_ strike, kick, and -

~hibited a scar on her eye, which she said

who m:‘ three y o s
expect he yould kiow & it more ‘about
erithmetic than he did? |

A—J was certainly surprised that he
went about those things in the way he
did; that he seemed to. know ' so little
about it. gL :

ml cm-

Dr. Creed as an educationalist of more
than thirty years standing said that he
was digposed; to_ ‘think. that, the results

of the-edat “training the pupils re-
ceived in the institution, were more than
fsirly eatisfactory. Ag fap as he could

Judge he thought- the instruction given
them was, in the mgis, particularly good.
He had -sometimed (at the evaminations
suggested questions 46 bé put, and wond-
ered that the deaf and dumb pupils could
display so much knowledge of the differ-
ent subjects as they did, end it seemed’
to him ¢hzt they ke jost abput as mach
of the different su'bjd‘h as ‘speaking chils.”
dren would. He was very pleased with
their drawings, and thought that, they were
memarkably good, consid the disabili-
ties under which the chﬂdfp labored.
Rev. Dr. Roberts. &

Rev. Dr.. Roberts also stated that he
was mwell pleased with the progrees of
the pupils, and although he was mot able
to institute a comparison between the’
attainments of the pupils of the school
and those of other schools, he was well
‘gatisfied with the results.

P
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Evidence Aguinst Mrs: Woodbridge; “Strik-
ing, Slapping, Butting Head Against the
Wall--Struck Witness with a_ Pitcher.”

The evidence upon this, branch .of the
mquiry was Yurniehed almost ‘entirely by
pupils, past and preseit, of the school.
Neatly all ‘of* the witnesses spoke kindly
of Mr.’ Woodbridge and his general treat-
ment of them, their grievances being en-
tirely “against "T_.'ge‘_;m fron.

A C., ‘who adgeen a_supervisor of
the girls, swore that she sasv Mrs. Wood-
bridge striking and slapping A- A., who
was ,sick and afterwards died of hasty
consumption; saw. her butting her head
against the, wall: Mrs. Woodbridge also
struek this witness with a pitcher, ‘and
iblackened, her eye. On another occasion,
Mrs. Woodbridge knocked her down—
the svitness says.she got up and knocked
the matron down. This girl says she ran
away from the,school op:account of the
croel treatment reeeived -there.

D. M. G. swore.that  the matron - was
cruel to A. A-sslapped her face and kick-
ed her;.that she was. very cruel to the
deaf servants, Ki B.'and M.-U.; saw her
beat M..U.; saw: her best Miss C. with
a belt; saw her ill-treat H. B.

L. L. This witness “swore that the:
matron;beat her and M. McL., and made
them take off theie clothes in worder that |
the beating might be attended with bet-
ter results;. this beating was given them,
witness said; for-telling about Mr. Powers
going to. their Toom. She said she saw
M. Ui pray to.God that she wight die
so that' she might eScape from ~Mrs.
Woodbridge's beatings; that she . mwas
hungry and in"“trolible” and wanted to go
to heaven. That she saw Mrs. Wood-
bridge strike M. U. with a stick, and
make her nose bieed. Mrs. Woodbridge
also beat the witnegs herself.

H. N, swore she .saw the mabron
L. H. and M. U,;
saw her ill¢reat H. B.—&kick, strike, shake
and slap her. When this witness told the
matron of some immoral act of Norman
‘Woodbridge, she was

brandished

matron, who:

her how her_eye had become blackened to
say she fell down stairs. The witness said
she did not follow- this’ adviee however.”

A M. said: she saw- Mrs. Woodbridge -
ill-treat M. U., whip ‘her with a strap
and slap her face, and saw her
iLrow a broom-handle at M. .

So{:a('!l Her by Hair, Bumped. Head Against
aill- e " “ :

M. M.—When this - witnees' told: the
matron of Powers attempting to have con-
nection with her, she then being ‘but 11
i'ears ﬁ(;ita&, she ‘said -“the matron beat
€T, -~ removing -her outer garments;
told Mis. Woodbridge the szcond ' time
about Powers, and was beaten with a etick
and. strap. For telling about Norman
Woodbridge, the matron threw a broom at
her and struck her on the eye, inflicting
quite a severe wound. The witness ex-

was caused by the blow from the broom.
Twice the matron seized her by the hair,
bumped her head against the wall and
made her nose bleed. . .

Mrs. D, the mother of a little girl
pupil, swore that ner daughter N. told
her that she had been whipped once and
slapped many, times.

M. T. swore that L. H. told bim
Deen beaten by the matron.

‘M. B, a speaking witness, gaid. that her
sister, H. B, a pupil, told her that Mrs.
‘Woodbridge had beaten her, kept her at
hooking mats, punched her and ‘pulled her
hair. H. also complained to her sister that
she did not get food enough. =~

A. 8. said that. Mrs. Woodbridge had
slapped ‘and beaten her; that she had seen
the matron bump L. H.'s head against the
wall and saw her beat L.

