witfiout ambigu’ity. I finde from Mr Pitmanz
Phonetic Speling Booc thiat in tfis nota’shon I retain 1309
ov tlie prezent spelingz ov short vouelz, and o'nly reject
104 ov tfie 1413 monosylabelz tabu la’ted by him.

I shood obzerv here tfiat long vouelz az wel az short
hav hitfiertoo been fre’quently reprezented by tfie simpel
sinze a, ¢, 1, 0, w; the only remedy to be found in our
existing speling lize in tfie co-existens ov too devi'cez,
na’mly, tfie fi'nal e mute to indicate length, and tfie dubeld
consonant to indicate shortnes. Tfe retenshon ov thie
later device haz found fa’vor witf sum ; but it iz u'sles if
new sinze ar to be adopted, impracticabil if di‘graph con-
sonants ar admited, and clumzy enyhou. If it be dezirde
to marc stres (accent) on short vouelz, I wood uze an
accent after tfie next consonant, tfius, *“ omit’ed,” keeping
tfie accented vouel for long soundz, tfius, *“ confi'ding.”
I wood alou 7 to be uzde for i under tfie same limita’shons
az ph, , and ¢, for f; cs, and s, respectivly.

8. Long vouelz and diphthongz. It iz in tfie ri‘ting ov
tfieze thiat the graitest dificulty iz found, and consequently
that tle graitest diferencez exist in tlie propo'zalz gv
reformerz. This ari’zez from tfie fact tfiat we hav at least
three distinct systemz for reprezenting tfieze soundz co-
existing in In'glish. We hay

1. The system ov long-vouel pronuncia’shon uzde in
reading Latin pre'viosly to tfie re’cent reform in the pro-
nuncia’shon ov that tung, az in thie wurdz * mate, mete.
mite, mote, mute.” This iz thie moste fre'quent u'zaj.

2. The Italian long-vouel pronuncia’shon, suplemented
by diphthongz in which tfie soundz ov tfie compo'nent
vouelz ar more or les acu ratly retaind, azin tfie exampelz
“clique, fete, rather, wroth, sure, grey, grow;” ey and
ow fairly reprezent tfie diphthongal soundz ov ¢ and ¢ thiat
ar nou becuming comon amung us.

2. Such wurdz az “zoology ” wood be riten “zoolojy.” We hav
very few ov them.
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3. The reprezenta’shon by di‘graphs, which I hav never
seen satisfactorily expounded : I must tferfor dwel on it
at sum length, and asc atenshon to tfie folowing ta’bel.

é, ee

=>

00, O

' au " al 1
l eu l ol |
#

Tn this ta’bel the first line containz tfie vouelz simpel
or dubeld; thie second, di’graphs formd by vouelz tfiat ar
conterminos in the first line; tfie third, di‘graphs formd
by vouelz wuns remoovde in tlie first line; tfie fowrth,
tfioze by vouelz twice remoovde ; and so on. In tfie next
tabel wil be found aul tfie di’graphs omited in tfie first.
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A ca’rful examina’shon showz tfiat nun ov tfie di‘graphs
in tfie second ta’bel ar recognizde in our prezent speling
unles az abnormal eccepshonz: ww, i, iz never ocur: in
¢ guard, guerdon, guild ” thie » formz part ov gu not ov
wa, we, ui; $0 in “ patience, commercial, tension,” tfie 2
formz part ov %, ¢i, si, and duz not co’ales withi tfie suc-
ceeding vouel. Such instancez az *“gaol, aery, people,
yeoman” ar ime'diatly recognizde az iregu laritiz ; and
thie spelingz in “ die, doe, due,” which hav been advoca’ted
az the founda’shon ov a system ov reform, ar not digraphie :
thie e in thiem iz az mute az in “dive, dole, dune” or
in “mite, mote, mute.” A« exists in tfielanguaj ov sheep
and in tfie skemze ov certain speling reformerz: I doo not
uze it. Tfie folowing rule wil be a gide in tfiis mater.
No di’graph begining witfi « or 7,(°) or ending with o or e,
iz admisibil witfiout unecesarily destroying tfie historical
continu’ity ov our orthography. Whot haz been sed
abuv under tfie hed ov » andj wil explain why « and ¢
cood not hav formd tfie first part ov a di‘graph, tliey wood
hav been ov necesity sounded az consonants. o and oe
wer dropt very erly in our history.

Returning to our first ta’bel. In tfie 14th century thie
soundz ov oa, 0o, ou, au, ew wer thoze in *broad, brooch,
soup, baur (German), and feud.” U long had tfie French
sound. In pro’ces ov time tfie fowr sinze oa, oo, ou, aw,
chanjde tfieir soundz to tfioze in “road, root, noun, haul,”
in tfie majority ov wurdz, and tfier can be litel dout tfiat
tfieze soundz shood nou be retaind for thiem. Theze
soundz ov ou, au, e, ar stil uzde in our. pronuncia’shon
ov Greec.

