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iuebgi DRAWING BOOK Henderson, Mary C. Roberts, Georgina 
Beddington.

Mr. Elliott pointed out, in- connecr 
lion with the. school board’s demand 
for the affidavits and Miss Cameron's 
refusal, which had resulted ln.her dis
missal, that the trustees had before 
then rendered their final verdict In re
gard to the matter, 
beep folly, he contended,
Cameron to surrender the only thing 
in her possession for the perpetuation 
of the evidence in defence of her posi
tion, especially after the board had 
taken so definite a stand. "It would 
be like burning the ship and leaving 
us high and dry on shore,” he conclud-

Mr. Elliott wanted to know whether It 
would be necessary in his cross-examina
tion to go through all the books. If he 
had the assurance of his learned friends 
that they would not object to his refer
ring to any particular book during the 
progress of the coifimlssion he would 
eliminate this portion of his cross-exam
ination. He added that the defence would 
be directly contradictory to the evidence 
submitted by the 
that such a thing might become neces
sary.

An adjournment was then taken for 
lunch.

basis of a figure. He stated that such 
a thing was not allowed in model 
drawing. It consisted solely of free
hand work, and its utility was the 
training of the student to form a 
design symmetrically by the use of 
hand and eye and without the assis
tance of any mechanical appliance. Un
less there was absolute compliance 
with the instructions issued by him the 
drawings could not be considered 
model in the strict sense of the term.

In the drawing book of Mabel Booz 
the witness drew attention to the fact 
that a pin had been used in order to 
mark the vanishing point in the per- 
fecture of one of the designs. Other 
lines, he said, had been plainly ruled. 
Comparing the work of the pupil men
tioned apart the regular drawing book 
and that done in the latter witness 
claimed there was a marked difference. 
It was plainly apparent that, when 
the child was placed before a model 
and required to draw it without the 
assistance of a “spurious perspective” 
the result was utter failure, "Those 
drawings are beautiful if they had been 
done according to the free-hand sys
tem," he added, "but such wasn’t the 
case.”

In the instances where the designs 
had been executed without perspective 
the lines used. Instead of converging, 
diverged. This was a most conclusive 
proof of ruling.

Georgina Beddington’s book elicited 
some rather amusing salies on the part 
of the witness. He said it was the 
most extraordinary drawing he had 
ever seen with the exception of that of 
Master Muirhead, which he would re
fer to later. In reference to one design 
he remarked that the pupil would have 
had to have been suspended from the 
ceiling in order to trace such angles 
naturally. (Caught r„)

The commissioner—Marks were not 
disallowed because of the ruled draw
ing altogether?

Witness replied in the negative, and 
continuing, he wanted it clearly under
stood that the books were Thrown out 
for three reasons. These were firstly, 
the infringement of the regulations by 
the permission of the use of ruled 
lines; secondly, the similarity of the 
character of the designs throughout, 
and thirdly, the varied size of the 
figures when the instructions demand
ed that they be made of a particular 
specified size. All these rules had been 
entirely overlooked, and consequently 
it had been decided to withhold the 
marks usually allowed.

In order to make his stand clear Mr. 
Blair read his recent circular. He 
levied no charge against the children, 
but, if anything, accused the teachers. 
The drawing under examination, he 
went on, could not be termed model 
drawing. It was ridiculous to do so. 
If the instructions had been followed 
out carefully çuch remarkable uni
formity in the character of the designs 
could not have been obtained. He did 
not know what system of instruction 
had been adopted by the teachers, but 
the results conclusively demonstrated 
that it must have been wrong.

Mr. Eberts—"What lines do you find 
ruled here?” He handed witness a 
book containing the work of Master 
White.

Mr. Blair pointed out a number, 
which, he said, he would swear had not 
been drawn with a free-hand. Turning 
several pages he drew attention to 
other lines which, though he could not 
express himself with absolute confid
ence as to their being ruled, “neverthe
less were marvellously straight.” 
(Laughter.)

The bdoks were still being subjected 
to the expert scrutiny of Mr. Blair 
when an adjournment was taken until 
this morning.

head book meant.
The commissioner, however, would 

not allow the query.
Continuing, the witness said that in 

spite of the pupil’s statement he 
thought the work was comparatively 
free from ruling. Perhaps the discrep
ancy was accounted for by the fact 
that the boy was from America.

Lampman — "Such 
statements cannot be permitted."

Taking up the exercises contained in 
Master Muirhead’s book witness point
ed out where he found ruling and 
.where there were no evidences of it. 
He also drew attention to an “Instance 
where a pin had been utilized in ruling 
and the tracing covered by a free-hand 
line.

Eleanor Scott Robinson’s book was 
next dealt with, and witness asked for 
a comparison of the drawing book 
figures with those upon time copy. He 
drew attention to the difference in 
construction, the latter bearing the ap
pearance of being done by free-hand to 
a much greater extent than the 
former.

