
In reply to the commissioner witness said that heconsidered the majority of such children came under thecharge of the Board.
The commissionerexpressed doubts as to that. FromIns own experience, he knew that an enormous numberot children was adopted in Christchurch— nearly all ille-gitimate. They did not come under the charge of theBoard. to

The inquiry was adjourned at this stage until 10.30on Monday.THE WALTHAM ORPHANAGE
THE COMMISSIONER'S INQUIRY

Ihc adjourned inquiry into the charges concerning themanagement of the Waltham Orphanage was resumed onFriday before the Commissioner, Mr. Bishop, S.M.
Canon Coates spoke strongly in favor of the mat-ron. His experience had been tiiat the children all res-pected and liked her. However, he thought that thesupplies for the orphanage were cut rather fine.
Emily Black, a member of the Charitable Aid Board,said that she had visited the orphanage many times'.Everything seemed sqwalid and miserable, and thearrangements for bathing wore very bad. The Boarddid not look kindly on suggestions for reforms from thewomen members who sat on it. Mrs. Carpenter wasnot nt to be matron, as she did not appreciate her

responsibilities. She was a fairly efheient inspector, butno matron. Her conversation was coarse, and her re-ports often ill-advised. The homes in which the chil-dren were boarded out were not satisfactory. She be-lieved the secretary dominated the Board more thanshould be the case.
Mrs. Marguerite Williamson, who had been a memberof the Wanganui Charitable Aid and Hospital Board,gave evidence m support oi the cottage home system forchildren.
Thomas C. Morris, secretary to 1lie CharitaMo Aid/Board for the past twenty years, stated that there hadalways .been a great deal o[ trouble in connection withthe orphanage. The master and matron had to be> dis-

missed about 1800. Then the Board decided to adoptthe boarding-out system, and advertisements were in-serted in the papers calling for applications, and deman-ding full particulars concerning applicants and references
to responsible people. About 170 applications were re-ceived, and about 40 children were sent out so that avery good selection was made. As many as possiblewere sent into the country. Witness was personallystrongly in favor of boarding-out as against institution-alism. Children were best in homes, but there was agreat deal of misunderstanding on the part of the pub-lic in regard to boardmg-out. It seemed to be takenfor granted that all children boarded-out were under thecare of the Charitable Aid Board. The people over-looked the fact that hundreds were boarded out by theEducation Boards and by private people. After theBoard adopted the system some local ladies very kindlyundertook the work of inspection. They did splendidwork for about four years, but then the practice drop-ped into disuse. Then the Board obtained reports fromreputable people in the \arious localities. Two Govern-ment officers had inspected anumber of the homes, andboth spoke very favorably of them. Dealing with thevisits of inspection made by the special committee pre-viously referred to, witness read the report adoptedwhich found everything satisfactory on the whole andrecommended that payment be stopped in only one in-stance. Payment was stopped, but the woman refusedto give tip the children, as they had been placed withher by their various mothers. She still had the chil-dren, and apparently the police could do nothing. Alittle improvement was effected in one or two cases -andthree children were taken away Irom homes. As tothe amount paid for the boarded-out children witnesssaid he waa rather at a disadvantage, as he was anofficer of the Board, and insinuations' and charges hadbeen made which he would have to meet as best hecould. After the increase from Gs to 7s a week was de-cided on he did not receive any instructions from theBoard, and, therefore, did not pay the increase, liedidso as soon as he was instructed to do so. It was notto be wondered at that some of the householders keep-
ing children should object to having their houses inspec-ted by seven people driving about in two four-wheeledcabs. They did not object to any one person inspect-
ing the house, but they did object to visiting in 'whole-sale quantities/ The Government adopted the boarding-"out system, and paid G-d a week less per child than didthe Board: In dealing with the children it was found to
"t a sail fact that the majority were illegitimate. Ifthe State would take over that branch, it, might be bet-ter for the children. A question to be considered was:Were such children to be treated better than those of theratepayers?