In like maner ea, ee, ei, ai, oi, which had in Chaucerz
time tfie soundz ov ¢ French (nearly az ea in bear),
¢ French (cf ex in great), ““ height, aisle, oil,” hav aulterd
graitly. 4i, et hav asumde tfie sound in * pail, veil;”
ea, ee that in ““veal, peel.”

8, Te==ecein “chief” for “ cheef,” ete., iz a modern corupshon to
be eschewd.

2
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Tfhe reader wil no'tis that tfie cha'njez in tfieze groopse
hav been symetrical, tfius :

00 oa ee ea
ou oa hazbecumoo au; ea ei haz becum ai _ee
au ou ai ei
but in tfie later groope ee, ea ar nou leveld in pronuncia’-
shon, just az in erly In'glish ai, ei wer sounded alike,
Tfis completse my di‘graph long-vouel skeme ; which diferz
from Mr Elisiz Glosic by admiting ea, in the sound asinde
to ei, and probably in tfie reazonz on which tfie chois haz
been baste : at eny rate he iz not responsibil for eny part

ov my expozishon.

To distingwish Short a, e, 7, 0, « ; Continental long ¢, é,
7,6, 4; and Anglo-Latin «, ¢, 7, o, , I hav uzde thie
circumflext leterz for those spelingz which seldom ocur,
and a modify’ing acute accent (tfiat iz, on a separat type
from tfie prece’ding leter) for tfie fre’quent wunz. When
thie stres duz not co’incide witfi this accent I revers it az
in u’sfiugal. Consequently in tfiis system, az di‘graphs
and circumflext vouelz aulwayz cary tfie stres witf tfiem,
and in wurdz witfi acute accent tfie rule indicatse stres,
and, az I hav pointed out abuv, an accent after a consonant
may be uzde for short vouelz, tfie prezent skeme wil provide
for stres az wel az for sound if dezirde.

This seemz to be tlie fitest place for expounding a pe-
cu'liarity ov my system which ena’belz me to retain a much
larjer share ov existing speling tfian wood utlierwize be
posibil. I keep tfie mute e fi'nal under tfie folowing rule:
Whenever &, €, 7, 0/, 00, , ocur in a fi'nal sylabel omit
thie accent and ad a mute e at thie end ov tfie wurd. In
monosylabelz ending witfi a vouel tfis fi'nal ¢ iz u'sles and
may be omited. Tfis rule redu’cez tfie number ovaccents
to a very smaul proporshon. Wer tfiey indeed absolu’tly
omited, few erorz in reading wood arize and we shood
expe'riens no dificulty not aulredy existing in our receevd
orthography. Witfi regard to «/, 4, inazmuch az tfie
gound «/, eu, ew, never ocurz after 7, », ch,j, y, w, whs
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but iz aulwayz leveld withi tfiat ov oo, I uze after tfieze
consonants eny ov tfieze spelingz for thie oo’ sound. This
enabelz me to keep meny wurdz in tfie receevd speling,
and cannot posibly lead tu eror.(*)

T'fie reader must not houever imajin tfiat tfieze accents
wood hav to be riten az tfiey ar printed. Tfiey wood be
indica’ted in script by a slite chanje ov form in tfie last
stroke ov riten a, e, 7, 0, %, similar too, but not identical
with, tat in Mr Pitmanz z, or to tfie first stroke ov #¢.%

Tfie u'nion ov tfieze three skemze for long vouelz,
viz.: 1. My own ov 1859 for wurdz ta’ken from tfie French,
ete. (mashin) ; 2. My own ov 1879 for wurdz ta’ken from
tfie Latin, etc. (lo’como'tiv); 3. Mr Elisiz Glosic sli'tly
modified for In’glish wurdz mainly: enabelz us to repre-
zent our entire languaj witfi a minimum ov chanje, and
consequently witfi a maximum ov history and etymolojy
directly retaind or indirectly indica’ted. I abstain from
ma’king eny ov tfie long vouel spelingz opshonal, becauz
reformerz ar so divi‘ded az to which system shood be
ultimatly adopted ; but I may say tfiat T wood alou 7’ to
be uzde for ¢ just az I wood alou y for 7 : also tfiat I wood
not interfere witfi tfie litel wurdz “eh, ah, oh,” tfiey
involv a meanz ov speling which may sum day proove
w’sfool. I hav pre'viosly no'tist tfiat T omit (') when fi‘nal
in monosylabelz. No ambigu'ity can arize from tfiis.