Kicked Pupi in the Back. :

H. B., the sigter-of ‘M., ewore that Mrs.
Woodbridge kitked her in the emall of the
back while she was scrubbing, and thet
§n consequence she was laid up under the
doctor’s care for 10 days. This girl tells
an extended story of the beating: she re-
ceived and the harsh treatment accorded
her—that ehe worked hard and was kept
away from the schoolToom. When che toid.
Mrs. \Vc_mdbridge about her son Norman

ing improper proposals to her, Mrs,
Woodbridge told her she would ve taken
to jail and hanged.

E. MdK. states that Mrs. Woodbridge
beat her with a stick and strap and made
her woik wery hard.

Murray McMackin swore that he saw
Mrs. . Woodbridge setriking M. U. with.a
stick.and broom. She etruck this witness
on the back of the head with her fists,
when he was lying with his arms on the
dedk and his face on his arms, where he
had been eent by the primcipal for some

sile had
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M. D.:eshibited a scar about an inch
long on the forehead, just above the line
of the hair, which she says was inflicted
with a boot thrown at her by Mre. Wood-

bridge.

J. S. complained of hard work and too
much scrubbing. She said that Mrs.
Woodbridge beat L. H. “all the time,”
pulled her hair, béat her with a leather
strap, and when she could not find the
strap, used a stick. She also bumped wit-
ness’ head against the wall and pulled her
hair Jots of times. /

" TPhese are gome of the statements made
by witnesses sworn to the truth of what
they stated. A. A. and M. U. are both
dead;*the former died of consumption, the
latter ‘was unfortunate and 'became a
mother, ‘went to_ the alma house in Fred-
ericton’ and there died. I do mnot think
that any of the teaching staff of the in-
stitution can be chargeable with the
paternity of her ehild. L. H., the other
persdn, who is said to have been so badly
treated by the matron, is still, or was at
the close of the inquiry, a servant of the
gchool or. of the household of Mr, Wood-
bridge. .She denied in toto the -stories of
ill-treatment in her: case, said that Mrs.
Woodbridge always treated her well, never
gbused her, and Zeelared that Mre. Wood-
bridge .was in every way good.

There were many witnesses called by the
management, to contradict ‘the testimony
of the witmesses enumerated above, but
these I shall deal with generally in con-

ment and immorality.

One Good Word for Principal Woodbridge.

There is this to be said about the princi-
pal, Mr. Woodbridge, and I am very glad
to be able to say a gopd word when the
circumstances: warrant it, more espedially
wihere so much of & condemnatory charac-
ter has to be set down againet him. He
seems to have: looked up deaf children in
all parts of the provinee; it makes no dif-
ference whether they. were of high or low
degree, rich or poor;
need of education jvere the conditions that
appealed to Mr. Woodbridge; and many
instances were given where poor children
had been :taken  from ‘their parents, their
railway fares, paid to and from Frederic-
ton, clothed; fed, and proyided
the exaction of a penny from .those who
were morally responsible to see to it that
they were provided for.

2 .
'IMMORAL CONDUCT.

B UV ——
“ Grossest Immoralities Practised in the

School” and Continued in Some Cases

After Pupils Had Left .

The charges of inmorality made by The
Pelegraph Publkishing Company, being of
€0 grave and serious-a character, the other
ch . gerious’ also though they may be,
are dwarfed into insignficance. Mr. Wood-
bridge 4nd ‘his counsel regarded the other
charges as of minor importance, and I
think rightly, I
the inquiry felt. that, while perhaps any-
thing in' the WAy of financial m'smanage-
ment might be corrected; the harsh treat
ment, if proved, overlooked with a cau-
tign; -and any ehortcomings in respect of
the school: treining of+the-pupils remedied—
if the charges of immorality against the
principal and the male deémbers of his
teaching staff ‘and of his:family were sus-
tained, the usefylness of the school would
Pe destroyed, and the institution become 2
thing of the past.

The evidence of many of the deaf female
witnesges, if true, shows a ghocking state
of affairs. No only were the grossest im-
moralities practiced in the school by the
principal, Mr. Powers and Norman Wood-
bridge, but the principal and Mr. Powers
appeared to keep in tonch with sev-

 {eral of the pupils after they had left
 the ' school, and continued the evil
practices begun in the school ‘itself.

\" As the whole of the évidence wi
gubmitted, it would serve: mo useful pur-

pose to give here in detail the evidence
of the witnesses produced on this branch
of the inquiry. feel it .to be my duty,

however, in view of the vast amount of
testimony taken, that T should give a re-
gume of the most important parts of it.
This I ehall endeavor to do as succinetly
and fairly as I can, dealing first with Mr.
Powers, who seems to have been the chief
offender in, this respect.
e Mr. Powers.”

Here follow details unfit for publica-
tion. A
Principal Woodbridge.

Here follows details unfit for publica-
tion. :

. Norman ‘Woodbridge. :

Here follows details unfit for publica-
tion.
s Howard Woodbridge.
“ Howard Woodbridge ¢omhes out of this
Garnival of vice ‘and immeorality with a
comparatively “decent record, only two
witnesses, L. W. and L. L., giving evi-
dence in any way ineriminating him. Both
of these witnesses swear that Howard did
bad with them. ¢ ey

No Doubt as to Meaning of Witnesses.

