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Ted:

The Newfoundland School for the Deaf closed its door this past summer.  For 46 years, 

deaf and hard of hearing students came from all over the province to live and learn there.  

Education Minister Darin King's decision to close the school was not without 

controversy.  As you may remember, over the past few weeks the CBC's Roger Samson 

has been looking into the issues at play and he's here now with that.  Good afternoon.

Roger Samson:

Good afternoon, Ted. 

Ted:

Now refresh our memories, if you will.  What reason did the Minister give for closing 

the school?

Roger Samson:

The main reason?  He says no one wants to go there.  There are about 200 deaf or hard 

of hearing school-aged children in this province and their parents or guardians all chose 

to integrate them into the main stream school system.  That's according to Education 

Minister Darin King.

Ted:

Well the math seems pretty straightforward.  No one enrols; you don't need the school.  

Roger Samson:

Except there are a lot groups that are not happy about this.  Some of those groups that 

disagree with the closure:  The Newfoundland and Labrador Association of the Deaf, the 

Canadian Association of the Deaf, the Canadian Hearing Society, the Canadian 

Association of Educators of the Deaf and Hard of Hearing, the Association of Visual 



Language Interpreters of Canada, the Saskatchewan Deaf Association; and there are 

former students and former teachers who disagree with the closure as well.  The teachers 

say they saw this coming for years.  They say it is ideologically driven.

Ted:

And that ideology inclusion versus exclusion.  Integrate them, put them in with hearing 

kids, or segregate them, put them in a school of their own. 

Roger Samson:

Yes, it is.  Our Department of Education appears to be favouring integrating school-aged 

children with various disabilities into the mainstream system with teaching aides, 

assistants and whatever else they need.  Minister King referenced this when he talked 

about the closing of the school on On The Go earlier this summer.  He said the research 

shows inclusion is the best option, but this is where all the groups I mentioned before 

disagree with the minister.

Ted:

Now, Roger, you've spoken with a couple of teachers who used to teach at the School 

for the Deaf.  

Roger Samson:

Yes.  I talked with linguist Dr. Barbara O'Dea.  She taught at the Newfoundland School 

for the Deaf from 1980 to 1993, and she now works for the Canadian Hearing Society 

on a project called Barrier Free Education.  Here is what she believes drove the school to 

close:  It is almost 100 percent ideological.  Wherever somebody gets a foothold and has, 

not necessarily the knowledge but the credentials to be heard, and believes that children 

who have a potential to speak, that should be the goal and the only goal.  If these people 

get a foothold, that can permeate society pretty quickly because everybody is looking for 

people to be what they call normal and for them, deaf people are not normal.  We hear it 



constantly from the minister.  They will be with their peers.  Well, no, they won't be with 

their peers.  He believes that hearing people are the norm.  I mean, he must, because he 

says they are the peers.  So the hearing people are the peers and these deaf kids have to 

try to be as much like them as possible.  So immediately the deaf children are 

psychologically put at a disadvantage because they are now trying to be a peer to 

somebody who can't even communicate with them.  That's very difficult.  They are put in 

a school where their teachers cannot communicate with them.  So are they with their 

peers?  I would say no.

Ted:

And again, that's linguist Dr. Barbara O'Dea.  

Roger Samson:

The other teacher I spoke with, Ted, is Jeanne Leonard, Principal of the Ernest C. Drury 

School for the Deaf in Ontario.  And just so you know, Ontario has four provincial 

Schools for the Deaf.  She was at the Newfoundland School for the Deaf from 1987 to 

2002.  She left because she said she saw the writing on the wall, and the word on the 

wall was inclusion:  I think because the notion of integration is very romanticized.  And 

again, for people who are not familiar with what that really looks like, of course that 

sounds like a great thing to a parent, to have my child home.  That's what every parent 

would want.  That's what I would want but the reality of it is, it just doesn't work because 

kids who are deaf do not have access to language.  Language is what makes us human.  

Language is closely tied to cognition.  The more language you're not exposed to, the 

more you become like a feral child.  You know, Minister King needs to do a little bit of 

history on the history of deaf education.  Prior to the Milan conference in Italy, kids were 

typically educated in schools for the deaf by deaf adults.  In 1880, with people like 

Alexander Graham Bell, they kind of outlawed the use of sign language in schools and 

schools for the deaf, and fired deaf adults en masse, and it was -- that was the beginning 



kind of the revolution in deaf ed, and the divide in deaf ed started in 1880.  So this is 

really not a new debate.  This has been a long standing debate, but recently, which is 

again very ironic, and I guess the department is not aware of it, recently out in Vancouver 

they hosted the International Congress on the Educators of the Deaf, which was probably 

a week or so before the announcement that the school here had closed.  And at that 

congress, world renowned educators denounced the Milan conference and signed a 

declaration about the value and the importance of having a sign language in schools for 

the deaf, and lo and behold a week later in Newfoundland they closed the School for the 

Deaf.  So I guess the department here wasn't aware that that had -- or didn't have any 

attendees at that congress. 

Ted:

And again, that's Jeanne Leonard.  She's the principal of a school for the deaf in Ontario.  

Roger, did Ms. Leonard or Dr. O'Dea offer any proof of this bias towards inclusion? 

Roger Samson:

Neither of these educators are against inclusion where appropriate, but both say the 

Department was biased towards inclusion, putting deaf or hard of hearing students in 

with their hearing school-aged peers.  They believe the Department of Education helps 

deaf and hard of hearing students with hearing and listening issues but not with sign 

language issues.  Here is Dr. Barbara O'Dea again.  She'll reference ASL, which is 

American Sign Language:  Every single year, at least for the last several years, I was at 

the School for the Deaf  it was requested that we have an American Sign Language 

specialist on staff, and that person, of course, would be helping staff and teachers but 

also parents and parents of preschool children.  We never got it.  The government would 

not provide that to the School for the Deaf.  That was an amazement.  Like someone who 

actually was a specialist in the learning of American Sign Language, it was turned down 

every year.  It was interesting, though, soon as cochlear implants came into effect, within 



no time there was an audio verbal therapist at the School for the Deaf, but still, that very 

same year they would not give an American Sign Language specialist.  So that's like 

saying at a school board where there is French immersion you're not going to have a 

French specialist.

Ted:

And now here's Jeanne Leonard on this:  If you look at the Department's website and 

look at who they employ, you can see clearly that they have a bias because their staff are 

an auditory verbal therapist, a speech language pathologist.  Again, which is fine in the 

array of services.  Where is the ASL consultant?  The difference between the 

Newfoundland School for the Deaf and every other school is the language of 

instruction.  The language of instruction is ASL.  If the Department supported the 

Newfoundland School for the Deaf where is your ASL consultant?  There is no ASL 

consultant at the Department.  Never was.  So again, if people look at the common sense 

of it and put the debate aside you can see the forest for the trees.