‘We hav nou before us a complete explana’shon ov tfie
ta’bel at tfie begining ov tfiis esay and may proceed to sum
up tfie rezults. Intlie skeme propozde thier ar 67 spelingz
uzde to reprezent 41 soundz, about 3 spelingz for 2 soundz :
4 ov thieze ph=f, ¢=s, x=cs, y=i ar left opshonal and

4. I note here, for wont ov a beter place, that the three wurdz, “a,
the, to,” which practicaly form a porshon ov the wurdz which they
precede, ar sounded before consonants az if they containd a sound
clo’sly alide to . It iz not dezi’rabil to introduce a new sine for
three wurdz. I therfor leav them in the ordinary speling. It wil
aulso be seen that I take no acount ov the efect ov »on a prece‘ding
short vouel, az in “ first, cord, bard,” &ec.

8. “h” wood be riten az £ (turnd italic y).
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wood no dout soone digapear: tfie number ov typse
requirde iz 31, na‘mly tfie ordinary alphabet ov 26 leterz,
3 circumflext vouelz, 1 new type and 1 accent. If we stil
more minu'tly examin tfie ta’bel we finde 28 soundz riten
witfi phonetic fidelity, viz,: %, », I, m, n, p, ¢, b, d, g, w, Y
0, 2,5 W 00,0, ¢ 4; th, sk, wh, th, ck, sh, ou ; 2 for
which fixt rulze determin tfie speling, %, ¢, g ; 2, ng; 3
for which perfect freedom iz permited az to adopting an
absolu’tly phonetic speling ; /'(»%), s (¢) (inclu'ding es=w),
i (3); and 8 long vouelz or diphthongz witfi va'rius spelingz
left to be elimina’ted by tfie survi'val ov thie fitest: viz.,
aw (aw) ; oi (0y); 00, (00-€), (U, u-¢); ew (ew), W (u-¢);
oa, ow, o (0-¢) ; %, ea, ce, ¢ (e-¢); ¥ (i-e, 3, y-¢); é, ei,
(ey), ai (ay), & (a-¢).

Hens it apearz tfiat eny wun hoo duz retain tfie 4 op-
shonal sinze haz just three-quorterz ov hiz alphabet quite
phonetic and hf thie remainder must ov necesity be so az
wel : so tfiat five-sixths wil be strictly phonetic for aul
purpozez—ri'ting, reading, and speling : while for reading
purposez merly thie hole system iz absolu’tly phonetic.
Contrast this with tfie prezent speling in which we hay on
a fair estimat (such az tfiat in my “ English Sounds and
English Spelling ”) not exajera’ted (like tfiat ov Mr Elis
in hiz “ Plea for Phonetic Spelling ”) tfie folowing rezults.
8 soundz (wun-fifth of tfie system) ar phoneticaly riten,

viz., ky b, d, 1, m, w, wh, y ; 7 soundz hav 2 spelingz each,

Py By NGy 7, 8, 2, Chs b have 3 spelingz, f; v, ¢, ¢,j ; 1 haz
4 spelingz, s ; 2 hav 6 spelingz, &, sk ; and 2, na'mly, %
and ##, hav but wun speling between tfiem, or haf a spel-
ing each, A simpel calcula’shon showz that ov tfieze
methodz ov consonantal speling three-fifths o'nly can be
phonetic. For thie vouelz: ow haz 3 spelingz; a, oo, 0, 43
o, 63 & 7; 1, au, 8 ; u, ei, eu, 10; ee, ai, @, 11.  About
wun seventh ov tfieze may be phonetic. Ov cowrs az no
rulze exist for pronuncia’shon, tfieze spelingz ar e‘qualy
unphonetic for reading and for ri'ting. Tfe reader may
draw hiz own deducshonz from tfieze facts: I wil me'rly
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ad tfiat in a wurd ov 2 consonants and 1 vouel tfie chans
ov thie speling reprezenting tlie sound wood be about wun
twentieth, in a wurd ov 3 consonants and 2 vouelz about
1th if theze spelingz ocurd with e’qual fre‘quency. A
larj porshon ov tfieze spelingz houever ar mere solitary
anomaliz or nearly 80 ; az may be seen by refering to my
articulz in tfie Speling Reformer nou isuing. It iz not
necesary to go over tfie same ground here ; but I wil pas
under revew such spelingz az by tlieir fre’quency hav a
rite to be considerd normal in our existing system.

For consonants I beleev tfiat no speling having e’ven a
prescriptiv rite to existens haz been rejected in tfie prezent
skeme with tfie folowing eccepshonz.