I think I have .before stated, but I
might here repeat it, that it was clearly
established hevond any question that the
words “doing bad” as used. by these wit-
nesses meant having ‘sexual intercourse or
carnal connection. The sense of modesty
in meny of the. witnesses deterred them
from using a more exact but more vulgar
phrase., Qthers of them, when pressed to
be more explicit, did not hesitate to use
the common language of the day, about
which there could be ne doubt.

In all, 80 witnesses were called, sworn
and examined, and one from abroad, by
consent, filed sworn anewemy to interro-
gatories submitted to him. Forty of these
were deaf and 41 speaking persons. Coun-

| sel supporting the charges called 23 deaf

and 18 speaking witnesses and counsel for
deaf

and 23 speaking witnesees.
Contradictions.

Of the witnesses for the management,
I may say that Mr. Woodbridge, Mrs.
Woodbridge, Mr. Powers, Norman and
Howard Woodbridge,in the most emphatic
‘and ®olemn manner, denied the charges
made against them and contradicted in
detail the different witnesses produced in
support of the charges. All the testimony
of the witnesses +whose names I have
above mentioned, so far as that testimony
would tend to support. the charges of
cruelty and immorality, setands squarely
contradicted by those who were jnvolved
in the charges.

L. H. denied that there was any wrong-
doing between herself and any_member
of the teaching staff, and also the acts of
cruelty spoken of by the other witnesses
_as 'having been practised on her. Two
‘medical men, Doctors Atherton and Me-
Nally, who had made a physical examin-

preash of disciplinel: . :
T.. W. also swore to the ill-trratment of

¥, U. by the mefron,

%
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ation of E. L., were called to show that,

| the charges, it must not be forgotten' that

pection with both the charges of ill-treat-|

being deaf and in |’

for, without

, for every one connected with.

opinion it was simply impossible that wh”atl
was spoken of as having taken place with
he¥ could have occurred; the idea uppept
most dn the minds of ‘those who were’
forced to repel the charges evidently being
that if the evidence respecting "the im-
moralities said to have been committed '
with this girl conld be broken down, then
upon the principle falsus in uno, falsus
in omnibus, 4ll-the. testimony of the deafi
witnesses must be thrown aside, and the
charges themselves fall to:the ground.

Some Tell of Good Treatment.

Several of the older boy-pupils of the
school were called and ewore to the good
treatment they had received and) the good
quality of the food given them while in
the echiool; Sevéral parents of, pupils also
gave evidencé of the same char-
acter. Three or four speaking witnesses,
ladies and‘former eervants of the school,
gave testimony along the same. lines., Mies
WOOdblnﬂ(o #nd Miss Alberta,Woodbridge
testified to the.entire absence of anything
like immorality or cruelty, €o.far g their
knowledge - went, ‘and spoke of the excel-
lence of the home treatment of the pupils
while at the school, and of the good qual-
ity and abundance of the fare ziven them.

_While‘ there ‘'was the large number men-
tioned of witnesses catled in refutation of

the testimony of many of them was of a

negative character; they had been either
working or visiting at the school and: saw |
and heard nothing of the harsh treatment !
complained of. Mr, Gregory put in evi-,
dence: the statutory deciarations of three |
witnesses, D. M. G., H. B. and Howard
‘Breen, and the written statemeats of two
‘others to contradict the evidencé ‘given
by them at the inquiry. The declarations
were prepared by lawyers, acting in be-
half of M#. Powers and Mr. Wqodbridge,.
.and were: gouched :in ' the usual legal
phraseology.

BELIEVED WITNESS i
DIDN'T UNDERSTAND |

R ]

Declaration Contradicting Charges Couched |

in Language Beyond Pupil Who Made It.

-ig- concerned ‘I am. gatisfied from having
heard ‘her testimony and seen her while
Igiving it, and being thus to some extent
in a position to form an opinion of her
mental attainments, that ehe had no more
idea of the meaning of the language em-
ployed or of the effect of it than if an
unknown language had been employed in
the preparation of the declaration signed
by her.” And ‘a singular feature of these
-declarations and written statements is
that they appear to have been prepared
before any formal charges were preferred
against the school or its staff. Mr. Hol-
land; ome of the legal gentlemen em-
ployed, swore that it was in anticipation !
of the charges of immorality to be pre- !
ferred that he wase employed by Mr.
‘Powers to obtain the statutory declara-
tions of former pupils of the institution.
And in two cases where declarations were
obtained’ Mr. Powers acted as imterpreter
and in the third cdse Mr. Woodbridge so
acted. In order to show the circumstances
under which the declarations were ob-
tained it might perhaps be well to give
the evidence upon that point, given at
the inquiry one of the declarents, one
of the ‘best educated of the witnesses be-
fore ‘the commission, D. M. G.:—

Q.—What day did Mr. Woodbridge get
you ‘to sign the paper and ~go to the
lawyer?

A.—The next day after that (paper con-
taining questions and anewers already in
evidence) was written I went to the
lawyer.

Q.—Did Mr, Woodb}‘idge tell you why
he wanted you to sign’the paper for him?