Ted:

All right.  Now, Roger, we've looked at the etiological issues today but as you mentioned 

earlier, the minister told us that the main, if not only reason, for closing the School for the 

Deaf was that no students were enrolling.  

Roger Samson:

And tomorrow I'll be back to look at that.

Ted:

All right.  We'll talk to you then. 
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Ted:

Close to 200 deaf and hard of hearing students attend school in the province.  Since 

1964, one of the options available was attending the Newfoundland School for the Deaf 

here in St. John's, but this past August the Minister of Education, Darin King, 

announced that the school was shutting its doors.  He said students could get all the 

services they needed to succeed in mainstream schools.  Roger Samson has been looking 

into that.  And he's back now with more.  Good afternoon, sir.  

Roger Samson:

Hello.

Ted:

Now, Roger, the main reason cited by the minister for closing the school was that no 

new students were enrolling.  Parents were choosing to send their kids to schools with 

hearing children.  You spoke with two teachers who work in the field.  What did they 

have to say about that?

Roger Samson:

Well, Ted, Jeanne Leonard, who we heard from yesterday, is principal of the E. C. Drury 

School for the Deaf in Ontario, and she says parent weren't really given a choice:  Jeanne 

Leonard - I would think they're making that choice because that's probably the only 

choice that's really given to them.  I left in 2002 for that reason.  We knew, as teachers, 

the school was going to close.  We knew we weren't supported or the school was not 

supported by the Department.  I was told in 2002 by the then Director of Education, and 

I've heard Minister King say it since, because that used to be kind of like a catch phrase 

when we were, you know, at the school talking about it, oh well, the government is not 

going to close it.  It is going to be through natural attrition is what we were told.  And 

that's, in fact, what happened because they stopped admitting kids, so that's exactly what 



happens.

Roger Samson:

Now, the other person I spoke to, Ted, was Dr. Barbara O'Dea.  She's a linguist.  She 

taught at the Newfoundland School for the Deaf from 1980 to 1993, and she now works 

for the Canadian Hearing Society.  She said parents weren't ever really shown the 

potential of the school.  They never got to see it because preschool outreach programs 

that help parents learn about the School for the Deaf were scaled back:  Dr. Barbara 

O'Dea - Over time that was cut and cut and cut so that the people who are working with 

children couldn't visit, and they didn't come into the school anymore.  It is like where are 

these children?  So to say, like right back to the question about choice, when people are 

brought into a school for the deaf and they see the potential for their children, they will 

often choose that.  They go, oh my gosh, my child can be educated here versus they don't 

see it.  So they have the view of society that they don't want all these children together 

because they're all the same and they're all deaf, and that's scary to them, and if they're not 

provided with the opportunity to see that it is not scary at all.  They just use a different 

language and these kids chat about stuff and talk about everything everybody else does.

Roger Samson:

Jeanne Leonard backs up Barbara O'Dea on this, Ted.  Here she is talking about what 

teachers at the Newfoundland School for the Deaf could offer preschool-aged deaf and 

hard of hearing children:  Jeanne Leonard - They also provide an extensive preschool 

program, home visiting program for kids who had not yet attained school level and 

worked with the parents in the home on getting language into their kids and starting 

communication.  Also, the staff at the Newfoundland School for the Deaf were the 

founders of the Newfoundland Coordinating Council on Deafness which picked up the 

services once they graduated high school.  So, we provided extensive services to kids 

who went to all the post secondary institutions around Newfoundland.  I personally 



would travel between St. John's, Corner Brook, Labrador, you know, the southwest 

coast, wherever there were community colleges providing services.  We provided the FM 

systems, the note takers, the note taking paper, tutors, in-servicing of all college staff as 

to the effects of deafness and what it means to have a kid who's deaf and/or hard of 

hearing in your class, and we did that for years and years.  So with the demise of the 

school was the erosion of those services also.

Ted:

So, Roger, without these outreach programs how will deaf or hard of hearing children 

learn a language, whether it's an oral language, English or French, or a manual one, 

American Sign Language? 

Roger Samson:

Well, if you follow through on what Ms. Leonard and Dr. O'Dea are saying, it is now 

tougher for preschoolers to learn sign language, and for those with cochlear implants 

there is no guarantee they'll learn and to speak and understand spoken English.  Here is 

Dr. O'Dea again:  Dr. Barbara O'Dea - What's been going on lately, it seems, is that 

people are assuming that children who have cochlear implants will learn spoken 

languages, and as many, many do, if they have the right kinds of supports.  My biggest 

concern is if you have children who don't learn the spoken language, how long are 

people are going to wait before they give them an accessible language?  And every 

moment that goes by before a child is five, it puts them further and further and further at 

risk.  I will give you an example.  The Minister of Education said last week during an 

interview that there would be no children registering for the Newfoundland School for 

the Deaf for the next five years.  I will guarantee you there is not one professional I 

know of in this business who would predict whether or not a cochlear implant will give a 

child a spoken language.  We don't know the predictors, except huge therapy, and even 

20 percent of those children who have every ideal support you could have between birth 



and five years old, 20 percent of those deaf children will not learn English.  So to 

predict.  I don't know what kind of information he's been given to predict that none of 

them will need to go to a school for the deaf.  I'm assuming that would mean none of 

them need massive access to language that's accessible through their eyes.  And I 

wouldn't know why he would make that prediction.  Professionals would never do that.  

We don't know.  We don't know which ones.

Ted:

And again, that is linguist Barbara O'Dea.  You're listening to On The Go, and I'm 

talking to Roger Samson about the closure of the School for the Deaf here in St. John's.  

Now, Roger, we've heard from these two former teachers.  Why haven't we heard from 

any of the parents or any of the hard of hearing children themselves?

Roger Samson:

Well, both Jeanne Leonard and Dr. O'Dea say it is because some of those parents are 

fearful of speaking out.  Here is Dr. O'Dea:  Dr. Barbara O'Dea - I'm disappointed that 

parents haven't come forward but, you see, this process has been going on for a long 

time.  Parents probably who have up to ten-year-olds, they don't even realize the potential 

for a school for the deaf because most of them, their children didn't go to, so they don't 

really understand the potential.  Most of our society doesn't either.  They don't even, can't 

even get their heads around it.  I just think we should call it English schools, French 

schools, ASL schools, American Sign Language schools.  Then we might better get our 

head around it.  But I would say for the older children, let's say somebody who's going 

to university and has a great potential for success, if the government is giving them 

funding they're not going to criticize the government.  They're too small.  Like the 

government can't hear deaf people.  I'm sure they can't hear parents of deaf people.

