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INTRODUCTION TO REPORT.

————

Tue Proceedings and Resolutions of the International
Congress, recently held at Milan, are of such vital 1m-
portance that the ¢ Society for diffusing the German’
system in the United Kingdom ™ feel it to be their duty
to bring them under the consideration of their country-
men at the earliest possible period.

Official Reports will, doubtless, be issued in due
course ; but these will be printed in the Italian and
French languages only, and some time must neces-
sarily elapse before they can be placed in the hands
of the Members.

The only available Report in English is that which
was read by the Secretary of the English-speaking
portion of the Congress, Mr. A. A. KiNsEy, as the
official record of each day’s proceedings.

The following account is taken from Mr. KiNsEY's
report, which, on being read, was approved by the
members present.

The questions discussed at the Congress were the
following :—

ON METHODS.

1. State the advantages of the Articulation Method
over that of Signs, and vice versi (looking at it chiefly
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Declares—

1. That the deaf and dumb taught by the Pure
Oralmethod do not forget after leaving school
the knowledge whichtheyhave acquired there,
but develop it still further by conversation
and reading, which have been made so easy
for them.

9. That in their conversation with speaking
- persons they make use exclusively of speech.

3. That speech and lip-reading, so far from being
lost, are developed by practice.

VII.
Tae CoNGRESS—

Considering that the education of the deaf and
dumb by speech has peculiar requirements ; consider-
ing also that the experience of teachers of deaf-mutes
is almost unanimous,

Declares —

1. That the most favourable age for admitting a
deaf child into a school is from eight to ten
years.

2. That the school term ought to be seven years
at least ; but eight years would be preferable.

3. That no teacher can effectually teach a class

of more than ten children on the Pure Oral
method.
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M. Maanat, Director of the Pereire School for
the Deaf, at Paris, then proceeded to read from the
Report which he had prepared as one of the official
reporters of the Committee of Organisation, on the
papers which had -been received by that Committee
in answer to the questions proposed. After some
discussion and delay it was decided that, as the whole
document was in print and in the hands of members
of the Congress, it should be taken as read.

It was then proposed, in consequence of want of
time, to limit speakers and readers to ten minutes,
upon which Mr. B. St. John Ackers, Honorary Secre-
tary of the ‘¢ Society for Training Teachers of the Deaf
and Diffusion of the ¢ German’ Sjrstem in the United
Kingdom,” observed that writers of papers having been
requested to make them twenty minutes in length,
such a proposition, if agreed to, would cause the with-
drawal of most, if not all, of the papers prepared by
the English section for the Congress.

Dr. BuxTton, Secretary to the Society for Train-
ing Teachers of the Deaf, &e., London, pointed out
that those who had been at great trouble and expense
to attend the Congress, with papers most carefully
prepared for the occasion, should at least have suffi-
cient time afforded them for the reading of the same.

Mrs. Ackers (Prinknash Park, Gloucestershire)
was then invited to. read her paper, which she pro-
ceeded to do, in the French language. She related
in a most impressive manner the lengthened and ex-
haustive inquiries made by herself and Mr. Ac ers in



7

search of the best system of instruetion for their little
deaf daughter, and, finally, how they were fully con-
vinced of the immense superiority of the ¢ German "
system over all others.

At the conclusion of the paper, which was greeted
with general and sustained applause, the President
asked that it might be presented to the Committee, in
order that it might be printed.*

M. I’Abbé DE La Prace, Almoner of S. Médard,
Soissons, mentioned that the schools in France now
employ all methods by which the object of instructing
the deaf may be attained.

M. Kierkrcaarp-ExBoHRN, Secretary of the Royal
Court of Sweden, and Rector of the Institution for the
Deaf and Dumb, Bollnas, said that in Sweden, after
many Congresses, the opinion was that the deaf and
dumb should be divided into three classes,—

1. Those who could be taught to.spealk.

2. Those who could not (though not markedly
deficient in intellect).

3. Those who were idiotic.

Dr. E. M. Garrauvper, President of the Deaf-
Mute College, Washington, United States, then read
a paper, in French, defending the‘* Combined " system,
and maintained that signs were the natural language
of the deaf, as also the mother language of mankind.