A.~—No.

Q.—When he wrote the paper what did
he say to you?

A.—To sign.

Q.~Did he tell you why he wrote the
paper for you to eign? =

A.—He told me I must not tell; that
the boys were mot bad, and I told him I
could not tell lies. Mr. Woodbridge said
my name would be epoiled. He gaid that
my name will be put in the paper.

Q—Did you know all the words in the
paper?

A ~—No, I knew a few.

Q.—Did you go' to the lawyer’s office
with Mr. Woodbridge?

A—Yes, .

Q—What did the lawyer do, and what
did you.do?. ... . :

A .—The lawyer copied what Mr. Wood-
bridge had written, and I wrote my name.

Q. —Before you signed, did the lawyer
ask you any questions?

A.—No.

Q.—Were you alone with the lawyer
when you signed the paper?

A —No.

Q—Was Mr. Woodbridge there?

A .—Mr. Woodbridge was there. He was
making signs to me I must keep still about
it.

Q—Did" you understand all that was in
the paper?

A.—A little—a few sentences—something
about boys—but I did not upderstand the
language of a good deal of it.

Q—Wis there anything said in the
paper that was not true?
A.—Yes. I saw that there was untruth

there, but 1 wae threatened that I must
keep still. : :

Q—Then why did you sign it if it was
not true?

A.—T +was threatened by Mr. Woodbridge
—seolded.

Q.—Can you remember anything in the
paper that was not true?

A —About the boys being bad, and about
his sons :and Mr. Powers not being bad.
*fhat statement was not true.

THREATS EMPLOYED.

e

A Reason Why the Storics Didn't Reach the
Public Ear Sooner.

The question might suggest itself, how is
it, if this immorality and haveh treatment
‘had been going on so long, we mever heard
of it before? It wag sought to be estab-
lished that the management of the school,
in order to guard againet the noising
abroad of stories of the evil practices com-
plained of, endeavored by thremts and in-
timidation to close the mouths of the
pupils, and I think there is not wanbing
evidence to show that this was really the

Sl

case. Ome witness, while gwing her evi-
dence in St. John, asked if she would be
arrested for telling. It also seems that
in the minds of many parents and guard-
jans. there was an undercurrent of suspic-
jon regarding the moral atmosphere of the
school. Many of the girls stated that the
renson they \did not make the disclosures
earlier was that the principal and others
in the school threatemed them with im-
prisonment and death, if they told tales

{it struck me that many of the witnesses

So far'4g one at least of the declarents |

.was held entirely private—so

out of achool; others stated that they
were threatcned with arvest if they told.

1“ % result of their examination, in their 1 Ong lady o0k {et - daughter away, from the § Prince s lyipg when lis told tbeee young J
biox B

RN

school because -she heard that ghe school
was not. what it ought to- be—heard that
there were stories of immorality and bad
food, and mneglect of the pupils.” Another
lady took her daughter away because she
was willing to pay for her tuition, and was
not at all eatisfied that” ber;child snould,
do work about the institution. ‘I'nree
pupils, A, S., A. C. and, Myrray, McMack n
ran away from the school because of harsh
treatment. F. McK. and" Howard Breen:
were taken from the school because their
parents were not satisfied with the way
things were going on there—too much
work and not enotigh study, they tnought.
Murray McMackin wis taken. aWway by li'e
sister on account :of hard usage. J. S. was
removed by her parents because ¢f hard
work, scrubbing, ete. . AR

Why Rev. Mr. Campbell Resigned. « . . -

The Rev. Geo. M. Campbeil, of St John, |
who was for a short ‘time-.on: the . board
of management and .who' stated tnat he
vesigned 28 a protest agdingt: the ‘way i
avhich the board did its business, ‘in mov-
ing and adopting a repart. whicl they,. on’
their own showing, koew -nothing: about,
also stated that while M. Woodbridge
might be the most excellent tan ‘that ever’
lived, and the most competemt for the
position, he (Mr. Campbell) did not know
it,’and as one of the board of managers,
before he certified to the people, he ought
to know it. e resigned because he relt
that he was not doing what he was theré
to ‘do, and that if a member of the Metho-
‘dist church in any part of the province, or
even in the city of Fredericton ehould
come -to him for information, which he
felt they had a right t6 expect from him
in ' regard to the working of the school,
bhe was not in a .posibion.to get i, of
could only get it by slow pracess and by
putting himself where he felt he. did not
want to be. T is

1 think it worthy of remark here, that
while many of the witnesses called in sup-
port of the charges iweré bright, intelli-
gent and fairly able to exprees themselves,

.minor details; and yet: no -one wou'd
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THE BUILDING WHERE THE

produced on the other side—I do not in-
clude the male deaf Witnesses—were of a
decidedly low order of intelligence. In-
deed, to such an extent was this apparent,
that several of them hatl. fo be abandoned
as hopeless. .

BALANGING TESTIMONY.