Roger Samson:

And here is Jeanne Leonard:  Jeanne Leonard - If you ever had the opportunity to talk to 



parents, and it's interesting that you don't, and there may be people should be asking why 

parents are reluctant to speak, because if it was as cut and dry as the Department wants 

us to believe it is, that 199 of these have all said, yeah, rah, rah, rah to integration, where 

are these 199 parents and why are they reluctant to speak? Roger Samson: Why do you 

think they are?:  Jeanne Leonard - Because they are at the mercy, they are at the mercy of 

government for their services.  Now if I'd been given that option and now my kid is in an 

area where they're the only deaf kid, he's already now at a disadvantage, am I going to 

speak out publicly and risk, putting him at a more of a disadvantage because now I've 

ticked off the department or I've said something that I shouldn't, that, you know, is not 

taken nicely?  As a parent, again, I will be reluctant to do that.  And I do know of a 

family who, again, who'll remain unnamed who actually told me exactly that.  That they 

will not risk the child or the services by speaking out.  They cannot do it.  

Ted:

But, Roger, you were able to find one parent who is willing to talk on the record? 

Roger Samson:

Yes, I did, Ted.  Her name is Irene Coleman.  Her grandson attended the School for the 

Deaf, but this spring she was told your grandson can no longer go there.  She says she 

felt bullied into putting her grandson into the mainstream school system.  And she'll be 

along to talk to you tomorrow. 

Ted:

All right.  I look forward to that conversation.  I want to say thank you to you right now.  

Roger Samson:

You're very welcome.  

Ted:  Roger Samson
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Ted:

It's time for the third part of our week long look at the closure of the Newfoundland 

School for the Deaf.  When he made the announcement earlier this year, the Minister of 

Education said it was because students and parents had chosen to go to a regular school.  

Today we hear from a woman who begs to differ.  Irene Coleman is the legal guardian 

for her grandson Dominic.  I began our conversation by asking her how she would 

describe Dominic's level of hearing impairment.  Here's what she said:  Irene Coleman - 

He don't have any hearing.  They says he got Otitis Neurography.  That means that 

sometimes they think it gets to the brain, he do hear from time to time, but regards to they 

can't determine how much hearing he got and how much he haven't got.  And plus he has 

CP and a couple of other things wrong with him.

Ted:

So when you went to sign Dominic up for kindergarten in 2005, what happened? 

Irene Coleman:

Well, when it was time for Dominic to start school I went to the School for the Deaf to 

register him for kindergarten, and they told me that I had to register him for a regular 

school and then apply for the School for the Deaf.  So, I went and put him in regular 

school like they told me to do, and then I requested and they came back and said they 

wanted hearing tests done.  Well that took about a month, by the time we got the reply 

back.  Then they wanted more assessments done on him.  And then it was, well in the 

meantime it took 18 months to get all these assessments done and I still never had an 

answer whether he was going to the School for the Deaf for sure.  And I couldn't do 

nothing because they never said yes, they never said no.  So I wrote a letter personally to 



Brenda Smith requesting that I have an answer yes or no, if he is going to the School for 

the Deaf, and it is only then that I had an answer yes.  And that was only with the 

condition that it's only for a year.  So every year after that I had to put in a request for 

Dominic to stay at the School for the Deaf.

Ted:

Now why did they tell you that you had to register year by year at the School for the 

Deaf? 

Irene Coleman:

Well, they never really gave me an answer.  They just basically said that's the policy 

now.  Now that's the first, I worked at the School for the Deaf for 35 years in food 

service and that's the first time I ever heard of anyone having to register year from year.  

If you're deaf, well this is the place for you, School for the Deaf.  That's why it was 

called School for the Deaf.

Ted:

And how did he do in school there? 

Irene Coleman:

When he started School for the Deaf he had no communication whatever.  Within a 

couple of months he started picking up the signs, started to communicate, because before 

that he was so frustrated that he didn't know what's wrong with him.  He couldn't tell you 

what's wrong with him.  He couldn't tell you he was hungry.  He couldn't tell you he 

wanted this, he wanted that.  Once he started at the School for the Deaf, completely 

different child.  Within a matter of a couple of months the signs that he picked up, and 

even now to this day the signs that he is learning from, you know, the School for the 

Deaf.  

Ted:



Even with his other challenges? 

Irene Coleman:

Even with his other challenge.  

Ted:

So he's at the School for the Deaf year by year until this past June until that year ended.  

What happened when you wanted to enrol him in the School for the Deaf this fall?

Irene Coleman:

Well, in May we had an ISSP meeting for, you know, because every year we have the 

ISSP meeting and then request that he go to the School for the Deaf.  When I went into 

this ISSP meeting, basically they told me that it's no longer no more School for the Deaf.  

That he will be Eastern School District.  They had the principal from the Eastern School 

District, they had the principal from the School for the Deaf, plus they had, they had staff 

from the Eastern School District.  It was no, you can't request it.  It is just basically 

they're there when I went to the ISSP and they basically told me that there is no, he is no 

longer an NSD student.  He will be Eastern School District. 

Ted:

Irene, do you remember what day that was in May? 

Irene Coleman:

It was around the first week of May.  I don't know exactly.  I think it was May the 3rd or 

somewhere around, it was the first week of May. 

Ted:

So that was before the minister made the announcement that the School for the Deaf was 

closing? 

Irene Coleman:



Yes, it was.  That's why I was shocked when, you know.  Well, I sort of knew it was 

coming but, you know, when they told me then and then when I found out then when I 

heard it in August and they basically said that, you know, this came about, well I knew 

they were lying, when they told me in May, when I was told in May that there is no 

School for the Deaf.  And this is in August when they announced that.

Ted:

So what school did you have to enrol him in this fall? 

Irene Coleman:

Well, he was, when Paradise Elementary is in the School for the Deaf for the past two 

years because of mold, well he was, they started to put him, Dominic in part time with 

Paradise, but he was still an NSD student.

Ted:

But now they're back in the new school out in Paradise? 

Irene Coleman:

And now he's Paradise Elementary. 

Ted:

And how is that working for him? 

Irene Coleman:

Well, it's, it's hard to say.  It's working for him because right now he has a teacher at the 

desk and a student assistant that knows sign language.  Now, I don't know next year if 

he's going to have that, and I don't know the year after if he's going to have that.  But it's 

still that he haven't got kids that's around him with sign language that he can 

communicate to and they can communicate to him.  Because he could like sit down, like 

ourselves, we sit down and, you know, and watch them sign and all that and not 



understand, but he is starting to understand, but now he hasn't got any surroundings for 

to understand sign language or pick it up a lot easier if he had the surroundings.

Ted:

The argument is, as you know, Irene, that it's better to have the kids in the general 

population.  They feel included, they don't feel excluded.  They are going to have to get 

out in the wider world eventually one day, so they might as well (a) get used to that now 

and (b), find, I guess, the pleasures in it.

