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this head are blank in mns under 
the returns from Toronto

E.r,^r^™r'"rF:i
attendance. ’ the canse of tbeir non-

suenMW may be considered defective in one re- 
spect, that no penalty is authorised tn ho • j

upon those parents L household's who rSt
answer the questions which the officer of th. « . ,Board may propose; but X have ner heard '

com The0"1 “T h"1 °fthe Pr0vi— vu lUi 
count. The complaint has been of the trouhl
labour of procuring the information

of any

e and
required.

1 am glad that the Toronto Board of School T™

I have for-d ...e. ÆSÏÎ» *»
*.lth,a11 th® examples and authorities in Itebrtdf 
which I had been able to obtain and thpn ♦ 6Ùalf
the chief objection which had been urged Ctot mv 
recommendation, (namely popular oppos“^ 

brought it under the consideration of the various
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