Instances Which Showed: the Truth of :the
Pupils’ Stories: s

One witness. who had given rather damag:
ing testimony against the male members
of the teaching staff, was recalled by Mr.
Wdodbridge, who had gone to her home
in St. John and. obtained her against the
will of her sister, with whom she lived,
so the sister said, and his counsel asked to
have her reexamined. This was done;
and on her second examination she re-
tracted everything she had formerly eaid,
and stated that the school and everything
and everybody connected with it were
good, and that what she had formerly
stated was all untrue. But when she again
reg;;rined the company of her friends and
relatives—she having been at the time of
her second examination staying with Mrs.
Waodbridge at the institution—she re-
trapted her eecond statement, and declared
thait all she had setated on the fir¢t exam-
ination was true. , When * her sister, a
speaking witness, and who seemed to me
to be a lady of character and refinement,
stated that her sister had told her many
years before of some of the things ehe had
aworn to in the first examination, I do
not think that anyone would .have had any
difficulty . in determining which . of fhe
statements was the true ome. ; ;

Of couree, if, in proof of the charges,
only such testimony as that given by this
deaf g rl, who, although six years in scheol,
seemed to be sadly deficient in education,
was adduced, no one would in my opinion
lbe justified in concluding that the charges

were true. But among all the witneeses,
this was the only one, or at
all events the only one that 1
have any knowledge  of, who took
back or modified anything that

had been said. At the urgent and earnest
solicitation of Mr. Weoodbridge, who stat-

ed 'to me that the evidence given by two ;

other female witnesses, so far as it con-
cerfied himself—and it was certainly very
damaging against him—was entirely un-
true and without foundation, and wishing
to gfford Mr. Woodbridge the fullest op-
portunity of clearing himself of the foul
charges alleged against him, with the aid
of the intempreter, I examined the second
time each of these witnesses. It was sug-
gested that in the first examination, they
weze being controlled by some malign in-
fluence, and to avoid this, if any such
influence existed, the seeond examination
far as it
could be, with only the interpreter, the
withess and myself present. Both the
witnesses declared in the most solemn
mahner and with considerable warmth,
that what they had previously stated was
true.

. The case of L. H. is somewhat peculiar.
It will be remembered that she completely
exonorated Mr. Woodbridge, Mr. Powers
and the others from any wrong doing, yet
several of the witnesses swore that they
saw her in compromising mpositions with
the mien of the school. H. N. and D. G.
both swore that Mr. Ernest E. Prince,
who was a teacher in the school, and 1s
said to be the best educated deaf person
in the province, told them that he had
seen Powers and L. together “on a sofa in
one of the rooms of the institution. Mr.
Prince admitted under oath that he had
so told Miss N. and Miss G., but added
that. when he had told them so, he ¥as
lying. The difficulty one has in a case such
as this, is in determining whether Mr.

‘to i)e susceptible of far higher culture than

. the modern books of practice, a form ‘of

&

girls this story, or endeavoring ‘to cover’
up the truth when he gave his evidenee
at the inquiry-

Tn the testimony produced in support of
the charges, and I think the same may be
said of the testimony offered by the other I
side, there were some apparent contradic-
tions, but no more perhaps, ~than might’
be expected to occur in any inquiry or
trial where upwards of forty witnesses on
each side were produced. We all knotv
that it is mot unusual to find witnesses
giving accounts of  the same events or
transactions, and widely differing in . the

ot - o

think of impeaching the tesfimony of
such witnesses, if in the main, thelr state-
ments coincided. : :

Deaf and Dumb Competent Witnesses
Meeting for the first time, a class of
witnesses that are not often found in
‘the courts, one has not the light of ‘past |
experience  to guide him in’ forming “an'
opinion as to their truthfulness or credi-
bility. Are the deaf; as 2 class, truthful?
1s their testimony, considering their great
limitations to be received fhe same  as
that of speaking and hearing witnesses?
These are questions that have caused me
no' little concern. The findings upon ~ the
evidence, if adverse, must, as to some of
the charges, be based almost entirely upon
the testimony of deaf witnesses, and one
cannot be unmindful of the responsibility
attaching to a report that may, perhaps
affect the life of an institution that has
for many years stood well in- the estima-
tion of a lange number of the people of
thé province, and which will certainly
bring humiliation and sorrow to' ‘many
wliom one would much preféf ‘to'!'see
spared. TR
That the deaf and dumb are to be ac-
cepted as competent witnesses, appears to
be mow the rule of law. The judges for-
merely held that persons deaf and dumb
from their birth, were in contemplation
of law idiots; but this presumption is
certainly no longer recognized, as persons

e

SOHOOL WAS CONDUCTED.

afflicted with these calamities, have been
found by the light of modern science, to
be ‘much more intelligent in general, and

was at once supposed. Still, when a deaf
mute is adduced as a witness, the court,
in the exercise of due eaution, will take
care before he is examined, that he pos-
sesses the requisite amount . of intelligence,
and that he understands the nature of an
osth. When the judge is satisfied
on ithese heads, the witness may be sworn
and give evidence by means of an inter-
prater- If he is able to.communicate his
ideas perfectly by writing, he will be re-
quired to adopt that, as the more satis-
factory method; but if his knowledge of
that method is imperfect, he will be per-
mitted fo testify by means of signs.“Taylor
Ev. Vol. 1I, 1170 (8th Eng. Ed.)