M. HucenroBLER (Lyons) replied that the deaf
taught upon the articulation system had ideas and
language given to them plus speech by which to ex-

® The English version will be found in the Appen-::iix.
B
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press themselves, which was an enormous gain over
sign-taught pupils.

The Meeting then adjourned until 2 p.m., when
the Rev. Tromas ArxNonp, Private School, North-
ampton, proceeded to read a paper in favour
of the articulating system. He had had twenty
years’ experience of that system, and was of opinion
that it places the deaf on the same platform that we
ourselves occupy.

The Rev. Tmomas Garravper, D.D. Rector of
St. Ann’s Church for Deaf-Mutes, New York, replied.
Having used the sign language for fifty years, he
believed fully in its importance to the deaf-mute, and
that it is necessary, in order to lift him up from
ignorance to ideas. He accompanied his speech
throughout by signs, and concluded by giving a sign
version of the Liord’s Prayer.

Padre Marceo (Sienna) exclaimed simply, in
English, ¢ Come and hear our pupils.”

A resumé of a paper by Mr. R. Erniorr, Head-
master of the Asylum for the Deaf and Dumb, Liondon
and Margate, was given in French by M. Léon Vaisse.
Mr. Elliott was of opinion that experience teaches the
Combined system to be the best, and asked that such
method be adopted.

M. IAbbé BALmsTRA, Director of the Institution
at Como, replied that in Italy there were deaf children
who could speak and express themselves without any
signs or pantomime whatever, and he strongly urged
upon the Congress the adoption of the method of speech.
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their thoughts; that they were rude desecriptions of
objects and actions. Methodical Signs were abbrevia-
tions of such signs, arranged according to some
systematic method. Conventional signs were not
symbols—they were abridged outlines of natural
objects—and such aerial outlines were incompetent to
express mental ideas. He concluded by stating that
the sign language introduces an inverted order, and
impedes the progress of language. A resumé of his
address was given in French by M. Vaisse.

. M. HucexToBLER (Lyons) read Herr Dir. Rossler’s
(Hildeshiem) answer to the same question, to the
effect that natural signs are those used and under-
stood by hearing persons ; all others are conventional,
and should be abolished.

The answer of Mr. Eruiort (London and Margate)
to the same question was read by M. Vaisse. He
thought it a very difficult matter to define exactly the
difference between natural and conventional signs.

M. Magyar (Paris) and the Abbé BoucreT (Auray)
having spoken on the same subject,

Dr. Tremern (Berlin) said that teachers in
_ Germany could not agree to define the exact difference
between natural and artificial signs. A sign which
was natural to one child was sometimes acquired or
artificial in another. His opinion was the same as
given in Herr Rossler’s reply. He would willingly see
many of the signs observable in certain schools entirely
dispensed with ; but at the same time would not pro-
pose to deal with a young pupil after the manner of g
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portion of her Paper, in which she showed most clearly
the weakness and failure of the various systems so
long and earnestly tried by her, to advance deaf pupils
to a serviceable command of language, with the sole
exception of the Pure Oral method, in which she now
¢ yosts with perfect satisfaction.” In her own simple,
but most effective language, she said that she ¢ gave
up signs because they injured speech; she gave up
the Combined system because it injured the voice as
well as language, and she gave up vocal symbols
(Visible Speech) because they reversed the process of
nature, and hindered ready command of speech.”

The reading of this Paper was several times
interrupted by general applause, and it was ordered to
be printed.*

Signor Forwart (Milan), next speaking, described
himself as a disciple of the late Inspector Hill, of
Weissenfels, who favoured natural signs as the only
medium by which the teacher can at first make himself
understood by his pupil ; but went on to say that you
must not make a regular language of signs, because
signs once learnt by the pupil cannot be forgotten.
We ought to abolish such a language from every
institution. For himself, he upheld speech :  Viva la
parola.”