1. I adopt »’ for 2 before g.

2. I reject g for j before e, 7.

3. I uze sk for ¢, ci, si, ete., in such termina’shonz az
“.gion, -cial, -tience.”

4. T diferenshiate % and Z£.

5. I cary out tfie 1625 reform by ri‘ting z, », j for s, f£;
g wherever necesary, speshaly at tlie end ov wurdz.

6. I drop aul silent leterz; eccept thie modifi'erz 7
and e.

Tfie speling throo tfiis esay showz sufishently tfie efect
ov theze aultera’shonz. For vouelz it wil be beter to giv
exampelz.

““busy, women, sieve ” becum ‘“ bizy, wimen, siv.”

“ jeopardy, bury, head, heifer” becum ‘“jepardy, bery,
hed, hefer.”

“laurel, hough, want ” becum “lorel, hoe, wont.”

“blood, young, mother ” becum * blud, yung, mutfer.”

“book, woman, could” becum ¢ booe, wooman, cood.”

“people, key, machine, grief, deceit, Casar, economy ’
becum ‘¢ peepul, kee, mashin, greef, deceet, Ce’sar, econo-
my ;" ‘““mete, me, meet, meat ” remain unalterd.

‘“ great ” becumz “ grait ;” ¢ eh, pail, vein, grey, fame,
bay, féte” remain uncha’njd.

“rye, aisle, eye” becum ‘‘ry, ile, ie ;” “ by, bite” are
not cha'njd.

’
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“fall, broad, cough” becum *faul, braud, cauf ;"
““ haul, draw ”’ remain.

“yeoman, sew, dough, doe” becum ‘yo’man, sow,
dow, do;” *oh, snow, oat, dote” remain.

““do, you, shoe, blue, fruit ” becum * doo, yoo, shoo, blu,
frute ;" “ too, rude ” remain.

Tfis list iz not exhaustiv, but it containz exampelz ov
every chanje ov much importans. Tfie reader wil see hou
slite iz tfie price we hav to pay for tfie atainment ov abso-
lute certainty in reading and a sa’ving ov at least too-thirdz
ov tfie labor nou expended in lerning to spel. In order
houever to giv tfie system az severe a test az posibil, I
apend a pasaj (riten by Mr Elis for tfie purpos ov testing
thie skemze laid before tfie Speling Reform Asocia’shon)
in tfhie orthography I here advocate, along withi tfie same
pasaj in an absolu’tly phonetic speling such az may be
supozde to arize out ov my system when opshonal spelingz
shal hav disapeard and o’nly tfie fitest hav survivde. This
houever may take centu riz; and in fact wood probably be
anticipa’ted by a perfect Phonetic Alphabet ov 41 leterz.

Here and tfiare a few In’glish wurdz may be found in
tfie u’sfiu al orthography which leav no room for dout az
to tfieir pronuncia’shon. But tfis iz quite eccepshonal.
Yet we ar shure tfiat our speling woz orijinaly phonetic.
It iz nou propozde to revert to tfat principel. But a
divisfion ov opinion haz arizen az to tfie moste su'tabil
leterz to employ. Tfie folowing vershonz ov tfiis sta’tment
show tfie na’tur ov such ov tfie va'rius propo’zalz aulredy
made az cood be conve'niently printed, each az far az woz
posibil in tfie ortho’epy ov its author. In so short a
paragraph o'nly tfie cheef points cood be inclu‘ded, but
tfie alphabetic lau iz jeneraly clear, and tfie ie wil be a’bil
to juj prety wel whot tfie apearens wood be in printed
boocs. Meny planz involving ritfier inaccesibil typse had
to be entirly past by. Hens tfie chois made duz not
implie a verdict. Tfe Executiv Comit’y wil select such
methodz az tliey may thine require lon’ger ilustra’shon,



Thie In’glish Speling Reform Asocia’shon az a body iz not
responsibil for eny wun ov tfieze skemze.

He'r and tha'r a fu Ingglish wurdz ma be found in
thie w'sfiu al orthografi, which le’v no room for dout az to
thia’r pronunsia’shon. But this iz cwi't ecsepshonal. Yet
we ar shur tfat our speling woz orijinali fonetic. It iz
nou propo’zd to revert to thiat prinsipel. But a divisfion ov
opinion haz arizen az to tfie most su'tabil leterz tu emploi.
Tfie folo ing vershonz ov tfiis sta’tment sho tfie na’tur ov
such ov tfie varius propozalz aulredi ma’'d az cood
be conve'nientli printed, e’ch az far az woz posibil in tfie
ortho’epi ov its author. In so ghort a paragraf o'nli
tlie che’f points cood be inclu’ded, but tfie alfabetic
lau iz jenerali cle’r, and tfie i wil be a’bil to juj preti
wel whot tfie ape’rens wood be in printed boocs. Meni
planz involving ra’ther inacsesibil ti'ps had to be enti'rli
past bi. Hens tfie chois ma’d duz not impli" a verdict.
The Eesecutiv Comiti wil select such methodz az tfia
ma thine recwi’r longger ilustra’shon. Tfe Ingglish
Speling Reform Aso’sia’shon az a bodi iz not responsibil
for eni wun ov thez sce'mz,