Irene Coleman:

School for the Deaf he is in his own environment.  Send him out in regular school, he 

got all these other kids around that, and trying to teach him with all the other kids 

around.  Like I'm not putting them aside saying that they should be in their own 

environment altogether, but he is learning more when he has children around that is 

signing to him more and he is picking up more and they are picking up more.

Ted:

So if the School for the Deaf was still open Dominic would be there? 

Irene Coleman:

Yes, I would want him to be there.  I would want him to be there until he graduates, 

because there is an awful lot of kids that's after graduating from the School for the Deaf.  

Like, Dominic, okay, he can't hear, but taking away the School for the Deaf, well, it is 

taking away his voice.  

Ted:

Now, Irene, we've spoken to a number of parents and guardians of deaf kids and hard of 

hearing kids and none of them want to talk on the radio because they're afraid that the 

Department of Education or somebody will, there will be some form of retribution 



anyway.  You don't have a similar fear? 

Irene Coleman:

No.  They can't take away anything more than what they already took away.  You know, 

School for the Deaf was School for the Deaf for deaf children.  For forty something 

years it was School for the Deaf, all of a sudden they take it away.  Like kids were in 

their own little community and all that then.  Why change it now?  They have a French 

school.  When I went to school, well I learned French in grade four but why have they 

got a separate French school?  They got CNIB's blind school.  Well that's for blind kids?  

So why take away the School for the Deaf?  

Ted:

We're going to talk to the Minister of Education, Darin King, on Friday in this half hour 

of the show.  Are there any questions you'd like me to ask him above and beyond the 

ones you just mentioned or anything you'd like to say to him? 

Irene Coleman:

I would like for him, you know, to go in a class with deaf kids with ear plugs and not be 

able to talk, not being able to communicate.  And why take away the School for the 

Deaf?  Like they should have had some kind of school for these challenging needs kids, 

whether it is a deaf school.  Like these artistic kids, challenging needs kids, they can't go 

out in regular school because they got all these kids there that is trying to learn, and this 

particular children are trying to learn too and they can't do it with all these kids around.  

They, you know, should have a special class for themselves.  

Ted:

Ms. Coleman, we'll leave it there.  I want to thank you for your time.  

Irene Coleman:



Thank you.  

Ted:

That is Irene Coleman.  She is the legal guardian for her grandson Dominic Coleman.  

He's ten years old.  He used to attend the Newfoundland School for the Deaf.  He's now 

at Paradise Elementary.  Tomorrow we'll hear from Ed Lawlor.  He's a retired itinerant 

teacher for the deaf.  He spent 23 years on the northeast Avalon helping hard of hearing 

kids, and on Friday we'll wrap up our series with an interview with the Education 

Minister Dr. Darin King. 
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Ted:

It's day four in On The Go's week long look at the closure of the Newfoundland School 

for the Deaf, and the story remains the same.  Despite the government's claims that 

declining enrolment led to the school's closure, we have heard voice after voice saying 

just the opposite.  The decisions were made years ago to shut the place down.  Today a 

retired teacher adds his voice to the mix.  His name is Ed Lawlor.  For 23 years he was 

an itinerant teacher for the deaf on the western Avalon, and today he's sitting across from 

me here in the On The Go studio.  Mr. Lawlor, good afternoon.

Ed Lawlor:

Good afternoon, Ted. .

Ted:

So what do we mean by itinerant teacher? 

Ed Lawlor:

An itinerant teacher is a travelling teacher.  They travel to different schools; wherever the 



student is basically.  And my territory was the western Avalon region, so I would go to 

where the students were to support them in that individual school.  In some cases there 

may be a couple of students at a school, but I support them in their language 

development, as an advocate and, of course, maintain equipment and a myriad of other 

duties.  

Ted:

In most cases, this would be one on one then, would it?

Ed Lawlor:

It would be on one work, yes.  

Ted:

Take me through a typical day or week.  

Ed Lawlor:

On a Monday I could be in the Conception Bay Area.  My usual schedule, Tuesdays and 

Thursdays, I was in Placentia Bay, St. Bride's, that area, and the rest of the week I was in 

Conception, Trinity Bay, that kind of thing.  But my case load would run anywhere from, 

a given year, say anywhere from say 25 to 30 students.  I travelled to, say, Placentia Bay, 

St. Mary's Bay, Trinity Bay, Conception Bay.  So you try as much as possible to see the 

students who had the most needs.  So you did a kind of triage.  The students with the 

greatest needs got the greatest amount of time.  We could provide up to five periods a 

week with an individual student but in my geography that would have been quite 

difficult.  So students oftentimes got maybe to four.  And we worked with students 

during lunchtime and after school to accommodate their schedules as well.

Ted:

So the kids who need you the most might see you two or three, maybe four times a 



week.  

Ed Lawlor:

Correct. 

Ted:

The kids who didn't, once a week, maybe every other week; something like that.  

Ed Lawlor:

Yeah, and if they, certainly if they were doing fine.  And if there was, for example, a 

student who had a mild hearing loss and was doing, just needed some accommodations 

in the classroom, then they wouldn't be seen as often.  It was always a challenge what 

times you take them out, because you don't want to hit your math and your science, and 

sometimes it would be music and sometimes it may be French or.  Well, phys ed is not a 

popular one to take students out of.  But it would be, you try to lessen the impact on their 

academic career (phonetic) as much as you could.

Ted:

And then the rest of the week they're just with the regular teacher in the regular class? 

Ed Lawlor:

They are. 

Ted:

It's only been two years since you retired.  If things have changed since then so be it, but 

is that the level of support that is what's out there, what's available now for kids with 

hearing impairment?  Like a guy who comes by three or four times a week for one period 

maybe?

Ed Lawlor:

In many of the rural areas it may be the case but some of the students who have moved 



from the School for the Deaf, the government has committed, I think, halftime position 

teachers for them, and I think there are, as far as I know, some interpreters as well.  So it 

would be a little bit different for some of the students who have moved recently from the 

School for the Deaf.  But for the majority of the population, the hard of hearing 

population, they would receive the itinerant service.  Yeah.  

Ted:

Twenty-five years ago, it is 1985, that's when you started teaching deaf kids. 

Ed Lawlor:

Yeah. 

Ted:

How many of them were in the system then?  I'm not looking for raw numbers, I'm 

looking to lead to philosophy here.  

Ed Lawlor:

Generally, the criteria that was used is that if a student could cope in the regular school 

system, they had their academic skills, were not too far behind, their ability to 

communicate, their ability to develop socially, those were criteria that we used.  Students 

who had, and most of these students were students who I would term deaf, and students 

who signed went to this Newfoundland School for the Deaf.  However, Newfoundland 

School for the Deaf has always been looked upon as an alternative school too.  If a 

parent choose, even some students who weren't deaf, they wanted that intensive work, 

they would go to the School for the Deaf.  I mean, there is even, I can even tell you 

stories of students who said, look, I'm fed up with the regular school system.  I've just 

been maligned in that system.  I don't, I don't have the social abilities.  I'm not having the 

real social impact that I want to have and I want to finish my career at School for the 

Deaf.  That was an alternative at that time.