The work done by Jesse Roberts was 
subjected to considerable criticism. 
Blair contended that in some exercises 
converging lines, had apparently been 
used because a hard rubber- had rough
ened the surface of the page, making 
the inference was perfectly clear.

After Master Anton Henderson’s 
book had been examined, witness 
stated that the centre line In exercise 
one was ruled. Other tracings were 
mentioned as having been drawn with 
the assistance of some appliance. He 
pointed out places where lines were 
“wonderfully parallel." He could not 
swear that these were all ruled, but 
they were very straight for free-hand 
work.

had been disallowed mainly on account 
of the ruling of lines. He explained 
that it would be unfair to the pupils to 
throw out books because of the insuffi
cient size of the drawings. “All the 
books which had been accepted and 
marked,” Mr. Elliott asked, “have 
been destroyed?" Witness could not 
say such a thing. Counsel asked what 
would be the justification of disallow
ing a whole set of books if it were dis
covered that one pupil's work had been 
done honestly? Witness stated that 
he Would probably refer such a mat
ter to the board of examiners. Such 
a thing had never yet occurred, how
ever, and wa* not likely to happen.

Mr. Gregory topk exception to the 
pressing of such a question.

Mr. Elliott took his seat without in
sisting upon a satisfactory reply, re
marking that if his learned friend had 
any doubts as to witness' status as an 
expert he most heartily endorsed them, 
Therefore he wouldn’t require an 
answer to his hypothetical query.

Mr. Gregory continued the examina
tion of witness, seeking a further ex
planation of the test allowed for the 
establishment of direction. By use of 
the blackboard Mr. Blair emphasized 
the difference between using the pen
cil to correct the -straightness and the 
direction of a line. The former wasn’t 
allowed, while the latter was permls- 
sable.

Questioned by Commissioner Lamp- 
man, witness said that he had thought 
the work of Master Muirhead excep
tionally free from ruling. He had 
given the book low marks because of 
the poor work.

H. H. Lmmiell, superintendent of the 
manual training school, was next call
ed. He covered all the schools of Brit
ish Columbia, visiting different towns 
and giving the teachers Instruction in 
clay modelling and brush drawing. He 
had studied in England, Germany and 
Sweden, and held the Kensington cer
tificate in the school of arts. When 
Mr. Blair had noticed ruling he laid 
the questioned books before the other 
examiners. With the others witness 
inspected the drawings and expressed 
the opinion that Mr. Blair was justified 
in disallowing marks. He wished It 
clearly understood that when these 
books were submitted it was not known 
what school they were from. That 
matter had not been gone into. The 
drawing books were then shown wit
ness in regular order. In some in
stances he corroborated the testimony 
of Examiner Blair, and In others de
clined to concur that the ruler had 
been utilized.*

The light was becoming very poor 
about this time and, upon suggestion, 
it was agred to adjourn in order that 
the witness might have the advantage 
of natural light in hie examination of 
the books.

The court adjourned until 10.80 this 
morning.

elicited a much, similar criticism. Be
fore witness was asked many ques
tions on the execution of the work of 
this pupil Commissioner Lampman 
read the student’s communication ex
plaining the method she had adopted 
in drawing. In this it was stated that 
“no ruler was used except where the 
teacher had so instructed.” In explan
ation witness said that there were cer
tain curves which could be done free
hand with greater decision than was 
possible in tracing a straight line. He 
then pointed out that the curved lines 
in Miss Clay’s work were not as decid
ed as the horizontal ones. Vanishing 
lines, which had plainly been used were 
not permlssable in connection with 
model drawing. Their use jvas contra 
to the regulations involving the utiliza
tion of mechanism of some kind. E. J. 
White's book was next dealt with, and 
witness drew attention to the remark
able uniformity of the drawings. This, 
he said, allowed of only one Inference, 
and that was that measuring of some 
kind had been done. Such a thing upon 
a paper In the South Kensington 
school of Arts would mean that the 
work would make the acquaintance of 
the waste-paper basket. He also re
marked that, although he could not 
swear to a number of lines pointed out 
to him, their neatness and accuracy 
led him to wonder why similar clever
ness was not displayed throughout the 
work. Wtth regard to the similarity 
of the figures in regard to size, he 
pointed out that it was made all the 
more remarkable owing to the fact that 
many of the drawings were executed 
on different days.

Miss Hanna's book was next an
nounced.

Mr. Gregory—"Is Mr. Hanna's coun
sel here?” (Laughter.)

Witness said that the datum line was 
ruled in exercise 17, and in the nine
teenth lines were ruled all over the 
page. He then compared the work of 
the student mentioned on time, and 
that in the regulation book. The dif
ference, he held, was very striking and 
bore out the argument that the ruler 
had been used. He also asserted that 
in some instances ruled lines had been 
hidden by free hand tracings.

Mr. Higgins, who had returned In 
time to look after his client’s interests, 
questioned witness to some extent. 
He was told that all lines on page nine
teen had been ruled.