T may here caul atenshon to tfie larj number ov homo-
nymz which wood on my system preserv distinctiv spel-
ingz: I giv tfe prezent orthography in parenthesez
wherever thier iz a chanje. ‘“Ale, ail; ode, owd (owed) ;
abare, abair (abear) ; acent (ascent), asent (ascent) ; arear
(arrear), areer (arriere); analist (annalist), analyst; ewz
(ewes), uze (use); yoor (your), ure; weee, weac; weel,
weal ; weald, weeld (wield); ween, wean; way, wey
(weigh) ; wait, weyt (weight); wade, weyd (weighed);
wave, waiv (waive); waste, waist; ware, wair (wear);
wail, wale; wain, wane; hear, here; hay, hey; hare,
hair; hoard, horde; hite (hight), heit (height); wheel,
wheal ; peac, pic (pique) peas (peace), pees (piece) ; peel,
peal ; pale, pail; pane, pain; pore, powr (pour), pouer
(power) ; pencil, pensil (pensile) ; pray, prey ; plate, plait;
place, plais (plaice); plane, plain; beet, beat; beech,




beach ; bay, bey ; bate, bait ; bow, bo (bean) ; boar, bore ;
board, borde (1)01 cd) born, borne, bowrn (bourne) ; l)olo
(boll), bowl ; bolde (bold), bowld (bowled) ; breech, breach ;
brake, braic (break); brood, brewd (brewed); blote;
bloat ; tear, teer (tier); teem, team ; tare, tair (tear);
to (toe), tow; tacs (tacks), tax; tire, Tyre; time, tyme
(thyme) ; deer, dear; day, dey; (luzo, daiz (days) ; Dane,
deyn (deign); do (doe), dow (dongh), discreet, discrete;
dosil (dossil), docil (docile) ; di (die), dy (dye); du (due),
dew ; chare (char), «“uuir- Jane, jain (jean); jowl, jole
(joll) ; jury, Jewry; kee (key), kea (quay); cane, Cain;
cote, coat; coars (m:n'u}, cowrs (course), cors (corse)
cole, coal ; calos (callous), calus (callus) ; consent, concent ;
conceshon (concession), conseshon (consession); cu (cue),
Kew ; queen, quean; creec, creac; cruel, crewel; crewz
(crews), cruze (cruise); gate, gait; gorde (goved), gowrd
(gourd); greavz (greaves), greevz (grieves) ; Grees (Greece),
greas (grease) ; grate, grait (great); gra'ter, graiter
(greater) ; greyz (greys), graze ; gro'cer, groser (grosser) ;
groan, grown; hhm‘ glair ; feet, feat; fare, fair; faro,
Fa'ro (Pharoah); faint, feint; fore, 1«)‘\‘1- (four) ; forth,
fowrth (fourth), filip, l‘lnhp, flllcr, philter; feud, fewd
(feod) ; flee, flea; flu (flue), flew ; vale, veil, theav (theave),
theev (thieve); thro (throe), throw; throne, thrown;
threw, throo (through); see, sea; seed, cede; ceeling
(ceiling), sealing ; seem, seam ; se’nior, seenior (seignior) ;
Seyn (Seine), sane ; sore, soar, sower ; gord (sword), soard
(soared) ; sit, cit; signet, cygnet; sinc, cine (cinque);
silishos (silicious), cilishos (cilic 1oua) ; singul (single), cingel
(cingle) ; sel (sell), cel (cell) ; seler (seller), celar (cellar) ;
geshon (session), ceshon (cession); cens (cense), sens
(sense) ; Si‘on, ci‘on ; Si'mon, Ci’'mon ; su’er, sewer ; sweet,
swit (suite); swain, Sweyn; steel, steal; stake, staic
(steak) ; stare, stair ; stics (sticks), Styx; stile, style ; sleev
(sleeve), sleav (sleave) ; slay, sley ; slo (sloe), slow ; slite
(slight), slyte (sleight) ; sheer, shear; reed, read ; reach,
reech (retch); reec (veek), reac (wreak); ra‘zor, raizer