Ted:

When did the kids who are profoundly deaf, the ones who sign, when did they start 

getting shifted out into the regular system? 

Ed Lawlor:

As far as I can determine, and again, I don't have the exact date but I think it was around 

2003, especially when the Department of Education Student Support Services determined 

who was coming into the School for the Deaf and who was going out.  I would say 

around that particular period of time, there was a noticeable difference.

Ted:

It wasn't a gradual change.  It was a turn in the. 

Ed Lawlor:

Well, I'll give you an indication of when I saw it.  I had a student, a young student whose 

mom came to me and she said, look, he's having difficulty.  He has, you know, some 

academic difficulty and some social, there were some social issues as well.  Ed, you 

know, how about if I went in and checked out the School for the Deaf?  I said that's your 

prerogative.  Always has been.  And so she went in and looked at the program.  He had a 

little bit of assessment done there by the guidance counsellor and sat in some of the 

classes and he felt comfortable.  So, she came back to me and she said, okay, well let's, 

this is where we want to go.  We want to look at the School for the Deaf, so we can we 

start the process.  And of course the process then involves what we call an ISSP, 

Individual Support Services Plan.  I think now they're called an IEP.  So, we went 

through all that process and there was, there was a recommendation that he attend the 

School for the Deaf from the school board, from this plan, and he was refused.  So an 

appeal went back, at that particular time went back to the same person.  He was refused 

again.  But, what really planted in my head that something had changed was this - when 



you have an ISSP you include all the professionals that are, that are pertinent to that 

particular child.  I had called the School for the Deaf and I asked the principal, you know, 

to attend the meeting just to explain the program there, you know, so that the parent 

would be even better informed and so would the people in the school system.  The day of 

the meeting she called, the principal had called me and said I'm not allowed to attend.  I 

can't attend.  This is coming down from the Department of Education, Student Support 

Services.  And I thought that rather bizarre.  And I had also had an opportunity to speak 

to the guidance counsellor who had done some assessment with this student and he said, 

Ed, I can't talk to you.  I'm not allowed to talk to you about the student.  I've been told by 

my superiors, the Department of Education not to speak to you about this particular 

student who is looking to get into the School for the Deaf.  He said nothing personal.  It 

is just, you know, it's my job.  And from that point on, from, that was in about 2003, I 

knew and I think, tell the truth, anybody who was in the system, in, and we're not a large 

group in this province, anybody who's an educator of deaf and hard of hearing knew that 

the tide had changed and something was happening.  

Ted:

So in 2003 there is this decision made, the Department will vet all admissions to the 

School for the Deaf and the people at the School for the Deaf won't actually have any say 

in that anymore?

Ed Lawlor:

That's, that would be my understanding and my contention, yes.  

Ted:

That must have caused an awful lot of talk at the time, if people saw this happening? 

Ed Lawlor:

It engendered a lot of talk and rumour, and of course, any time that we had brought up 



about the School for the Deaf, you know, closure, it was quickly said, no, School for the 

Deaf is not closing.  That was the standard policy to say that; but yet, when you see no 

admission, students not coming in and students being moved out, what conclusion can 

you come to?  Eventually you reach a stage where you don't have a School for the Deaf 

and that's what happened recently.  I mean, you can say, well, it closed because of, you 

know, it is more technology out there, cochlear implant, there is a declining population, 

whatever.  Those are factors but they aren't the mitigating factors.  It is simply, I mean, a 

fact that if you move students out and you don't allow admissions, what's going to 

happen?  

Ted:

You're listening to On The Go.  We're talking about the closure of the Newfoundland 

School for the Deaf today with Ed Lawlor, a retired itinerant teacher of the deaf.  Now, 

Mr. Lawlor, let me ask you this:  How hard is it for these deaf kids, these kids who are 

hard of hearing to integrate into the regular system?  Let's start with the academics first.  

Ed Lawlor:

Academics, the big area in academics is, of course, language and that permeates 

everything, all the curriculum.  So, as an itinerant teacher most of my work would be 

done in the area of language, making sure that or trying to get their language level up to 

par with the grade level that they were in, and oftentimes that wasn't the case.  So, there is 

a tremendous amount of work on language and, of course, all the academics that come 

along with that.  But also, an important component is socially and many of our students, 

because of the difficulty in communicating, and even our hard of hearing students 

sometimes, you know, when we would do in-servicing and we would say to teachers, 

look, you know, you'll see this, that sometimes students will be talking and the hard of 

hearing student will be listening or will, and they never quite got something and they'll 

say could you repeat that.  And sometimes they may ask, you know, if they're bold 



enough to ask to repeat it a third time, and oftentimes what you get is dismissal.  That's 

okay.  And that's a very irritating thing with a hard of hearing population.  So, like 

cafeterias and very, very noisy areas, those are difficult listening situations for all of our 

students.

Ted:

It must be lonely for them.  

Ed Lawlor:

It is.  It is lonely and it's something that we worked on, like tried to encourage and 

certainly parents were a great help here, tried to encourage them to be involved in, you 

know, community organizations, like Boy Scouts or Cadets or whatever, as much as 

possible so that they would get exposure.  And believe you and me, as a hard of hearing 

person you have to have a pretty school skin too, you know, to develop and have that 

fortitude to say I don't understand this.  And that's difficult, even when you're in a class 

of like 25 or 30 kids. 

Ted:

You're going to get slights every day.  

Ed Lawlor:

Yeah, it's difficult.  It is difficult.  

Ted:

I wanted to get as a way of bringing this conversation to a close, Mr. Lawlor, to get your 

thoughts on the idea of what's better for the kids, to bring them up in the School for the 

Deaf and then they go out into the wider world at 18, or get them in early and integrate 

them when they're little.  There is that philosophical divide in the education for the deaf.

Ed Lawlor:



As I stated earlier, that the School for the Deaf I considered as an alternative.  It wasn't 

for all of our students but I think it was an alternative.  And the students that have gone 

through the School for the Deaf, and many of the students, of course, went on to 

Gallaudet University or Rochester Institute of Technology in Rochester.  They tend to go 

to institutes that had a lot of supports for deaf students.  So, I don't think that the School 

for the Deaf was exclusive, as some people keep using inclusive and exclusive.  I think it 

was.  It included deaf people in a milieu that was for deaf people and supported deaf 

culture, which is a total area you could get into altogether.

Ted:

It is a separate culture. 

Ed Lawlor:

Yes, it is very much so, and I'm not a deaf person.  So a deaf person could elaborate 

more on that, but it is a very, very much of a part.  If anybody had walked through the 

School for the Deaf, it is a very much a part of those students.  