“Do you think it Is possible to draw 
an absolutely straight line with a 
ruler?” asked Mr. Higgins.

Witness contended that it would be 
difficult to draw a crooked line with a 
mechanically tested ruler.

When counsel pressed Jis question 
Mr. Dunnell.A.tated that it would be 
possible to draw a perfect line with a 
ruler.

Mr, Eberts: “You mean by that a 
straight line in the common accepta
tion of the term?”

Mr. Higgins : 
him.”

Master Cole’s book caused a criti
cism along much the same lines by 
witness.

He swore to a number of ruled lines 
and made some comment upon the re
markable accunacy of the drawings in 
some instances and the crude efforts 
in others.

From this time the proceedings con
sisted entirely of the examination of 
the drawing books. Witness gave ex
pert evidence on the work of all the 
pupils, taking up the drawings as sys
tematically as the previous witness, 
Mr. Blair, had done. He corroborated 
the letter’s testimony in most partic
ulars, although he was not prepared 
to swear to all that Mr. Blair had 
done in regard to ruled lines.

An adjournment for lunch was then 
ordered.
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(From Thursday’s Daily.)
The completion of the cross-examin- 

atfon of David Blair, the Normal 
school drawing master, by R. T. El
liott, counsel for Miss Cameron, and 
the opening of the examination of H. 
H. Dunnell, superintendent of Manual 
Training schools in British Columbia, 
were features of the proceedings of 
yesterday afternoon’s session of the 
commission inquiring into the South 
Park school drawing trouble. Only a 
small part of the latter’s evidence was 
taken before an adjournment became 
necessary. Mr. Dunnell was on the 
stand again this morning giving expert 
testimony on the drawing of those 
pupils the bona tides of whose work is 
questioned.

Upon resuming yesterday afternoon 
Mr. Eberts asked permission to refer 
to some of Mr. Blair’s qualifications as 
a drawing master. He had intended 
doing so at the outset and would like 
to do so for the purpose of showing 
how well able he was to give expert 
testimony upon that subject.

Commissioner Lampman granted the 
required permission. He asked in 
what edition of the Britannica Ency
clopedia the work of Mr. Blair had ap
peared.

Replying, Mr. Blair said they were 
published in the ninth edition and dealt 
with horticulture.

Taking the stand again, witness sub
mitted a budget of a variety of draw
ings in order to demonstrate that he 
was thoroughly familiar with all 
phases of the work.

Questioned by Mr. Eberts, witness 
reiterated «the statement that he was 
a graduate of the Kensington School of 
Art. He had passed in 1870 and had 
been the only successful student on 
that occasion. The volume of the 
Britannica Encyclopedia containing an 
illustrated article on horticulture, the 
drawings of which were executed by 
Mr. Blair, was submitted for the in
spection of the commissioner.

Mr. Elliott asked witness to examine 
the circular issued by him in 1905. Trie 
first paragraph referred t£ those ex
aminations. His attention was then 
called to the size of the drawings and 
his reference to this in the circulars 
issued. He was asked whether his in
structions that the drawings be “fairly 
large” might not with propriety be 
considered complied with if the sketch
es were twice the size of the models ?

Mr. Gregory pointed out that the cir
cular Mr. Elliott was dealing with was 
a criticism of an examination held the 
year previous.

Replying, Mr. Elliott said the explan
ation only made his case the stronger. 
In the books it was stated that the 
figures should be “faiVly large,” while 
in one of the circulars the exact size 
required was specified. Addressing 
witness, Mr. Elliott asked that the 
court be informed of the methods 
adopted in instructing drawing among 
the lower grades. In reply he explain
ed that the junior pupils were allowed 
ruling and measuring to a certain ex
tent. This was gradually eliminated 
as the student advanced.

Pointing out exercise 11 in book two, 
in which sectional lines l^ad been used, 
Mr. Elliott asked whether the pupil 
might not have carried the idea 
through and used it in the advanced 
classes ? “The pupils are not supposed 
to have ideas,” emphatically returned 
witness, “the teacher must have the 
ideas.” (Laughter.) Counsel askéd for 
an explanation of his statement that 
the' pencil may be used to obtain direc
tion—but under no circumstances must 
measuring be resorted to. To illustrate 
this witness went to the blackboard 
and rapidly sketched an ordinary leaf. 
He showed that straight lines were first 
used but that the finished figure did 
not contain a straight line. The latter 
gave the necessary knowledge of direc
tion.