Don Virrore Brampirra (Milan) urged similar
views, reading from a printed work published some
years ago. :

M. Maenar (Paris) considered that in the ele-

* See Appendix.
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mentary stages signs were, to a certain extent,
needed.

M. HueextoBLER (Lyons) would not admit that
S1gns were necessary at all,

The PresmoENT then addressed the meeting, saying
that yesterday the Assembly passed a Resolution, by
which articulation was declared preferable to the sign
system. They must choose one method or the other.
Like the real mother before King Solomon, who
claimed her child in its entirety or not at all, so he
decided wholly in favour of speech. To teach by
speech alone required great courage, and signs must
be abjured, though a very few simple gestures might
be allowed when the little child was first introduced to
school life. In the school-room begins the ¢ redemp-
tion " of the deaf-mute; he is waiting to be made a
man of by his teacher. Let the pupil be taught to
move his lips in speech, not his hands in signs. The
Oral method is possible ; the Mixed system impossible
and illogical. To make the deaf baby into a speaking
man, give him what our mothers gave us— langunage.
The Mixed system is impossible, because, if you move
the fingers, hands, arms, head and the whole body at
the same time as the lips, the pupil’s attention is
distracted. The method of signs stands in deadly
opposition to that of speech. Of all movements for
the expression of ideas, those of the lips are the most
perfect. All is comprehended in that wonderful
instrument, the mouth, played upon by the hand of
the Deity. Patience, patience, and patience ! Instruc-
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tors must concentrate their efforts to teach pronuncia-
tion quietly, exactly, and perfectly, and then will speech
prove itself to be the best, the only possible ]Iletlmi?,.

The President broke off here amidst enthusiastic
applause, and

The sitting was adjourned at 4.30 until the follow-
ing day at 8 A.m., when the President would continue
his address.

Thursday, September 9th, 1880.

The Sitting commenced at 8.35 A.u.

Signor Forxarr (Milan) read conclusion of the
minutes of the proceedings of September 7th, on
which M. Gugriy (Maxrseilles) followed with the
minutes in French, the minutes in English having
been read in full on the preceding day. Announce-
ments were made from the Chair that in the after-
noon, from 2 to 4 o'clock, the School for the poor
would be open for inspection, and that at 8 ».m. there
would be a dramatic performance at the Royal Insti-
tution by some of the deaf pupils; also that there
would be an examination next Sunday, at 12.30, of the
girls and former pupils of the poor school of the pro-
vinee.

Telegrams from Dr. Matthias (Friedberg) and
Herr Schiebel (Zurich) were read, sending cordial
greetings to the Congress.

The Abbé BarEsTRA invited the Members to visit
his school at Como after the close of the Congress.

The PresipENT then proceeded with his address,
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saying that the Pure Oral method gave to the pupil
correct pronunciation, facility of speech, and exact
comprehension of words, with easier use of them ; and
that the great advantage of the method was to develop
in the most natural way the tender faculties of the
pupils. This method, too, was particularly adapted to
the teaching of religion. He also fully agreed with
what had been read by M. Brambilla. When God
gave a soul to man, He gave him the faculty to form
ideas, and to express them He gave him speech. He
added that he had taught religion for many years
by signs, but decided definitely to adopt the Pure
Oral system, because he was satisfied that his pupils
mstead of understanding abstract ideas, which he
endeavoured to convey to them by means of signs,
were only placed in possession of grossly material
images.

M. L’Abbé GuiriN (Marseilles), in translating this
address, added that he was a convert to the Pure Oral
method. The impossibilities urged against the system
cannot stand before the analysis of the arguments of
the purists. He was also glad that M. Franck, his
countryman, had acknowledged the superiority of the
Oral method over that of signs. He concluded by
thanking the whole Congress, and in particular those
ladies who had spoken so firmly and so well, and
ended a most eloquent speech amidst loud applause.

M. ExsourN (Bollnas, Sweden) following, said,
that he voted for speech—pure speech, but did not
think the system could be applied to all deaf-mutes,






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