Ted:

But is it more, and you're a visitor to that country, I'll use that metaphor if I may.  

Ed Lawlor:

Yeah. 

Ted:

Is it just a separate language or is it a separate culture? 

Ed Lawlor:

The deaf people would firmly believe that it is not just a separate language, it is a culture 

as well.  

Ted:



How is it different? 

Ed Lawlor:

Well, I believe language is the big component of it but even the way that the stories are 

told, even the way the jokes are told.  And I've tried to follow some of those jokes in 

being around deaf (inaudible), and I'm not a competent signer but you can see that even 

body positioning and everything using ASL is quite, it is quite different and it is very 

much of a part, I believe, of a cultural aspect. 

Ted:

Whether it was by accident, happenstance or design, was it a mistake to close the school? 

Ed Lawlor:

I personally think so.  The School for the Deaf was of a viable alternative for students.  

That's the way I looked on the School for the Deaf.  And for itinerant teachers, and I can't 

speak for all of them, but I know for itinerant teachers it was a major source of support 

for us.  If we had a question related to deaf education, the School for the Deaf brought in 

some of the world renowned educators of the deaf to speak to people.  I had that 

opportunity to listen to a lot of them.  People at the school had their Masters degrees even 

in the '70s and '80s when Masters degrees weren't quite so plentiful.  So it was a highly 

skilled group.  Now you've dispersed that.  And to be quite honest, Ted, I don't see any 

concrete model for the delivery of services to deaf and hard of hearing children right 

now.  

Ted:

Mr. Lawlor, I want to thank you for coming by.  You've had some very interesting 

things to say.  Tomorrow we'll talk to the minister.  

Ed Lawlor:



Thank you, Ted.  

Ted:

That is Ed Lawlor.  He's a retired itinerant teacher of the deaf.  Tomorrow we will talk to 

the Minister of Education, Dr. Darin King about everything you've heard all week.  If 

you want to weigh in before we get to him, give talk back a call 1-800-465-6846.  If 

you'd like to send us an e-mail, the address is onthego@cbc.ca.  I should also mention, 

by the way, that all of these interviews are available on our website.  We also have 

transcripts for people who can't hear the radio very well.  Go to cbc.ca/onthego for that.
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Ted:

It's time to wrap up our week long look at the 

closure of the Newfoundland School for the Deaf.  

We've heard many people question that decision and 

the philosophy underpinning it.  They've also 

disputed the official story of why it closed.  They 

wonder about the future.  Today we hear from the 

Minister of Education, Darin King.  He's on the line 

now.  Dr. King, good afternoon.  

Dr. Darin King:

Good afternoon.

Ted:

Now I want to take you back to, you announced in 

August the closure of this school but I want to take 



you back to 2003.  In August, you cited declining 

enrollment as the reason, but in 2003, before you 

were the Minister of Education, we've had several 

people tell us that back then there was a decision 

made to exclude the specialists from the School for 

the Deaf from the meetings that happened every year 

to determine whether or not a child would go to the 

School for the Deaf.  They told us that as of 2003 

it became solely a Department of Education decision.  

No one from the School of the Deaf would determine 

who got in or who didn't.  Why was that decision 

made?  Do you know?

Dr. Darin King:

Well, I guess, the decision as you're communicating 

it is not totally accurate, as far as I understand 

it.  My understanding is that the administration 

process changed whereby the final stamp of approval 

came through the Department of Education.  I'm not 

aware that there was an exclusionary process where 

people were left out of the process, but as I 

understand it, Ted, back at that point in time there 

were a number of students attending the school.  The 

admission was a little looser than many people 

thought it ought to have been, and there were a 

number of students there that it was felt could have 

been better served in different locations with other 

resources to support them.  So the collective 

decision of the Department of the day and the 



Minister of the day was that the final approval 

process would go through the Department of 

Education, but I'm not aware that any professionals 

were left out of that process.  

Ted:

Well I know that your Department has been listening 

all week and getting transcripts and all of that.  

We had several people tell us that people from the 

School of the Deaf were told, no, you can no longer 

attend those meetings, the Department of Education 

is going to hold those hearings, and once that 

change happened people stopped being sent to the 

school.  

Dr. Darin King:

Well that, you know, again, I mean I don't want to 

debate hearsay and what one person or two people or 

three people may have said to you.  I have talked to 

many people as well and that's not the process, as I 

understand it.  You know, the reality is that when a 

child registers or indicated an interest in 

registering for the School for the Deaf, as with any 

other child in the province, their first line of 

contact with the school system is through their 

local school, and from that the districts will make 

a referral that if they felt a student would be 

better served by coming to the School for the Deaf, 

just the same as they do now, if they feel that 

there are other services beyond the normal services 



provided for, for the regular classroom.  I mean, 

the districts will make the referral.  In that 

particular scenario that's what existed.  The only 

difference was that when the referrals came forward, 

the final decision was made at the departmental 

level and not at the School for the Deaf itself.  

Ted:

Doctor ‑‑ and again, we're talking about at the time 

before you were minister, but Dr. Barbara O'Dea, who 

is a linguist, who taught at the school for 13 

years, also told us that around the same time they 

stopped doing the preschool outreach programs and 

because parents, she said that because parents 

weren't brought to the School for the Deaf.  They 

weren't shown what the school could do for their 

children.  So people didn't sign up.  They didn't 

know enough about the school to sign up.  

Dr. Darin King:

You know, I guess there is a couple of things.  

Number one is you're asking me to react to a 

statement made by somebody who wasn't even working 

at the School for the Deaf in 2003; and you're 

asking me to react to a statement prior to a time 

when I was minister.  But, you know, I have no 

information provided to me that will confirm that 

what she said is accurate.  That's the most that I 

can say about that.

Ted:



All right.  Well, look, I will talk about your time 

in a minute but I also want to talk about the 

overarching philosophy here.  Regardless of why 

there was that decline, the immediate effect seemed 

to be that there were fewer and fewer children being 

admitted to the School for the Deaf.  That led to a 

precipitous decline in the enrollment, and it seemed 

to most of the people that we were talking to that 

this was a self‑fulfilling prophesy.  The government 

or the Department of Education discouraged people 

from coming.  That led to fewer people enrolling.  

That led to you saying this year nobody is going so 

we need to shut it down. 

Dr. Darin King:

Well, first of all, let me contradict something you 

said there because you made a statement that fewer 

were being admitted.  That's not the case.  The case 

is that fewer were applying to admittance to the 

school.  And there is a difference between 

applications coming and being rejected and 

applications not coming.  So we need to be clear 

upon that.

Ted:

But we've, but we've had parents tell us they wanted 

to send their kids there and were told they couldn't 

do it.  

