
Bpt'ciflc. Ill this contention h«> Wiisj justice wa.- therein the eniph.itic n

-

overruled liy Doctor Mills. The fact i

thill. .Mr. IScall's inenioraiKhini ile.iK

witli a very njicI and very disgraceful

state of alV.iirs, and both Doctor Hod-
gins and Principal Dyiuieid wished to

shelve the i|iicsti()n without discussion

ii'that were ].ossi))le. I charj^e that

the complainants were a! no time

treated as prt>secut(.i's, hut as mere
witnesses, hein^ oismissed I'lom the

• 'Ui|uiry roi':i> hcforc any olhev witni'ss

was called. 'I'lic Driucip.il was never

absent and was free to tjucstion each

and every witness as lie fell disposi-d.

Again I repeat that Doctor Chamhei-
lain. Inspector of prisons and charities,

was associated with Iheconnnissioners

originally anpointed. a f;ict in itself

amply sufiicient to frustrate the pur

pose of the encpiiry, for the Pi'incipal

and the Inspector hold ahsohite sw.iv

in the Institution. There is no appeal

fnsal of the conunissioners to read
Tru-ss evidence to him and to hear
his st.itement then and there, or
in the hrutal sneer of Do<-tor

Chandierlain that he had not proved
his charges-' F.-icts are facts: study
them.

T. W. .McLean, Literary Tea<Mer.
(caUed l.y Mr. Ueall.

)

<l. What do you knowofthetie.it-
ment of I lie te.K liershy the I'rincipal Y

A. I li.ive fi'jl th.it .soinetinies we
have Iteen dealt with severely, and
sometimes leni<'ntly. My ojunion h; s
changed constantly. On the whole, I

have thought that we have not hern
treated as fairly .IS I would desire. Our
.cperience did not .seem lo coiiii' I'l r

much, in consultation in regaul to
iiiauag(>ment.

The I'rincipal: -I l.ive you known me
from their decision, l-'or this rea.son I

|
to do aiiytliing towards you tli.-it voii

nnhe-^itatingly charge ihat the st.-ilYj would call huilying or teirori/.ii : or
was lashed into line by tlireats of ilis-

1
have you seen me so treat other teach

missal from the sei'vici-. This charge

can he proveil before any non-parti/.an

tiibunal, and I court tlH> o|)p(U'tunity

to prove it. Otiicials enlre.itcd the

complainants not to call them ;is wit-

nesses, and within twenty-four hours

two Ilienibers of the st.ilV, the two we
f'"mly bi'lieved to be the leiders of

their (;olleagues and the friends of the

blind, completely changed their front.

Head the following ollicial statement

of tluir evidence. Place it against the

doiMimi iitary evidence that follows.

Bear in mind these witnesses were not

under oath, and that half a score of

witr.essi's could have been called in re-

futation had the coni))lainants been

allowed to call them, and then say if

yon can what brought about the

change, if intiiiiid'itioii diil not.

Why doi'S this evidence not state

who called Tliom.is Truss-' Why was
theauthor of the UatcIilVe painphlef

not given an (ipport unity lo defend

hiniHcIf on the spot ? What show of

A. I don't think that you have ever
bullied me. If '^peakingsharp.y ii.eans

bullying. 1 h.ive been spoken to in that
way sometimes. I re.illy <lo not want
lo give any evidence; I would rather
not give any evidence.

l^. Vou know whether the I'rincipal's

treatment is uiKhny liaish ^

A. I don't think I havet-ver received
haishtrcatin 'ut. I have.ihvays f •kuu-
derxeslralnttoacertainextent. For ex-
ample, one morning I was called out of
the cl.iss-room to the water-closet.
The Priiicipal cinie iind asked why I

was out of the class-room. I resented
it very much, and felt iiidign.mt about
it.

t^. W^is it the manner or the.ictionJ'

A. Hoth. Another time I was in
the Ihirsar's oHice, in the morning,
waiting for a checpie. Mr. Dynumd
came in and asked why 1 was there.
and calletl my attention to tlie fact

U