Deaf and dumb persons were formerly
presumed to have understandings so de-
fective as to be in all cases incompetent;
a presumption entirely contrary to ex-
perience, and one not likely  mow to be
made. Harrod v. Harrod, 1. K. & J. 9.
The state of the intellect of such a wit-
ness might, of course be reasonably en-
quired into, before staking his testimony,
as, the usual channels of communication
being cut off, the education of such a per-
son is more than usually difficult. Roscue
N. P. Evidence, Vol. I, 160. '

And that deaf persons are now admitted
as gompetent witnesses in all courts where
the English system of jurispradence pre-
vails is further shown by the fact that in

oath to be administered to the interpreter
whe is to interpret their testimony, is
usually prescribed.

The same law obtains in the United
States. : :

It was formerly held that persons. who
were deaf and dumb from their birth,
were, in contemplation of law, idiots, but
owing to the remarkable success achieved
in modern times in.educating such per-
song, this presumption no longer .exists,
and awhen a deaf mute is brought fonward
as a witness, if the court is satisfied that
he poszsesses the requisite amount of intel-
ligence and understands the obligation of
an oath, he may be sworn and exami

to reduce his answers to writin,
Eng. Enc. of Law, VoNXXIX/

The extracts above quoted, would seem
to leave no room for doubt as to the com-
pefe{xcy of the deaf. I subjoin the
opinions of geverai, whose opinions ought
to ‘be most valuable, as to their credi-
bility. .

Expert Opinions Quoted.

Ppincipal James Fearon, of the Halifax
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb, says:
“It must be remembered that deaf chil-
dren are eight, nine, ten years or even
longer in the world before they ecome
under instruction and when, at 18 or 20
vears of age, they are physically men and
women, intellectually and morally they
are children. The question of heredity
and environment is also to be considered,
and these children are mostiy drawn from
the poorer classes. My experience has
been that while as a rule they are honest
and trustworthy, they are at the same
time more easily influenced and moce
easily made to contradict themselves than
hearing children of the same age. They
seem to have less confidence in themselves
and to consider hearing and speaking boys
and girls their superiors. 1 consider deal
person:, property trained and educated,
not inferior morally or intellectually to
their hearing and speaking brothers and
sisters.”

R. Mathison,. of Beliville (Ont.) eays:
“During the past 23 years I have been in-
timatelv associated with the deaf in this

‘gtand the position of affdirs,

province, as superintendent of the Oun-

Ltariq Imstitution at Bellville, Wg ha\‘e‘deaf.

an average attendance of about 255 pupils
each vear and over 1200 have passed
through the institution during that time,
and since its erection in 1870; most of
them are now residing in various paris
of the province and are a self-respecting,
law-abiding, industrious class of citizens.

“Many people have erroneous ideas of
the characteristice and capabilities of the
deaf and this misconception is aided by

. the seeming etupidity of the uneducated

deaf on account of their inability to com-
municate with hearing people and their
shyness arising trom the realization ol
this inability.  As a matter of fact the

‘deaf are in all respects similar to hearing

people, with the exe~ption of their deaf-
ness. Of course there ‘are among ' them
some stupid ones, and eome even more
than etupid, just as there are, and in

.quite as large a proportion, among the

hearing; but comparing them individually
and collectively, the.'deaf will not . suffer
by the comparison. They may not be
able to aequire the facility of expressing
their ideas in language as well as hearing
and epeaking people, but all the same
they know when a matter is right and
when it is wrong; they have keen percep-
‘tions and generally decide for the right.
There are some prevaricators among them,
but when they are made to understand
that it is the exact truth that is required
they will tell it without fear or affection
in nearly all cases. In point of morals,
the deaf ave perhaps euperior to the hear-
ing, ae a whole, mot that they possess less
inherent evil, but because their deafness
renders it more difficult for them to learn
and practice evil habits. As a rule the
desf are very susceptible to religious ‘n-
fluence and are much more reverent than
hearing people, which. is probably due to
the fact that they do mnot hear sacred
things eo flippantly and familiarly spoken
of as other people every day-of their lives.
While attending echool their characters
are formed for good or bad; it is the
training that is received there that is in-
delibly impressed upon their minds. I,
aa ' children, they are taught right prin-
ciples, trained honestly and fairly, in their

after lives they will feel grateful remem-

brances of those who taught and cared for
them and endeavored to lead them in the
path of duty—even if some of them stray
away at times.”

Generally Reliable.

And Miss Walker, the matron of the
Ontario institution, says: “I have been
with the deaf for 13 years and do not hesi-
tate to say 1 consider them generally as
reliable as speaking and hearing children.
We have them of all degrees of intelli-
gence, some with Tittle or no home train-
ing, but after they have 'been here a few
years and become conversant with the
ways of people and have learnedi to under-
I am often
surprised at the justice of their decisions.
1f they understand fully what you are ex-
plaining to them and are asked to tell
the truth,.I think you can rely implicitly
upén what they say. They, are like other
chiidren—it all depends upon the training
they receive, as they have the fadlte pecu-
liar to all human nature.” i

Miss Sarah Fuller, principal of the Hor-
ace Mann School for the Deaf, Boston,
says: ‘“From close observation of deaf
children during a period of more than 30
years, as a teacher, I do not hesitate to
say that I think them naturally as truth-
ful and ptre as children who are not deaf;
ag |responsive to kindness and love ‘as
thay, and as capable of receiving instruc-
tion in manners and morals.”