Dr. Darin King:

Well, you know, I can't confirm that, and if people 



have information they want to supply to me on that I 

would be more than willing to listen to them, Ted, 

but, you know, the fact of the matter is that fewer 

applications had been coming in for admittance to 

the School for the Deaf.  And I have listened to 

lots of your comments over the week from people 

you've interviewed and your own, you know, and with 

the greatest of respect, I noticed that up until my 

interview today they've all been for the negative.  

I could provide you, for example, with the Atlantic 

Province Special Education Authority that deals with 

Special Education across the Atlantic Provinces who 

are supportive of this.  I could provide you with 

the Newfoundland Chapter of the Canadian Hard of 

Hearing Association, Myrtle Barrett, who's totally 

supportive of this.  I could provide you with the 

most recent principal who worked in the school in 

the era while we've been in government, contrary to 

the two employees that you've interviewed, who's 

totally supportive of this.  So, you know, the fact 

is that I guess the interview with me today has been 

set up in the negative and I accept that.  I have no 

difficulty with that as long as people understand 

that, that there are people out there who speak 

positively to this move.  There are lots and parents 

and students ‑‑

Ted:

Well I can tell you we've had a hard time finding 



them because once, when we did the original stories 

on this then were started getting e‑mails from 

people saying look, this isn't how it happened.  I 

didn't want to send my kid somewhere else.  I wanted 

to send them there and I was told I could not.  

Dr. Darin King:

The e‑mails that I'm getting are contrary to yours, 

and most of the media statements that I've heard 

from parents, with the greatest respect, for their 

opinions are based on anywhere from five and six 

years ago to 30 years ago.  The people that I heard 

the most vocal about the closure of the School for 

the Deaf have been organizations with connections 

totally outside of the Province of Newfoundland and 

Labrador; from Saskatchewan and Manitoba and these 

kinds of groups and from individuals who are no 

longer working in this province or connected to this 

province.  The parents of students who are attending 

schools in this province, I've been in contact with 

a number of them and they've made contact with me 

and they're expressing support.  The fundamental 

principle here is that parents have made choices 

over the last number of years that have resulted in 

fewer and fewer students attending the School for 

the Deaf.  Now, if you have parents who say to you 

that they don't feel that there was an option and 

the school was closing, I would suggest to you that 

they were very likely told of the program that could 



be offered to their son or daughter as that school 

got down below 20 students and below 15 students and 

down below 10, and eventually this year would have 

been perhaps lower than that if we had maintained 

it, and therefore, they made conscious choices to 

put their children in a learning environment where 

they could get a better quality program, access to 

their peers and to better supportive activities to 

help them grow and be nurtured as children in the 

school system.  

Ted:

We'll bring up the peer issue in a moment, Dr. King, 

but first I want to talk to what happened on your 

watch, and that was the decision to close the 

school.  When was that decision made? 

Dr. Darin King:

I don't have the exact date in front of me but I 

think we communicated somewhere, somewhere in 

mid‑August.  

Ted:

That's my recollection as well.  The reason I want 

to ask is that I want to play a couple of clips now 

that have led me to feeling a bit confused.  The 

first one I want to play is you and Yvonne Jones, 

the leader of the opposition in the House of 

Assembly this past May, the 27th of May.  Yvonne 

Jones:  "On April 10th, 2008, the former Minister of 

Education informed the House of Assembly that the 



government had no plans to close the School for the 

Deaf.  And I asked the minister today if that is 

still the case."

Dr. Darin King:  "Mr. Speaker, our intentions for 

the School for the Deaf have not changed since the 

previous minister spoke in this house.  The School 

for the Deaf still operates and we still offer 

governmental support to the same degree that we have 

in the past couple of years.  There are no changes 

at this point in time from government."  

Ted:

All right.  Again, that's you in the House of 

Assembly on the 27th of May this year; but here's 

what Irene Coleman, the Grandmother and Guardian of 

a child who attended the School for the Deaf told us 

on Wednesday.  Irene Coleman:  "In May, we had ISSP 

meeting because every year we have the ISSP meeting 

and then request that he go to School for the Deaf.  

When I went into this ISSP meeting, they told me 

that it is no longer no more School for the Deaf.  

That he will be Eastern School District.  They had 

the principal from the Eastern School District, they 

had the principal from the School for the Deaf, plus 

they had staff from the Eastern School District."  

Ted:

Irene, do you remember what day that was in May?  

Irene Coleman:  "It was around the first week of 

May.  I don't know exactly.  I think it was May the 



3rd."  Ted:  So if that happened the first week of 

May, that's three weeks before you stand in the 

house and say the school is not closing, she says 

she was told then it was.  Well how do you explain 

the contradiction?

Dr. Darin King:

Well, first of all, I guess I don't see a 

contradiction.  You know, I stand by the comments 

that I made at the house in May.  I made my comments 

which were reflective of the circumstances that we 

were dealing with at the time.  Hopefully ‑‑ 

Ted:

But if I can stop for you one second and I will let 

you carry on.  How is there ‑‑ How do you not see a 

contradiction?  If you say on the 27th, the school 

is not, there are no plans to close the school but 

three weeks before she's told the school's already 

closed?  

Dr. Darin King:

Well, as I was about to say to you, that I don't see 

a contradiction, because on the 27th of May I 

answered the question based on the information that 

was available to me.  I don't want to get into a 

discussion and I can't get into a discussion about 

the specifics of the case that you just identified, 

but I can say to you that no parents were advised 

prior to me announcing in August that the School for 

the Deaf is closing, that it was closing.  Parents 



would have been advised of the kinds of programs and 

choices that would have been available to students 

given the pattern of enrollment that we were seeing 

and the indication that officials would have been 

receiving from parents and students and what their 

choices were to going to be for the fall.  No doubt 

the lady that you just, the clip you just played and 

others perhaps would have been told that here's 

what's happening and, you know, here's the kinds of 

scenarios that you're going to face, and by way of 

an option, if you choose to do what others are doing 

here's what's available to you.  But no official 

would have been in a position to communicate the 

School for the Deaf was closing because the decision 

frankly was not made.

Ted:

Yet, that's what she says.  

Dr. Darin King:

You know, I can only say what I just said to you, 

Ted.  I don't want to get into he said/she said and 

I certainly don't want to say somebody is 

misstating.  I am only telling you the facts as I 

know them and there was no decision to close the 

School for the Deaf until I communicated it 

publicly.  I can't be any clearer than that.

Ted:

Okay.  All right.  Well, look, let's talk about 

another issue.  Above and beyond enrollment, what 



seems to be at play here more than anything are the 

two competing philosophies, that out of inclusion ‑ 

including deaf and hard of kids in the mainstream 

school system ‑ and exclusion ‑ keeping those same 

kids together in a separate school of their own ‑ 

and it seems to me from past conversations and 

statements you've made, you and the Department of 

Education come down squarely in the inclusion camp.