17

(raiser); ro (roe), row ; roadz (roads), Rodze (Rhodes);
Rome, roam; Rone (Rhone), roan; rude, rood; room,
reum (rheum); rime, ryme (rhyme); lea, lee; Leedz
(Leeds), leadz (leads); leec, leac; leaf, leef (lief); leez
(lees), leaz (lease) ; lade, laid ; lane, lain; lo, low; load,
lowd (lowed) ; lone, loan ; lincs (links), lynx; leez, lease ;
li (lie), ly (lye) ; lucern, lusern ; meen (mien), mean ; made,
maid ; maze, maiz (maize); mare, mayr (mayor); male,
mail; mane, main ; mote, moat ; mode, mowd (mowed) ;
moan, mown ; mu (mue), mew ; mule, mewl; need, nead
(knead) ; neal, neel (kneel) ; nay, ney (neigh); no, now
(know) ; noze (nose), nowz (knows); ate, ait, eit (eight) ;
o, oh, ow (owe) ; ore, oar, o'er; I'l (I'll), ile (isle, aisle) ;
ew (ewe), yoo (you), yew 5 way, wey (weigh) ; he’l (he'll),
heel, heal ; hu (hue), hew ; pare, pair ; praiz (praise), preyz
(preys) ; hail, hale ; tale, tail ; tray, trey ; fane, fein (feign),
fain ; frayz (frays), phraze (phrase) ; valze (vales), veilz
(veils), vailz (vails) ; vane, vein, vain; their, thare (there);
they'r (they’re) ; sear, cere, geer ; seal, ceal, ceel (ceil);
seen, sene (scene); so, sow; sole, soal, sowl (soul);
shore, shoar ; sent, cent ; site (site, sight), cite ; raze, raiz
(vaise), rayz (rays); rain, rein; roze (rose), rowz (rows) ;
lacs (lacks), lax; mete, meat, meet; mead, meed, Mede ;
muze (muse), mewz (mews); I, (I, ay), ie (eye); rode,
road, rowd (rowed) ; air, eyr (eyre), are (ere), e’er.(°)

Tt iz hily desi'rabel tfiat my conclusfionz shood be tested
by definit statistics : but I hav not time to compile tliem:
nor am I aware ov eny alredy made for tfie soundz ov our
langwaj in tfhieir entiTty. In Mr Elisiz ““ Plea” houever
tlier ar complete statistics for tfie vouel soundz ov mono-
sylabelz : ov which tfioze for tfie long vouelz ar to us by
far tfie moste important. I thierfor apend tfiem, premiz-
ing thiat T take no separat acount ov fi'nal e mute and tfius
larjly simplifie Mr Elisiz tabel. I giv first tlie number ov

6. I hav ta'ken theze exampelz from the lists in Mr Elisiz “ Plea ”
witfout ma’king eny atempt to aranje them. Ov cowrs eny wun hoo
licse to retain the wsles final ¢in “bee, die, doe, due,” ete., can doo
80 without departing from my system.
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instancez ov each speling retaind in my system : tfien tfiat
ov each speling rejected, giving in brakets tfie speling to
be adopted in its place. Fi'naly, I ad up the to'talz. In
too or three instancez I hav corected Mr Elisiz figurz from
My Pitmanz own copy ov hiz “ Phonetic Spelling Book,
exhibiting all the Monosyllables of the English Language,’”

1843, nou out ov print. Retaind. Rejected.
For tfie sound oy in boy,” 0i 28; oy 8 36
For thie sound iein ““lie,” ¢ 181; v 33; 214
atl; ey2; ayl; es2 .. 6
For tfie sound u, in “ bee,” ¢ ‘7L i(1)3;
ealil, ee 123 ... 281
ei (ee) 35 ey (cc) 3, ie (cc) 26 ; uaJ
(ee) 1. 33
For the sound ai i ¢ buit,” 20.1.;
et 16; e (é) 3; ai 82; a,1/23- ey 6 ... 334
aw (@) 1; ea (ai) 9 1 10
For thie sound « in * fatfier,” o (4) 135 135
Ra 2; au b ; t’l;cul 5 9
For the sound aw in “caul,” au ‘)3
aw 87 ... Bee 60
a (auw) 24; eo (au) 1; oa (au) 2;
ou (au) 8 35
For tfie sound ow in * 10\\, o 179;
oa 60 ; ow 32 Ao H 271
eaw (0) 2; ew (OIL) 1; oo (ua) 2; ou
(ow) 15 ' 20
For tlie sound ue in “rue,” » (ﬁ) 1/1‘;
00 63 ; (r)ew 8; (r)ew 1() . 86
wi (ﬂ) Bis 0 (oo) 21; ou (/0) 1.3
wo (oo) 1 . 38
For tlie sound ow in “ NOW,  10% /3. t3ss 73
ow (ou) 28 28
For tfie sound ew in dew, % 33; eul;
ew 18 ... 3% 52
you (yoo) 35 yu s 1t 3
vew (ew) 1; iew (ew) 2; wi (w) 2 ... 5
Totalz ... 1543 187
Aproximat ra’shio ... 8 1

e ——
7. Mr Elis haz 21: Mr Pitman givz 10 instancez o'nly: I hav
given the numberz least fa'vorabil to myself in aul doutfool instancez.
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T retain then more thian eit ninthse ov tfie existing long
vouel spelingz.