Mr. -Elliott asked whether there was 
anything in. his instructions which pre
vented the pupil correcting the direc
tion on straightness of a line. Witness 
did not think that such rectification 
should be made more than once> Upon 
request witness explained that the 
maximum number of marks was ISO, 
and the figures marked on the books 
were what would have been given had 
the books not been thrown out. The 
blue tracings by Examiner Blair, in
dicating the ruled lines, had been done 
before they had been inspected by. the 
Minister of Education. Witness had 
made the first examination. No person 
had had an opportunity to take the 
books and form an individual opinion 
as to whether fines had or had not been 
ruled before the examiner had declared 
them done contra to the regulations. 
Counsel asked whether Me considered 
the drawings fraudulent. Witness, 
however, objected to the use of that 
word. He did not wish to utilize such 
strong language. It was not his inten
tion to style it fraudulent; in fact he 
was not an expert on “fraud.”

“Do you remember the book put. in 
by Miss Hanna?” witness was asked 
by Mr. Elliott. He replied in the nega
tive, and on the drawings being pro
duced he recognized them. He was 
then asked whether there would be any 
excuse for the superintendent of edu
cation stating that the student men
tioned was not concerned upon inquiry 
being made at the education office.

Both Messrs. Eberts and Gregory ob
jected strenuously to such a hypoth
etical question. It was outside the 
point and had no bearing on the issue.

Their objections were over-ruled by 
the commissioner.

Contipuing his 
Mr. Elliott asked 
view between Miss Fraser and witness. 
The latter denied that he had told Miss 
Fraser that the ruling of the datum 
line was immaterial and that the faot 
that the work above that was ruled 
was only what he objected to. He had 
found ruling in four schools of the 
province. The figures of the exercises 
had been small in many Instances. 
Witness acknowledged that the marks

ed.
“I thought Miss Cameron's non-com

pliance with the trustees’ request was 
prompted by the fact that she hadn’t 
them in her possession,” remarked Mr. 
Gregory—on the side.

Following this, the letter from the 
school board to Miss Cameron asking 
for the surrender of the affidavits and 
her reply thereto were submitted.

Supplementing the affidavits already 
handed in, Mr. Elliott read similar 
declarations from Sidney L. Wilson 
and Margaret J. Clay.

Mr. Elliott thought for purposes of 
comparison the council of public In
struction might furnish a set of draw
ing books the work of which had, bèen 
accepted and for which marks had 
been awarded.

L June ioth, 1905. (From Tuesday's Daily.)
, royal commission authorized by 

v.'ie government to conduct an investi
gation into the criticism of the draw
ing of pupils of South Park school, in 
connection1 with
school bhtrajçice examinations, com
menced proceeding 
the County court.
Lampman took his place on the bench 
shortly after 10 o’clock. There was a 
large attendance of prominent educa
tionists, the council of public Instruc
tion, school board, and the teaching 
staffs of different local schools being 
represented.

F. B. Gregory first announced that 
he appeared on behalf of the board of 
school trustees.

R. E. Elliott, counsel for* Miss Cam
eron, did not object to the trustees be
ing represented by counsel. 
tejidedr hQw,ever„ tjiat it should be per
missible for counsel to cross-examine 
members of the school board, who had 
signed their names to a report dealing 
with the drawing question, a portion 
of which he read.

Commissioner Lampman did not see 
in, what way the school board was 
concerned. Excusing himself he left 
court and returned shortly with his 
commission.

My. Gregory quoted from the latter 
E^Iwbed in the Victoria Times to 

shoW that the interests of the school 
so closely identified with 

the Investigation as to warrant their 
prdÈéctlûfi by tiye presence, df counsel, 

^'ure^ihat the trustees had 
fo hWe,:>and would willingly 

sulwàdt^tô cr&ss-exaraination.
Sir. Eberts, speaking on behalf of
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To this Mr. Eberts agreed.
David Biair, the science^1 and arts 

master at the Normal school, was the 
first witness called. He was a gradu
ate of the South Kensington College 
of Art and Science. He had done con
siderable work in the Encyclopedia 
Britannica. It was in the year 1900 that 
he had become identified vyRh the edu
cational system of British Columbia. 
He had reported upon the drawings of 
pupils at the different examinations. 
He believed that he had issued five 
such statements. The designs in the 
book used by the school children had 
been compiled by witness. They were 
taught in the schools of British Co
lumbia.

od in your body 
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the blood takes 
to the kidneys, 
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stant desire to
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This pupil was one of those who had 
sworn an affidavit to the effect that 
the regulations had not been broken in 
any instance. (

The last book Mr. Eberti

Lidneys—cleans,'- 
er give up more 
liâtes the glands 
the system of all 
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announced 

was that of Mias Hanna, who also had 
made a declartion that no rulers had 
been utilized in her work.

Free hand drawing meant 
drawing without the aid of anything 
but hand and pencil and, of course, the 
eye. He had informally lectured to 
teachers of British Columbia on dif
ferent occasions. ‘Three years ago he 
had spoken at a convention of the 
Teachers’ Institute in Victoria. Since 
then he had delivered a special addreje 
at Vancouver at which he distinctly 
remembered Miss Cameron being pres
ent. He didn’t know whether Miss 
Fraser was in attendance. His ad
dress had dealt with geometrical work 
and free-hand drawing.