Dr. Darin King:

Absolutely.  You know, from my, from my professional 

perspective, parking the fact that I'm a politician, 

from my professional perspective, having spent many 

years in the system and having been well read in 

education over the years, which is part of my role 

as an educational leader, that children who are 

placed in an inclusive environment and have the 

opportunity to spend time with their peers and to 

learn with their peers, learn from their peers, be 

assisted by their peers and to participate in 

activities with their peers develop much better and 

learn many more things and create many more lifetime 

and life advancing opportunities for themselves than 

those who are placed in a very isolated exclusionary 

setting. 

Ted:

All right.

Dr. Darin King:

And in particular in this case where we're talking 



the last time the school operated with less than 20 

students. 

Ted:

All right.  You use the word "peers" there several 

times and I want to play another quick bit of tape 

for you.  This is Barbara O'Dea, the linguist who we 

talked to earlier in the week, who says that hearing 

kids and deaf kids are not peers with kids with 

regular hearing.  Dr. Barbara O'Dea:  "Everybody is 

looking for people to be what they call normal.  And 

for them deaf people are not normal.  We hear it 

constantly from the minister.  They will be with 

their peers.  Well, no, they won't be with their 

peers.  He believes that hearing people are the 

norm.  I mean, he must because he says that they are 

the peers.  So the hearing people are the peer and 

these deaf kids have to try to be as much like them 

as possible.  So immediately the deaf children are 

psychologically put at a disadvantage because 

they're now trying to be a peer to somebody who 

can't even communicate with them.  So are they with 

their peers?  I would say no."  Ted:  Dr. O'Dea says 

they're not in a peer situation.  

Dr. Darin King:

Well, I guess Dr. O'Dea and I have a fundamental 

disagreement in how we define the word "peer".  And 

obviously, you know, since many people or many media 

outlets in the province are relying upon Dr. O'Dea, 



we have a fundamental disagreement in philosophy.  

You know, my definition of a "peer" is a student of 

the same age group being able to spend time with 

other students of the same age group.  Now if 

Dr. O'Dea has a different definition, well fair 

enough.  She can base her opinion on her definition, 

I don't want to debate that.  My definition of a 

peer is what I just explained to you.  That it is 

students of the same or similar ages who go to 

school together, who participate in activities 

together, and who learn things together and grow up 

together, and from my perspective students who are 

with their peers are much better off.  And I 

believe, by the way, I believe that you will find 

literature and research to support what I'm saying 

to you.  That children who have those opportunities 

are far better off than students who are isolated 

and put in a totally remote setting with very few, 

of other individuals of similar ages trying to learn 

in that manner. 

Ted:

Well, let's just hear from one of those kids now.  

One last bit of tape here, Dr. King.  This is Nicole 

Maher.  She was a mainstream student in Bishop's 

Fall until she was 13 and then she enrolled in the 

School for the Deaf.  Nicole Marsh:  "I've come home 

crying almost every day because everyone would pick 

on me.  (Inaudible).  (Inaudible) I would just sit 



there reading a book because they didn't understand.  

Then when I came here I actually have friends.  I 

can talk with them.  They had understand.  If this 

place didn't exist I would have probably dropped out 

of high school.  I wouldn't be in university or 

anything.  In the mainstream by myself I just felt 

like I was strange.  That there was something wrong 

with me.  When I came here I found that (inaudible), 

and I knew that if everyone else could do it, I 

could do it too.  I could be something."  Ted:  So 

there's one student who says in the mainstream 

system she felt lonely, she felt isolated, she was 

bullied, she was picked upon.  She goes to the 

School for the Deaf, she sees kids around her 

functioning really well and she says, you know, I 

can make something of myself.  What do you say to 

her and kids and who feel the same way as her?

Dr. Darin King:

Well, first of all, I say it is a very unfortunate 

situation and I empathize with her and, you know, I 

wish, I wish someone could have done something to 

help her out, but let's be very clear, and I 

hesitate saying this because I don't want to make 

this about this particular student, but being lonely 

and isolated and bullied is not a function of deaf 

education or not limited to deaf students.  We have 

students in the system today who are lonely and 

isolated and bullied.  There are a lot more factors 



that contribute to that than the fact that someone 

is deaf or hard of hearing.  I mean, fundamentally 

Ted, let me say this to you, we have an obligation 

to provide the best possible educational 

opportunities we can provide for students.  And let 

me say this to you, there is no one in the 

Department of Education and no one in the school 

setting that comes to work each day and says I'm out 

to get that student.  I want to make sure that we 

make them suffer.  We're all trying to do the best 

we can, and information changes and circumstances 

change and society changes.  And as I said before, 

with the greatest of respect to the subjects that 

you've chosen to use as part of this program, I 

could provide you with lots of others that will give 

contrary views to that and I could provide you with 

individuals and groups who are here today a part of 

the system, not those who participated years ago.  I 

mean, at the end of the day our obligation is to 

provide the best possible experience we can for 

students.  I mean, ultimately you would know as well 

as I do that everything we do in education is about 

making sure we set students up to succeed, and if 

the move that we're making now to provide them the 

opportunity in the mainstream system to be part of 

an environment where undoubtedly there are going to 

be challenges at times, there is no question about 

that.  But let's face it, what do you think will 



happen when a student leaves high school and leaves 

university and they have to go to work and they have 

to maintain a home?  They are all at some point in 

time going to have to be more independent than 

perhaps they've used to been.  Well, part of our 

role in education is to provide them with a set of 

circumstances that will hopefully lead to better 

opportunities for them as a result of that.  And we 

believe, and I firmly believe based on my 

experiences in education and my research in 

education, that these students will be better served 

with appropriate resources put in place that I've 

already committed to by being in schools with their 

peers and taking advantage of all the opportunities 

that provides them.

Ted:

I take it there is nothing that would persuade you 

to revisit this decision to close the school? 

Dr. Darin King:

The decision was made based on a lot of thought, 

based on a lot of research and based on a lot of 

reading.  And it was not made on a whim.  It was not 

made for purposes of saving money.  It was not made 

for infrastructure needs.  The decision was made 

based on the best interest of children and based on 

the fact that parents chose to move their children 

to other settings, other schools where they felt 

that their children would be better served and where 



they wanted them to attend.  And so we were left 

with a situation with a huge building, a lot of 

employees and no students enrolled.  

Ted:

All right, Dr. King, we'll leave it there.  I will 

get a hold of your people next week to get the names 

of those people who think this is a good idea.  We 

do want to hear from everybody.  

Dr. Darin King:

Thank you very much for the opportunity.  

Ted:

All right.

Dr. Darin King:

Bye, bye.  

Ted:

That is Darin King.  He is this province's Minister 

of Education.  What do you make of what you heard?  

Call Talk Back and let me know, 1‑800‑465‑6846.  If 

you'd like to send us an e‑mail the address is 

onthego@cbc.ca.