Too enti'rly distinct bodiz exist amung speling reform-
erz: wun seecs to establish an ideal alfabet, a perfect
orthography, an absolute corespondens between speech
and riten symbol: tfie utfier wood lop of excresensez,
trim up defishenciz, train stragling branchez and clip tfie
outside intoo form. The former body hav been wurking
under excelent gi‘dans for 40 yearz, and tfie public remainz
unconvingt : tfie later ar just begining tu moov under tfie
auspicez ov tfie Philolojical Soci’ety ; witfi what probabil
rezult may be seen from tfieir recent determina’shon to
replace s by z wherever it haz tfie sound ov sk 1. e., they
dezire to replace wun anomaly by anutfier in order by so
dooing to lesen tfie number ov anomaliz in tfie lan’gwaj.
Shutly this needz no coment. My method on tfie con-
trary haz been to proceed from jeneral prinsipelz to par-
ticu larz. I started witli a complestly phonetic alphabet,
and tfien considerd, ta’king tfie soundz wun by wun, hou
far it woz posibil, while retaining a perfectly phonetic sys-
tem for reading and a minimum ov aulternativz for speling,
to acomodate my alphabet to tfie existing order ov thingz.
The rezult haz been a convicshon tfiat tfie sta’tments ov
reformerz hav been in meny respects graitly exajera’ted,
and tfiat a moderat amount ov chanje wood sufice. From
tfiis convieshon tfie prezent esay haz grown up. My dout
iz nou whetfier I hav not chanjd even nou more thian iz
needfool. For exampel, whetfier I mite not rite a4 for &
to avoid thie use ov accents, etc. But tri‘al wood soon de-
termin thieze leser points.

Yet tie question may be asct, Why ad to tfie nu'meros
skemze aulredy propozde? If nun ov tfie propo’zalz difer-
ing in so meny wayz hav found fa’vor wit(i tfie public it iz
not li’cly tfiat a new wun involving no furtfier discuvery,
no adishonal principel, can posibly succeed. To this I
replie tfiat aul skemze yet propozde fail in wun ov too es-
enshalz ; eetfier tliey require too soundz to be given to wun
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apeling, and so looz aul claim to be considerd phonetic, or
els tliey introduse such violent cha/njez az to be ilejibil by
readerz aquainted o’nli witfi tfie receevd system; destroy
tfie historic continu’ity ov tfie langwaj ; obliterate meny
etymolojical facts storde in our prezent orthography which
ar u’sful az pointing to tfie sowrcez whens wurdz hav been
derivde ; and make tfie gap to be brijd o'ver by tfioze hoo
hay tu lern bothe olde and new alphabets unecesarily wide.
On thie contrary I wish to retain every speling tfiat can
posibly be retaind witfiout viola’ting tfie fundamental con-
dishon tfiat our new alphabet must be absolu’tly phonetic
for reading purposez: I wish to introduce tfie smaulest
number ov spelingz for eacli sound consistent witfi tfie his-
torical fact tfiat we hay had three main sowrcez for our
gpo’ken tung—An’glo Saxon ; Latin throo French; Latin
and Greece direct. I wood reject no meanz ov symboliz-
ing—di’graph, accent, modifi'er or new leter—tfiat iz in
u’nizon with tfie prece’ding history ov our lan’gwaj, tliow
T uze new methodz to tfie smaulest extent posibil: and
tfus I obtain a rezult az to which I confidently chalenj
comparizon witfi eny method az yet set forth. Moro'ver
by a slite chanje in my vouel system I can reprezent aul
erlier authorz (Chaucer for instans) more satisfactorily
tfian haz been hitfiertoo acomplisht. But I must not be
tempted to dwel on such materz here. I content myself
with apealing for suport to tfie stu’dent ov lan’gwaj, be-
cauz I try to preserv tfie history ov our speech from rash
inova’shon and o’nly cary out reformz wel inishiated by
our ancestorz. I apeal to reformerz ov every kinde becauz
tfier iz no chanje introduste in my system which iz opozde
to tfie skemze ov eny ov thiem: I retain indeed much
thiey wood wish to reject, but I reject nuthing whotever
that eny wun ov tfiem dezirze to retain. Tfhey difer so
ho'plesly amung tfiemselvz tliat agreement iz imposibil
except by compromize. Wun wel-nown reformer declarze
that he had ritfier hav no reform tfian admit wun baste
on the In’glish pronunsia’shon ov tfie long vouelz: an-