Handing witness a circular Mr. 
Eberts asked what portion of that 
document he had drafted. He replied 
quoting his remarks with reference -tt 
free-hand drawing, and those corn ■ 
mendirig the work accomplished by 
South Park school. At that time 
model drawing had not been issued. 
That was introduced next year, and 
in the same circular he had given a 
nurpber of suggestions to the teachers 
for instruction on the new subject. 
One paragraph stated specifically "no 
ruling whatever shall be allowed in 
model drawing.” Next year's report 
had commented upon the fact that 
tracing bad been permitted in many 
Instances. <In his last circular he had 
dealt more emphatically with the 
question.

Drawing witness's attention to a par
ticular line counsel asked his opinion 
as to its construction.

“I would like to be able to sketch 
such a line,” replied Mr. Blair.

"Then you don’t think you could?” 
returned Mr. Eberts. ___

“Pm quite sure I couldn’t," was the 
reply.

On page seventeen the datum line 
was plainly ruled. Witness again 
pointed out the small size of the 
figures. They were, he said, very little 
larger than the models, and "wonder
fully straight.”

Continuing his examination, Mr. Eb
erts asked witness when he had gone 
over the books.

Witness said he had inspected them 
after the half-yearly examination for 
entrance to the High school. With the 
co-examiners of drawing particular at
tention had been paid the free-hand 
and model drawing, especially the lat
ter. There had been seven examiners 
present. There were 10 members of the 
board. The conclusion reached was 
that such was not model and could re
ceive no marks.

Mr. Eberts asked witness to describe 
how the datum, horizontal and other 
lines would assist pupils, ip construct
ing the various figures. ) .

Witness complied, and with the aid 
of a blockboard went thoroughly into 
the question.

The first took an ordinary cube and 
explained that converging line, etc-, 
gave the pupil the starting point.

Commissioner Lampman asked how 
the fact that converging line had been 
used would help the pupils in their 
work.

Witness replied with an elaborate 
explanation, showing that these gave 
the students the hidden lines in the 
drawings. He went on to say that 
from an inspection of the books It 
would appear that the teachers were 
not acquainted with the subject, and 
that hte instructions were entirely 
erroneous. ,

Mr. Gregory then commenced his 
•cross-examination. He followed along 
technical lines.

Mr. Eberts interrupted this, object
ing to a theoretical discourse as out
side the scope of the commission.

Replying, Mr. Gregory contended 
that the examination was perfectly 
legitimate. In his evidence witness 
had pointed out that the books had 
not alone been thrown out because of 
the fact that rulerq had been used, but 
also on account of the determination 
that the work had been done incor
rectly. Therefore it wasn’t his inten
tion to stop at proving that rulers had 
been utilized in the tracing, but to 
show that the system of instruction 
had not been at all according to direc
tions.

Later on witness was asked for a 
specific explanation of the difference 
between model drawing and what was 
termed perspective. He stated that the 
former was done entirely free-hand, 
while in the latter vanishing points 
were allowed. The system last men
tioned, however, should not be taught 
to any low or high school pupils. Such 
a thing would only result in confusing 
the pupils. In fact, he added, very 
few teachers were capable of giving in
struction in the latter subject.

Mr. Gregory, continuing, first asked 
whether any measuring was allowable in 
model drawing. Witness replied to the 
effect that such a thing was permlssable 
by the use of the eye, but not through 
bringing any appliance in contast with 
the object to be drawn. It was not al
lowable to use paper or anything else in 
the construction of the figures. Going 
to the blackboard at request of counsel 
witness exhibited a freehand line and 
gave an exhibition of several methods 
by which lines might be ruled without 
the actual use of a ruler.

Mr. Elliott asked permission to point 
out that witness had misled the court. 
He said his definition of model drawing 
was very different to that shown by his 
instructions contained in the drawing 
books themselves.

Mr. Eberts wished his learned friend to 
notice that the instructions he referred 
to dealt with the freehand drawing not 
the model. They were two entirely dif
ferent things, and were so dealt with by 
Mr. Blair In the regulations contained In 
ills books. This would be seen by care
ful inspection.

Mr. Elliott accepted the explanation, 
ând Mr. Gregory asked witness whether 
he remembered the letter written by Miss 
Clay. He replied in the affirmative, and 
stated that it was directly against the 
regulations to adopt the method she ac
knowledged having used.

