
ftpproach. and throughout the Inves-
tigation, gave evitlcneu of a (le«i«« to
learn the truth. I hav«' aheady ntaU«<l

that these luigett m-v written Imhuiuhu
of the wreUhwl conilitiou of the
Dchool. The comue of wtudieH in by n(»

means elaiwraU-. When couiparcHl
with that of Hiniilar intttitutionii of
Boston, Philadelphia and New York
it ptdeii into inHignittance. The New
York (city) institution for the Blind iH

a niemlMT of the university of the state
of New York, and the literary stand-
ing of the pupils is determine*! I)v the
Recent examinations. These examina-
tions aie planned to meet the re<|uire-

nients of the sehools of the sUiU'. Mr.
Wait, the Principal, lutsures the public
that not a single nde is relaxed in
favor of the blind. All questions are
answei-ed in writing and within a time
limit. Notwithstanding this the Blind
carried off the honors of the state.

The course comprises languages,
(Ancient and Modern,)—Algebra, Geo-
metry, Physics and many other
branches not dreamed of at Brantford.
The Perkins Institution, Boston, and
that at Overbrook, a suburb of Phila-
delphia, show a similar marked super-
iority over the Ontario Institution.
Not a single pupil beginning and end-
ing his school course in theO.I.B, could
come anywhere near passing the Pub-
lic School Ijcaving Examination.
There is no i-eawon why blind children
of Ontario shoidd be the inferiors of
their seeing brothers and sisters if the
Blind of New York are actually able
t<» outdo theirs.

This mci sel of comparison is made,
not because I desire to contrast Insti-

tutions. I aiii showing, and have
shown that the O.I.B. is not what it

ought to be. The Inspector of Piisons
and Charities endeavored to lielittle

Mr. Beal and myself by stating
that we had no experience with other
Institutions. I refer him to the an-
nual report of the above mentioned
Institutes for 189«, the year in which

my "An App».H! for the Blind" was
written, i-eminding the public at the
•ame time that Dr. Chandwrlain is
no nioi-e Ht to inspt-ct a schiwl for the
Blind than a immkIIc is to Ihj a imrish
piiest.

The nuiliiHrity,'even worse, of the
literary work .h.ne is l)y m, means the
only i-eason why I have criticizul the
O.I.B. It is not l(y any means the
most inipoi'tant i-eiison. .Mr. B«-all
made chaiges Inst Jinie and they were
amply HUMtaiii.'d l)efore the <i>mniis-
sion. I charge here as 1 charged a
year ago, that A. H. Dynuuul, by his
stupidity, his hhnulering. his Im-k of
heart, his indifference to the rights of
others, his totiil ignorance of the titness
of things has transformed the Institu-
tion into a moral quagmire, a destroy
er rather than a developer. I cannot
say what I want t«> say. When I asked
a physician if there was any te<-hnical
name for the practice that pievailed
amongst the male pupils for yeai-s. he
answered. "Yo\i will liave to call it sex-
ual perversioH. That means many
things." Children seven or eight years
of age enter the Institution healthly
and innocent, but leave it a few years
later bLwUHl because they were herded
wi„h seniors who had Iwen similarly
poisoned, or who were vicious before
entering the school. A. H. Dynumd
must be held responsible for this awful
sUite of affaii-s, for no one rides in that
school but hinr.

For the benefit of those who have
not read "An appeal for the blind."
the writer's main charges may lie

briefly stated, as follows:

1. Too mu(;h attention is given to
making a park of the premises.

2. The dormitories are over-crowd-
ed and unfurnished.

3. The closets are antiijuated and
inadequate.

4. The pupils have no sitting room
in all the building.

5. ManuiU lalwr is discredited by
being used as a punishment.
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