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Deaf-Mutes. 

I CANNOT agree with Dr. Gillett that it  is not a very great 
calanlity to have a deaf and cl~amb child. Still less can I agree 
with him that the deafness is no calamity to the child, but " only a 
serious inconvenience," as baldness is an inconvenience "in fly-
tiine or cold weather" (Science, Oct. 31. p 249). 

Pres~dent Gallaudet di9sents from such a ~ i e m  (Science, Nov. 
28, p. 295), and the deaf themselves will surely not indorse it. 
The American public also, by their appropriations in aicl of schools 
for the deaf. have expressed a very different opinion. The aver- 
age per c ~ p i t u  granted for the education of hearing children is less 
than twenty dollars per annum, whereas in the case of the deaf 
it  exceeds two hundred dollars 

Dr. Gillett says (~Sczence,Oct. 31, p 248), "Not two per ccmt of 
the deaf and dumb are the children of deaf parents." But, if the 
percentage comes anywhere near that figure, the education of 
thess children alone would cost about one million of clollars. The 
number of deaf-mutes reported in the census of 1880 was 3'3,878. 
and two per cent of this number is 677. At $200 a head, the cost 

of education \voald he $135,400 per annum, or $1,083.200 if in- 
struction sele continued for eight jears. 

'' Two per cent " may seem a very sn~a l l  matter to unreflecti\ e 
minds, hut a little consideration will dispel the illusion. Not, on<* 
per cent. not even one in a thousand, of the general population, 
is deaf and dumb. In 1850 che percentage was 0 0675: in other 
wolds, there were 675 deaf-mutes to every million of the popula- 
tion. Dr Gillett's " two per cent" means 20,000 to the n~illion, a 
proportion nearly t l~i l ty  times as great. 

Nor must it be fo~gatten that Dr. Gillett's percentage is taken 
upon the whole ot the deaf-mute population (which, of course, 
include.; children and unmarried aclults), whereas the deaf off-
spring are the products of the married couples alone. 

Indeed, as President Gallaudet points out (Science, Nov. 28, p.. 
295), they are chiefly the ofisnring of cou~les  in which one or hotlr. 

i l lof the parties were born deaf, or came from families containing 
"lore than One deaf-mute' 'poradic deafness (if not 

is rarely inherited, and the majority of the marriages of the deaf' 

are free from deaf offspring. Ifow prolific of deaf offspriug tlle 

remaining marriages must he, if their cl,ildren alone a 

percentage of the whole deaf-mute population nearly thirty iirnes 

as great as the normal percentage for t!le country ! 


Dr. Gillett informs 11s (Facts a?zd Opinions, pp. 53-58), that, of 

1,886 deaf-mutes who had been admitted to his institution, 293,. 

were lrnown to have married (his statistics included the children, 

then in school). Of this number, 272, or more than 92 per cent,. 

married deaf-mutes; and 21, or less than 8 per cent, married hear- 

ing l,ersons. weare not told how nlany families were fornletihv  

these pupils; but, as we know that in  tho vast majority of cases. 

deaf-mutes choo5e partners who were educated in the same school 

with themselves, we may safely infer that the farnilies formed by 

these pupils were very much less in number tban the figures waul$ 

at first sight indicate. If none of these deaf-mutes married pupils 

of other schools, thea the 272 cases alluded to above formed only 

136 families. The true number, however, is probably sorriewhat 

greater. 


Dr Gillett says (Facts and Opinions,p. 57), "These marriages 
hare been as fruitful in offspring as the average of marriages in  
society a t  large, some of them resulting in large families of chi1 
dren. I t  is interesting to know that among all these only sixteen 
have deaf-mute chilrlren." He seems to be unconscious of tl~e 
fact. that, if you take an equal number of marriages of hearing 
people, there should not be one deaf child among the offspring 
(in 1880 there was one deaf-mute for every 1,480 of the general 
population),

" Only sixteen,"- this expression unfortunately is ambiguous. 
Does he mean that there were only sixteen deaf children, or did 
onl j  sixteen of his pupils have deaf children, or were only sixteelv 
of the families formed by the pupils productive of deaf offspring t 

In this latter case, how many famihes were there,-272, or 
136? --and how rnany deaf children? And what percentage of 
the offspring were deaf, and what hearing? A11 he tells us con- 
cerning this important point is, "In some of the families having a 
cleaf child there are other children who hear." 

We are not told in how many of these cases the parents were 
born deaf, or belonged to families containing rnore than one deat- 
mute, nor how many of the marriages included a congenitally 
deaf partner. 

What I. as a student of heredity, would specially lilre to know 
is this : what percentage of the rliildren were deaf in those cases 
where the marlied partners were both deaf from birth, and in. 
those cases where both had deaf relatives? I am sure, that i f  Dr. 
Gillett will make the calculation, and apply the results to thadeat 
population of the country, he will realize, as I do, that the ques- 
tion ot intermarriage is one that deserves more eerious coo&ider:t 
tion than he has given it in his letter to Science. 

While, on the one hand, Dr. Gillett does not think it matters 
much to a ch~lcl whether he is born deaf or hearing, because deat-' #  

ness is neither a crime nor a disgrace, nor entails suffering." and 
because ~t is so little of a calamity as to be '.only a serious inron- 
venience," like baldness in fly-time, on the other hancl, he advo- 
cates the intermarriage of deaf-mutes Without regard to heredity, 
becauqe deafness is so great a calamity as to cut them off frona 