This completed the examination by 
Messrs. Eberts and Gregory on behalf of 
the Council of Public Instruction and 
the school board respectively.
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said Warin' the month of June, 1905, 
att-ejeammation was held for entrance 
toe-the. High, sehoel. One of the sub
jects was drawing, of which there 
Wjj^re three kinds, namely, free-hand, 
mgfdel and geometrical. As the name 
iimplied the former was not supposed 
tiÿ bq dope by means of rulers. He 
want' on to explain that the instruc
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;ers tni To-day’s Proceedings.
When proceedings were resumed this 

morning Frank Higgins asked permis
sion to be heard on behalf of Messrs. 
Hanna and McNiven^ parents of chil
dren whose drawing books had been 
thrown out by the council of public in
struction. He stated, in explanation, 
that Mr. Hanna had previously called 
upon Superintendent Robinson and was 
told that all that was objected to in his 
daughter’s work was one short line. In 
tiTe evidence that had been given by 
D. Blair it appeared that the book was 
in a different condition now than was 
the case then. The same was true in 
reference to * Miss McNiven’s work 
also, and, he continued, in view of the 
fact that the superintendent’s first 
statement and the evidence of Mr. 
Blair were entirely at variance, he de
manded the rights of counsel. He went 
on further to say that the trustees were 
represented by counsel who apparently 
was endeavoring to break down the 
story told by the children through 
cross-examination.

Mr. D. M. Eberts objected to such a 
statement. He held that it was not in 
accordance with the facts.

R. T. Elliott said that such was cer
tainly the case yesterday. Counsel for 
the school board had cross-examined 
witness and interrupted him in the 
presentation of hie defence.

Commissioner Lampman did not 
think that all the pupils whose work 
was questioned were entitled to be 
represented by counsel.

Mr. Higgins wished Messrs. Mc- 
Niven and Hanna, members of the 
school board, superintendent of educa
tion, and F. H. Eaton, subpoenaed. 
He also desired the right to croes-ex- 
amine the superintendent of education.

It was pointed out by counsel repre
senting the trustees that hie clients 
would all be placed in the stand if ne
cessary and that Mr. Robinson would 
also give evidence.

The commissioner gave Mr. Higgins 
the permission to examine the super
intendent of education and remarked 
that it was not his intention to permit 
the ■ indiscriminate multiplication of 
witnesses or counsel. However, that 
was a matter which might be dealt 
with when necessity demanded.

In an aside to Mr. Higgins, counsel 
for the department of education made 
a somewhat pointed remark regarding 
the possibility of the former’s "running 
the commission.”

Mr. Higgins; “I leave that to you, 
Mr. Eberts.”

H. H. Dunnei was again called to 
the stand. The work of Clarence Muir
head was first examined. Witness 
swore to a number of lines, and drew 
particular attention to the difference 
between the student's geometrical and 
model drawings. He wanted to know 
why, if the pupil acknowledged having 
ruled all the figures, the work on the 
former was so much more neat than 
was the execution of the latter. In 
Georgina Beddington’s book witness 
pointed out ruled lines in exercise four 
and also stated that both the datum 
and horizontal lines on exercise 
twenty-three had been done contrary 
to the regulations. He could not say 
that these formed part of the figures. 
Miss McNiven’s drawings were also 
criticised. In exercise the datum line 
which formed a part of the second 
figure had been traced with the as
sistance of a ruler. He a(so pointed 
out other indications of the same in
fraction of Examiner Blair’s instruc
tions. Witness drew attention to the 
fact that many of the figures were ex
actly the same height and the same 
diameter. This, he thought, could only 
be accounted for by measuring, some 
mechanical appliance beings utilized for 
the purpose. Replying to a question 
he said that such a strange coincidence 
was scarcely possible if the require
ments of model drawing had been 
strictly followed in every particular. 
Miss Clay’s work, when examined;
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;h- /W & Witness was then shown the books 

and asked where he found ruled lines 
in Miss Jackson’s work. He contend
ed that there was a ruled centre line in 
exercise one, and proceeded _to draw 
attention to other instances.

At this stage counsel representing 
the board of examiners and Miss Cam
eron gathered about witness to inspect 
the books under his direction. The 
latter pointed out the different pages 
on which he was prepared to swear 
ruled lines had been used.

The commissioner at times seemed 
to be puzzled to locate thë lines which 
witness pointed out with confidence. 
At one thne he left the bench and 
went to the window only to return 
after having made a vale -search for

<""K Jkn*- — .. > v
Mr. Elliott expressed his incredulity 

very forcibly when he remarked that 
"anyone Who would swear to that 
would swear to anything."

Mr. Eberts—“That's comment."
Mr. Elliott—“Yes, but jt’s fair com

ment ”
Mr. Gregory—"At any rate its rather 

out of place at the present time.*'
In each of the twenty-nine drawing 

books submitted witness claimed/Jj^iat 
there were one or more ‘ÿifieà 
He went into most exhaustive detail 
specifying every point where he was 
prepared to swear that hid fnstrtietlons 
had not been followed. The bodteS of 
those who had taken affidavits were 
all included among the numbers "which 
witness held had infringed the rg(éj8.

