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CONCIil'SION DKKININd TIIK At PriOli'S ATTI'I'I l)K

TOWAUDS 'I'lIK DIFFKUHNT MK'l'HODS OK

INHTUrOTINC! IIIK I)I;AI'.

You Imv*' iiskcd iiic for "an luillioritiitivt' stiito-

ment" of my views i-clatin^' to si>,'us imd the (iiicstions

involvod. Y(ju wish iiin in fact to jduco myself "in a

fh'ar uiul uneijuivocal jtositioii " so tliut all may uuder-

staml exactly where I stand. In conclusion, then, I

may say :

I believe in tlu» use of natural actions and natural

gestures, as hearing' people employ them, not in any

other way. I helitjve it to l)e a mistake to employ

fj:estures in place of words ; and natural pantomime,

or 8i^'n-lan^'ua<rti of any sort, should not, I think, bo

used as a means of (tonnuunication. I do not object to

immual alphabets of any kind in tlu* earlier stajjes of

instruction.

I i)refor tho j)ure oral method to aiiy other , but I

would rather have a deaf child tau^'ht through D«
I'Epcci sif^ns than not educated at all. 1 think there

aiH» two classes of deaf persons who should certainly

li(( taught by oral nn'thods, the semi-deaf, and the

semi-mute ; and I think t uit all the semideuf should

receivci the benefits ot auri(!ular instruction.

In ref^ard to the othei-s I am not so sure. In their

case I am not an advocate exclusively of the oral

method ahnie, but look also with favor upon tho

manual alphabet method as developed in the Roch-

ester school. In fact I advocate pure English methods

v.hatever you do ; and do not think it matters very

u)!ich whether you be^in with written lanj^uajre and

«>iid with speech ; or begin with speech and end with

written languaf?e ; the tinal result, I think, will be

substantially the same. I do not approve of contirn-

ing the manual alphabet method throughout the whole

sclu)ol life of the pupil, but look upon it only us a

means to an end. The oral method should, I think, be

used in the higher grades ; and speech-reading be sub-

stituted for the manual alphabet after familiarity with


