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in advance, so thatwe had no resource there, even supposing we should have been inclined to select a
gentleman possessing only a short experience of the system.

As we have said, the German system comprises the teaching of articulation and lip-reading. It
is a cardinal point with the teachers on this system that systematized signals must not be used in con-
nection with it. They, in fact, find it very difficult to bring to the use of their system children who
have once been educatedto a familiar use of systematized signals. By systematized signals are meant
arbitrary signals (as opposed to natural ones) to express words or letters, or short sentences. It is
unquestionably the fact that by the German system deaf-mutes may be enabled to compensate them-
selves largely for the loss of hearing and speech. They may be made to speak quite clearly, so that
there is no difficulty in understanding them; they may also be made toreadfrom the lips with a facility
and correctness thatmust be seen to be realized, so astonishing is the result. They are brought to
read and write with facility, and their education can be conducted upto limits which cannot be reached
under the other system. The degree of excellence to which children attain under this system varies
much with their intellectual ability. The advocates of the system contend that it is applicableto all
children not idiots, aud that there is no greater disparity in the results under this system than there
is under the other system, in which they maintain that it is equally found that the ability of the
afflicted children widely varies. On the other hand, the advocates of the systematized-signal system,
or, as it is variously called, the French system, or the dactyl system, declare that the percentage of
children capable of acquiring the German system is very small, aud that the French system, and no
other, is capable of imparting to such children the requisite instruction. They call themselves pro-
fessors of'the combined system—i.e., a system which attempts to combine the teaching of articulation
and lip-readingwith the teaching of dactylology. Our opinion lies between the two extremes.

There can be no question that the German system is the most beneficent in its results. It may win
for the afflicted deaf-mutes lives comparatively unembittered by their misfortune. Under this system
a deaf-mute may enjoy all the pleasure of easy and constant interchange of ideas with those with
whom he or she is intimate, may to a minor extent enjoy the same advantage with strangers, and may
become advanced in education, not to say exceptionally intelligent. We doubt if under the other
system there can be an approach to such results, and we are convinced that under the French system
there is afar greater danger than under the German system that deaf-mutes should shun the society
of those who arenot deaf, and thus, by congregating together, should in many cases increase thenatural
and inevitable disadvantage arising from their affliction. We are not quite convinced that the
German system is applicable to all children who are not idiots. As we have said, its professors assert
such to be the case; but we think there may be intelligences low in their nature,but above the level of
the. idiot, to whom the effort of learning by the German system would be so great that it would be
more merciful to use the French system to furnish them with the little information they are ever
likely to be able to acquire. But we are strongly of opinion that the number of those who are capable
of learning by the German system is very largely in excess of that which the professors of the
combined system are prepared to admit. The professors of the combined system neglect the cardinal
point to which we have referred—namely, the exclusion of the systematized signals. They, in fact,
teach articulation and lip-reading as a mere accomplishment, devoting half an hour or an hour a day
to it; by the German method it is the sole medium of communication. The children under the
German system think in words; under the French, or the combined system, they think in signs.- It
is not to be wonderedat thatunder the combined system the result in articulation and lip-reading is
so small. Indeed, it seems to us that the followers of the French system have adopted what they call
the combined system as a means of meeting the growing feeling in favour of the German system.
They hope by the compromise to still continue the general use of the French system. In our opinion,
the combination answers no good purpose. The articulation so taught is a mere accomplishment, and
the cases are rare, under the combined system, in which it becomes of airy use to the learner after his
education is completed. To be of use, the German system must be taught most thoroughly in its
integrity, without any intermixturewith the French system. We are not, however, convinced that
theFrench system can altogetherbe dispensed with for pupils of an unusually loworderof intelligence.
But each should be kept distinct; and, in mercy and humanity to the child, the Gorman system should
be used where it can.

A careful consideration of these facts led to the inevitable conclusion that the superior position
should be given to the professor of the German system, and we selected the only applicant we had
under that system—the only gentleman,moreover, webelieve, available for the purpose throughout this
country. Before referring to Mr. Van Asch's qualifications, we may say a few words concerning the
otherapplicants. The general salary paid to teachers under theFrench system seems to be about £100
to £150 a year. With the exception of one gentleman, we doubt if any of the applicants under the
French system are in receipt of salaries exceeding£200. The exception was that of a clergyman whose
emoluments are probably7 some £500 a year, but whose age was over fifty. With theexception of Mr.
Van Asch, this was the only one of the applicants who might beconsidered entitled to a position of the
kind required in New Zealand, with the rewards attending it. We mention this because—assuming
we are right in supposing that the German system may not prove all-sufficient in New Zealand—we
make no doubt that a gentleman, competent to take a separate class, or classes, under the French
system, could be easily obtained at a salary of £300 a year, or about double whathe would receive in
this country. There were certainly none amongst the candidates, excepting Mr. Van Asch, whom we
could have deemed ourselves justified in selecting.

Mr. Van Asch appeared to us to be quite suitable for the appointment. He has a thoroughknow-
ledge of the German system ; and the results, aswitnessed by ourselves, on his pupils, areastonishing in
the extreme. The testimonials submitted by him show that he has entirely satisfied the parents of
children who have been with him. The pupils we saw—about ten in number—were of various
ages—from seven years to seventeen, or upwards; and their general behaviour and obvious
cheerfulness impressed us no less favourably than their proficiency in articulation and lip-
reading. Mr. Van Asch is accustomed to take the whole charge of his pupils, including their
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