utfier ov stil graiter eminens haz exprest tfie convers
opinion: a third haz publisht hiz vew tfiat our prezent
alphabet iz wurs tfian nun: a fowrth haz propozde a spel-
ing not lejibil witfiout long study : to efect enything thiey
must compromize ; and tlie o'nly efectiv compromize must
be tfiat nou propozde, na‘mly, to go az far az aul go to-
getfier and thare stop—for tfie prezent. I apeal tu phi-
lolojists to be content witfi a reform which completse five-
gixths ov tfie wure yet duz not create a gap between our
existing and fu’ture printed boocs, to leap over which to
their stalwort limz wood be a smaul mater, but to mortalz
ov les divine stature wood be imposibil. I apeal to tfie
printer to suport a skeme which duz not introduce 13 new
leterz or 15 diacritics, but can be printed witli existing
typse in its entirty by uzing “fi” for “f,” and if
“th, sh,” ar left pro tempore undiferenshia’ted can be
printed witfiout eny adishonal type whotever. Fi'naly, I
apeal to tfie jeneral reader to suport a propo’zal which
wood lead to a graiter economy tfian eny utfier, wood en-
tail les la’bor on aul children or adults hoo wood hav to
lern bothe systemz, wood involv a minimum ov chanje,
apear fairly familiar, hav a graiter chans ov leading to re-
form in pronuncia’shon, and abuv aul be free from tfiat
endevor after finality which haz been tfie roc on which so
meny reformz hav struc and shiprect uterly.

Po'stseript—I hav no dout that erorz and inconsistenciz may be
found in my own speling ov this esay: if so, I dezire that they bo
atribu ted tu confughon on my part, ari’zing from my having just
nou to practis, not too or three, but meny kindze ov speling simulta’-
neosly. They ar certainly not tfie rezult ov eni ca’rlesnes ov the
printer; hooz pashens must hav been so’rly tride in seting up and
corecting from manugeript so dificult to folow az that ov the prezent
articul, I aulso dezire to state that my leter in the last number ov
the Jurnal woz printed not in my own speling but in the editorz.

Note : adrest to readerz hoo like myself dislike accents.—Accents
may be entirly avoided thus: For @ rite ak az in “ rahtfer, cahm ;"
anglicize 7, é by ¢, a az in ““mashene, tate-a-tate;” and finaly drop
(') entirly az in “ patent, secret, tiny, potent, rural.” Such a speling
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wood not sute educashonal or sientific treatisez, but wood be quite
uneccepshonabil for corespondans or literary and artistic producshonz
It wood be more like our prezent orthography than the 1623 Folio
ov Shakespear iz, and nearly az like az the 1611 edishon ov tfie Bibel.
I may ad that my system leadz to a revival ov meny olde formz, e.g.
“ plaste, uzde, bolde, namde, finde ” ar aul good 16th century spelingz.
The gramarianz hoo hav regularizde our gramar by leveling -¢, -ed,
-de and -fe in our verbal inflecshonz under wun form -ed ; and in like
maner persist in retaining -s, -se, -z and -ze in our substantival inflec-
shonz under wun form -s; hav dun az much mischeef by destroying
our forfahtfierz good wure az eny uthier clas ov medlerz in orthograph-
ical materz. While making aparent simplificashon to the ie they hav
introduste real disorganizashon for tfie ear in materz which primarily
concern that organ. This iz I trust a fairly sufishent exampel ov my
unaccented form ov speling for ordinary purpozez. On acount ov its
reviving so meny spelingz ov the Shakespearian time I caul this
modificashon ov my Historic notashon THE ELIZABETHAN
ALPHABE?,

PS. Sins this tract woz printed in tlie Phonetic Jurnal 1 hav sub-
mited it to several good scolarz hoo ar opozde tu reform. They
particu Jarly object to sk in “pashens, judishal, scanshon,” and the
like ; and sujest tfiat we shood rite ¢ paciens, judicial, scansion, vizion,”
ele., in thie belief that it iz not too late to revive the olde pronuncia’-
cion az -si- or -sy-. If this cood be dun I shood much prefer it to
aultering tfie speling : but can it be P
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Tistory and Etymolojy, and more nearly
ing to our prezent orthography tfian eny

rmd system yet propozde.

he mind the doome of right must bee:

Bowise of words, the which be spoken,

ust be the ballance, to decree
whether with truth or falshood they agree.”
—Taerie Queene, v. ii., 47.

v in eny way by the Speling Reform Asocia’shon.
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