Abel 8. Clark, for 35 years a teacher in
the School for the Deaf at Hartford
(Conn.) says: “As to the moral respon-
sibility of the deaf,their truthfulness, their
distinctions and desires as between good
and bad, I do mot consider that they dif-
fer. from other people. There are unre-
liable deaf persons; there are deaf per-
sons who will lie; and there are deaf per-
cons who would die rather than lie. There
are deaf persons just the same as other
people, who could not be ewerved from
what they think is right. I have the ex-
perience which teaches me that children
béen deaf are mot a whit inferior in moral
power—in ability to be educated in moral
power—than children who are able to
hear for a time and then become deaf.
Whether or not the deaf as a class are
more easily susceptible to improper in-
fluences depends very much on their
teachers. While the child is.at school
the teacher is in the place of father and
mother to it and the child regards its
teachers with fatherly or motherly affec-
tion and trusts them; and the teachers

can influence them and do inevitably in-;

fluence them for right or wrong. It is
~what the teacher is that makes tha child.

¢ the teacher is a true . man,
the pupil will become true, in'  the
main, Of coumse there are exceptioms. We

expect that where children are brought up
under proper family restraint and instrue-
tion, they will turn out well, and it fis 80
in our schools. We are led to beueve that
if they are taught right and are ‘properly
instructed they will learn to do right by
example. They will be influenced by their
teachers, and it is the teachers’ business
so to instruct them that when they go out
in the world they will be abie to stand for
themselves and be independent men and
women, and that is the charactes of the
great majority of the deaf that I have
known in the New England States. They
‘have minds of their own, are independent,
labor in the community as men and Wom-
en of good moral integrity. 1 believe that
it a deaf child be properly educated, it
will be so impressed by its teacher’s in-
structions that it cannot be turned aside
f#om what it has Tearned in its instruc-
tion and education. They are simply filled
with diegust when they are approached by
people who try to fill their minds with
poison and make them believe that good
is evil and evil is good. I feel that the
deaf are staunch in their adherence to
principle and what has been taught them
in #chool.”

Mr- Powers’ Opinions.

Mr. Power’s opinions regarding the
truthfulness of the deaf as a class ‘can be
gathered from his cross-examination by
Mr, Phinney, as follows:—

Q.—What do you think of them as a
class, are they untruthful?

A.—Yes.

(Q.—\When did you form that opinion?

A.—For a long time.

Q.—As a class they are more untruthiul
than ordinary speaking children?

A —IThat is my ' opinion—my honest
opinion.

().—And that is based langely upon your
knowledge in conmection with this institu-
tion?

A-—Xcs ;

()—Have you formed that opinion more
conclusively since the inquiry?

A.—No.

Q.—Did you ever express an opinion be-

fore the inquiry like that?
A.—] cannot say that, but I can say I
hold that opinion positively.
Q.—For how long have you held that?
A-1 have a very poor opinion of the

b R Sl S N S o o Sl W

Q1 did Bk ask “thet. ' o
have you entertained- that.
year or two?
A.—Sixteen years. ° PR
Q—Then early in your career you eame
to the conclusion that they were liars?
A—T came to the conclusion’£h
were unreliable. .3
Q—Do you think that desfne
them more unreliable or les’
A think it maikes them less truthful.
Q.—Then it is-a feature of - theiy- failing
or their deprivation of hearing that.you
think they would be likely to be untru
ful and that they are un Syl
A.—T know that they are, I have ‘always
regarded them as a:-peculisr clagser .~
Q.—Peculiar because theyiqi']mtb':@r?

weddin

- el

A —Peculiar in their mode: of ‘thonght
Q—Does that arise from fheir fiot héar-
ing? ne bbe e o
A.—No doubt. A LA T
Q.—What would you say. a chud
that was a epdaking ehild or Heting child
until he or she was of some gé, and then
associatimg w:th other young:children in
the fami.y, would that change their moral
principles? : ; L
A.—JI think that' would make a .ler-
ence. S Sl 3
Q.—As to their truthfulness—if truthful
before, would they become untruthful after
losing their hearing—is that your expres: i
sion of opinion? f g
A.—Well, no; I do not think the 'los of 87
their hearing at that time would make 4
them untruthful, but if they had much
association with other deaf ‘children, T
think they would acduire many 'of the
characteristics of those children. =« "=
Q.—You think the bad ones are wiose
born deaf, and those that are born. -
ing are born- good," and- that the others
will counteract the good omes?
—~Yes. ety ik
Q.—And you advance that as your &in-
cere and steadfast opinion as a m:{er of
deaf mutes? PAEES
A.—Yen. i #
Q—That principle carried out, ¢hen' it
would be better not to aseociate them; or. .
keep them separate—that is educated sing-""
1y? it o Ml s s
A.—Yes. Lk o
Q.—As a general rule you wﬂd.h’n’ﬁ‘,‘d&
confidence in the statememts of the deaf '/
pupils? . e, ST w L e
A—1 would not Wave much confidence
in their statements. 5y
- Q«—Take one. of your desf pupis; And
one of those girls or boys made a state-
ment o you, which, of your own perwonal -
kiiowledge, you .4 not kmow-whether it
wae correct or mot, wou,l@ _ygp“bg‘:.in doubt.