The books were still undgr 
ation when an adjournment was taken 
until 2.15 o’clock in the afternoon.

or to allow no 
'fished it distinctly 

Sÿstajflgjk^dïd not affect the gradua- 
pupil who was trying 

: tte High eChOoi. That fact, he 
tl)ypug&f, r .showed conclusively that 
tfere had been n#i malice intended.
Subsequently Exa-nA>er Blair had is- 
sflbd a report explaining his reasons 
f^Kdisajlewtng, the marks on the free
hand drawing books. Miss Cameron 
had then written to the minister 
ciosfffS-a. leitef P'dm Mjfs Fraser, who 
wflfc- then trachmg drawing in South 
Ffft school. The letter stated that 

a*, ffljbwfd- punctiliously the ln- 
tions of the department, and that 
ulera hash beep used ip tree-hand 
paodeieflrawing. On the 25th Supt.

J^bJnson had written to Miss Cam- 
eùpiï endorsing' the ac'tion of the board 

(liners. Later, the same teacher 
hïS5 had a conference with the min- 

J of education, and this stated that 
rpiing could not have taken place be- 
c81i#c'she had been present during the 
widfrk. Miss Canieron then demanded 
14,'Aee books and then, • not having 
secured what she termed satisfaction, 
asked for Justice In an Appeal to the 
board of school trustees. The latter 
had then taken, up the ' matter and, 
after an examination” oY the books in 
question, had. endorsed the action of 
the board of-examiners. In addition 
itiss Cameron had gone Into the pub- 
l#3ffig3J» and practically accused Mr.

memhe/A of the council of 
public instruction of branding mem
bers of the South.JÇark school entrance
class as cheats, this' was a pretty (From Wednesday’s Daily.)
sf-lous charge, and it was for the pur- Testerdav afternoo„ s session fit the 
PSSe of laying ay.ihfi tofi.tg.JiefQre àe comM,aelJ appointed to; investigate 
pvbik: that the request fog the ap- ^ drawing trouble
POintoent of a comffiisston by the goV- taken up wlth the expert testl-
etiunent had been granted.
'Hr. Eberts then proceeded to sub

mit his evidence. He first put in the 
twen^niie airawing books in ques- 
tfon**l-Ie? Affwifted also numerous 
citculârs and communications dealing 
with, the -question..

There was sonje discussion between 
counafel tn regard to thé filing of com- 
irümiéÀtfons from the board of educa
tion |q the school boards Mr Elliott 
h^ld that the latter body could not be 
represented unless all the evidence 
concerning the trustees was taken.

Çomm,lps(oper Lampman—I suppose 
3t-lr dourreel holds only a watching 
•rtef? -
Mr. Elliott, however, wasn't satisfied 

with such An arrangement, and the 
evidence he demanded was finally put 
it. with the rest.

Referring to the affidavits, Mr.
Ebert* stated that he had not yet 
seen them, but understood they were 
in possession of his learned friend.
I «Mr. Elliott announced that he had 

7 hem, and Intended -presenting them as 
part"ôf his case. If it would assist his 
learned friend he would be perfectly 
wlfilflg to submit them Immediately.

’They were examined by Mr. Eberts, 
wTHT took a list of the names. They 
ollfjw': Jessie C. Roberts, Frederick 
"liTOrd Dougal, Wm. Reginald Mc- 
Rarlane, I. Eleanor Scott Robinson,
Maud M. Smith, Ida Bell McNiven,
"Morris V. Hanna, J. Mackav, Kate 
Maud Jackson, Mabel F. Booz, Ernest 
”•0. Corey, Harold B. "Godfrey, Anton

t«»v tif:
fi

ft To-day’s Session.
Before the opening of the proceed

ings this morning D. M. Eberts, K.C., 
on behalf of the council of public in
struction, asked leave to make an ex
planation. He stated that in the news
paper reports it had been affirmed that 
he agreed to produce drawing books 
for which marks had been allowed for 
purposes of comparison. This was not 
the arrangement. What was purposed 
was the production of the books be
longing to the Strathcona, North Ward 
and other schools for which marks had 
not been awarded. In an account ap
pearing in the Victoria Times it had 
also been stated that the commissioner 
had gone to the window and made a 
"vain search for the tracing so con
fidently pointed out by the witness.” 
This, he contended, was not a report 
of the evidence but unfair comment.

R. T. Elliott wanted to know whether 
it was the intention of his learned 
friend to conduct the trial by news
paper. “We’re not playing to the 
grand stand,” he remarked.

‘‘You’ll have to haul in your sign” 
retorted Mr. Eberts.

The commission inclined to Mr. El
liott’s opinion and Examiner Blair re
entered the stand.

Taking up the book of Margaret 
Jane Clay, witness swore that a num
ber of lines used in the construction of 
the first exercises had been ruled. He 
also stated that all the model drawings 
had been ruled to some extent.

Commissioner Lampman read over 
Miss Clay’s letter to Miss Cameron 
making a statement as to the method 
adopted by her in outlining the figures.

F. B. Gregory, addressing witness, 
asked whether it was free hand draw
ing to use paper for measuring the dis
tance, as was acknowledged.