The inquiry was resumed on Monday.Mr. Norris, the secretary, said the cost of mainten-ance of the inmates was £2 4s 8d per'monlh so far aspensioners were concerned.
The Commissioner commented on the inclusion offuneral expenses in this estimate. Such expenses couldnot be said to form part of the inmates' maintenance.Mr. Norris said he did not know how else to chargethem. With regard to children, he strongly favored theboarding-out system as against the cottage homes.Mr. Norris, secretary to the Charitable Aid Boardcontinuing his evidence, said he asked the commissioner

to consider whether it was at alt likely that he
'

domi-
nated

'
the Board, as alleged by Mrs. Wells. Duringlus connection with the Board he had had to deal withabout a hundred people, and with very few exceptionsindeed he had never had the least trouble with them. Itwas hardly credible that such men would allow him to

influence their action and feelings. He believed the
Board would know how to deal with him should he at-tempt to

'
boss

'
them. Many of the members hadtaken a great interest in the work, and had frequentlyconierred with him. If other members had cared to,they could have obtained the same information, andprobably there would not have been the necessity for somuch of the commissioner's time to be taken up. Hehad told Mrs. Wells often that he .should be delighted to

give her any information he could. Mrs. Hendersonused frequently to talk with him about matters con-
cerning the work of the'Board, and it was always a plea-sure to exchange views. He denied that his system hadbeen one of blockade, or negation, or that Mrs. Wellshad been deliberately kept off the institution's commit-
tee. Fourteen months ago all three ladies wantedto beon the Charitable Committee, but the number waslimi-ted to seven. A ballot was taken to increase the num-ber to eight, and if the members of Mr. Harper's 'littlecaucus ' had not all done what they promised to doMrs. Wells would have been left off that committee. Iltfcould not say all he felt in regard to Mrs. Wells, as hohad no wish to be disrespectful. They had never quar-relled, but it was unfortunate that at times Mrs. Wellshad showedstrong feelings. He was afraid it was againsthimself. It was .a very delicate subject.

The Commissioner: Say what is in your mind MrNorris. Get rid of it, and you will feel better.
'

Witness : Well, then, Iam sorry to say so, but Iam fairly and honestly convinced tfiat Mrs. Wells hasbeen actuated by a desire to get me out of my position.Continuing, he contended that when going through theaccounts it was his duty to ask for particulars whendiscovering a big item, without intending to stint theorphanage. Mrs. Carpenter had a free hand to orderwhat she considered necessary, and he had never had theslightest desire to stint tho orphanage of supplies.
Everything was done by the order of the committee,but it seemed to be assumed that he was continuallydoing things of his own accord. He did not think thatthe public generally had any idea of the amount of workthat the Charitable Aid Board had to do. Some
thought he had a bed of roses, but he had been aslave to the Board, and devoted the best years of his life
to it. He could not help regarding the movement as adirect attempt to get him out of his position. Witnessasserted most emphatically that there had been no deli-berate attempt to keep Mrs. Wells off the institution'scommittee. He did not think any member careda snap
of the finger whether Mrs. Wells was on the committeeor not. Personally, he should be very glad to sec heron the committee. It was not a fact that meetings ofthe institution's committee frequently lapsed owing to
the absence of the chairman (Mr. Dobson). The meet-ings Avcre irregular, being called as occasion required.
Witness would ask the chairman if it was advisable to
call a meeting, and if Mr. Dobson instructed him hewould convene a meeting. There was no systematic in-spection of the orphanage. The matron had practically,a free hand. In regard to the town houses, where chil-dren were bparded put, it was left to the discretion ofthe inspector as to when any report should be made He
thought 7s 6d a week was a fair charge for boarded-outchildren, seeing that the Government's regular payment
was 7s.

The inquiry was then adjourned.
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trine or forms of faith, you know, unless you ask him
or show him your mind is uneasy on that score. No !
He just does all a mortal man can do for you, and evi-
dently wishes he could do more. Then he jollies you
and goes to church, and you feel you'd give one of '"your
two useless legs if you could follow him. Whist !
Here he comes.'
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WHYNOT have the best ? Ladiesf » agree that Cook o' theNorth Tea isjpoultiveljunßnrpaueed,
A REMINDER.— See that you are

getting)Cook o1o1 theNorthTea when
youoaklorit,

FT MEANS the most for themoney.■*■ It's the quality of HondaiLaok* T»tout telUi