. o]

and hesitate as to whethet yout wou'd bes
lieve that as being correct? - ¥ ..l oo
A.—If there was anything important,.I

would try and verify it miyself; if it was
something unimportant T would: fet it go.** - ]
Q.—But important or unimportent, would.;, §
vou efill have any absolute confidence in ° 'y
its ‘truthfulness? Bl
A.—No. £t !
Q.—That applies to all deaf mutes, jrre-
spective to education-or Want- of edwea, =1
tion? DA RO B e
A.—Yes. G A i
Q. —As the child becomes more educatet
and more under training, would your
fidence in the pupil grew? .:
A—I think they wonld:
skillful dn lying. e e e
Q—It would not change “their moral ...
characteristics as to’truthfulness?®: . -
A.—Not in my. opimion. = " 3 ¢ s g
Q—Do you say that, leaving out. the :.¢
evidence of these girls with' reference $0 ..o
improprities with yourself and other mem-. - .
bers of Mr. Woodbridge’s family—anythiog i
of an immoral character—would you accept:. rws
their statements under oath as to other.. .

o more

incidents? :
A.—No sir, I would mot. - S
Q—You wonld not believe any omg-of =
them? ) i
‘A.—No. At
Q—Mr. Prince, nor D. G, mor Hy Nipies
nor any of them? i
A—1 would not make any distinction
Q.—They would tell a lie more l«viﬂ"dﬂg.
than they would tell the truth®” T -
A~Yes. - - S5 Ry
(—Then would you, as a téadlier of exr
perience, say to the jomer thaty .
unless their evidence as . to other fects.
outside of the immoral charges, ~whigh, ..y
they have given, has been corroborated,
he ought to place no confidénce in them? -
A—Df course in giving: ‘eviderce  they
would state things that wers tzme, | .
Q.—Simply because it came from.them, -
you would have o . confidence in b iy
truth? | aniil
A—No.’ 5 : K
Mr. Woodbridge Differs from His Assistant.
Mr. Woodbridge’s “opinion. as 'to the
{ truthfulness of the deaf does net at all
coincide with Mr. Powers’ views, a8 given'
above. Mr. Woodbridge’s eiahﬁfu%oﬂ- oh SEE
this branch of the inquiry is as follows:— (&
Q. —Speaking of their trofhfulness, im wiuc
a general “way, have you ever ‘had dny
reason to think they are untrwthfal? @ " :
A—My own experience is that I have . oif
had many friends, deaf mutes, ‘Who ‘have= .
been truthful, as far as I knew, and ¥
could depend upon' them: entirely the &ame,
as'upon myself, but taking mamy ‘of the ' *L
children we have had they seem addieted . “pa
to the habit of exaggeration for one thing.
For instance, they will say ' that their
homes are better than the institution;
that the food they get here is better
than we supply them with; that they have ..
a large number of cows—I18 or 20 cows,
40 or 50 sheep and five or six hore¢s, when
I know they have mot, and they eeem:fo.i. *
delight 'in saying their own homes 5. and. ..a®
places and farms are better than ‘anything "
we have or can give them. Another fact el
is that they will come’ in &nd “day-‘that
their work is done—T did’ everything you e
{ told me to do”’—and T will take them out- . -
side and see if it is, and I ‘will'ask them, -
“Did you do that?’ They: will ‘eay, “I . s
forgot.” “Well,” I would sy, “‘you kmew ..
you had that to do?”’ “Oh,” they would . s
say, “I forgot to doit.” And many times. . g
they will come in and say they -have done R
things they have not. - $ Tt
Q.—Are they easily influenced: for the -/
time being? i A
A—Yes, that has been my ‘experience..
Q.—When you are with them you ‘usually, .
find them tractable and easily led?: .\ '« .
A.—I have no hother with:them while
I am with them, and if I am away'lttle &,
quarrels. will occur and when T come back tw
by a little reasoning and showing faults -
on both sides, they will be amenable and
it will be all right. Vg i
Q—You do mot go to the length Mr,' ~ -
Powers does, in his general view of them * "
as o class? L e
A—No, 1 don’t. My aympathies have al-\: "
ways been with the deaf and T havespemt -
my life amongst them, and I have looked
upon their ghortcomings with & ceftdin e
amount of favor, and T have made: allow-
ances for them. I know they have fayity
which are more promivent in thewm thaw’
in other people. I should have, ore  ¢on
fidence in speaking children than T wou
in deaf mutes, yet I hawe endeavoréd to
wake allowances for them on aceount of

(Continued oa page 7, fifth- ¢ Lound)
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