Witness: “It can’t be free hand it 
those lines were measured and the 
centre line ruled.” (Laughter.)

Later, he remarked that he had gone 
over all the books most carefully and 
was placing his professional reputation 
upon the statemnt that all lines he had 
indicated by blue markings were ruled 
in direct contravention to the regula
tions.

In the course of examination Mr, 
Blair stated that some of the pupils 
were fairly intelligent in their drawing 
capabilities and, no doubt, had they 
been allowed to copy the models the 
results would have been more satisfac
tory.

When the book of Clarence W. Muir
head was submitted his declaration 
was read by 'the commissioner. In this 
he declares that all the work had been 
done at'home and that wherever pos
sible a ruler had been used. This 
communication has already been pub
lished. '

Some interesting repartee took place 
between counsel at this stage.

Mr.Gregory—“The pupil states that 
the work was done out of school hours, 
and the certificate of Miss Cameron's 
signature implies the contrary."

Witness wanted to know whether it 
permlssable to ask what the in

itios of Miss Cameron on the Muir-
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LIBERALS MEET.
. fy,

''ILeading Members of the Party Meet 
at the Drlard Hotel,en*

A meeting of a number of the Liberal . 
representatives in the Commons and 
Provincial legislature was held in the 
parlor of the Drlard last night. Among 
those present were: J. A. Macdonald, 
M.P.P., leader of the opposition ; Sen
ator Templeman, Ralph Smith, M. P.; 
W, Sloan, M. P.; T. W. Paterson, M. 
P. P.; R. L. Drury, M. P. P.; W. G. 
Cameron, M. P. P.; J. D. McNiven, M. 
P. P.; R. Hail, M. P. P.; R. G. Mc
Pherson, M. P.; John Oliver, M. P. P.; 
Duncan Ross, M. P.; W. A. GalHher, 
M. P.; W. C. Wells, M. P. F.; and 
Stuart Henderson, M. P. P.

The meeting was convened on the 
suggestion of Mr. Macdonald and other 
members of the party, and advantage 
was taken of the visit of the leader to 
the coast on legal business to have an 
informal discussion of political affairs 
and party organization.

The statements of the Colonist in re
spect to the question of the lieutenant- 
governorship forming a subject for dis
cussion, as well as all the references 
to alleged wiring to Ottawa in behalf 
of Geo. Riley, M.P., whose name has 
frequently been associated by the Col
onist with the position, are pure fic
tions. The meeting was a private one. 
purely informal, and concerned itself 
only with questions affecting party 
welfare and organization. It was har
monious and enthusiastic throughout.
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mony of Examiner Blair. The latter 
went through the majority of the 
books, the work on which he ques
tioned, And drew attention to lines in 
various exercises, each one of which, 
he contended, had been ruled in direct 
contravention of the regulations of the 
department. At this morning’s sitting 
Mr. Blair continued his evidence. This 
afternoon Mr. Blair is being cross-ex
amined by Mr. Elliott, counsel for Miss 
Canieron.

When proceedings were resumed yes
terday afternoon, A. T. Elliott, rep
resenting Miss Cameron, asked leave to 
make a statement. He had always 
understood that an expert on any line 
took his life in his hands, figuratively 
speaking, when he entered the witness 
box. Under the circumstances he had 
been requested to give a hint as to his 
line of. defence.
Blair had pronounced impossible of 
performance with a free hand had sub
sequently been done by pupils of the 
class, under careful supervision. The 
results had proved equally satisfac
tory. This he intended to prove hi the 
course of the presentation df his case.

D. Blair again took the stand, and 
the examination of the drawing books 
continued. He drew particular atten
tion to the fact that many of the 
designs were much smaller than the 
Instructions called for.

Later on witness made an explana
tion when asked whether It would be 
permlssable for a pupil to lay a ruler 
on a book to act as a horizontal line or

ware \—It is understood that In cor se
quence of disclosures at the coroner’s 
inquest held to Inquire into the cir
cumstances of the death of the child 
of Mr. and Mrs. William Dunoan, of 
Spring Ridge, who died from an qver- 
dose of laudunam In patent medicines, 
the attorney-general’s department has 
directed Dr. E. J. Fagan, as secretary 
of the provincial board of health, to 
make certain investigations. He will 
it is said, inquire into the sale in Bri
tish Columbia of all patent mediclnee. 
especially those containing poisons or 
other harmful ingredients, with a view 
if necessary to the introduction of 
legislation safeguarding the public in 
their use. ______________________
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Victoria. 386.VETERINARY COURSE AT HOME.SI 200 year Bn,rï uPWBrd« can be made taking our Veter
ta elmploet Knglieb; Diploma granted, poeitiona obtained 
for succcsoful students; cost wituin reach of all; satisfac
tion guaranteedi particulars free. Ontaro Veterin
ary Correspondence School, London, Oarv
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