
THE JOURNAL 0F EDUCATION[JN&JUY18.

Borou gh-road ivas such a success that its supporters
wished to see its Il picture in littie " in varions parts of
the country. But*.schools on Lancaster's plan could
only be conducted by teachers trained by him ; and the
demand for such teachers made him, with a character-
istic disregard of wherè the nioney wvas to corne from,
start a trailing institution. The students were mostly
lads from the school, and very badly educated they
must have been, but they had caught from their
teacher his all-mastering enthusiasm ; and, young as
the y were, they succeeded ivonderfully. Biy the year
1805 the fame of Lancaster had gone forth t hrough al
the land, and the king desired to see hlm. An interview
took place at Waymouth. The following is anl accoulit
of its termination .- The king said, 1'Lancaster, 1
highly approve of your systern, and it is my wishi that
every poor child in my dominions should be tauight to
read the Bible; I will doanything you wish to promote
this object.' Lancaster said, ' Please, thy Majesty, I can
go throug h the country and lecture, on the system, ami
have no doubt but in a few- months 1 shall be able to*
give thy Majesty an account where 10,00O'*poor children
are being educated, and some of my youths instructing
them.' His Majesty immediadely replied, 'Lancaster,
I will subscribo a hiundred potinds annually - and'
(addressini the queen) 1'you shall subscribe flfty pouîîds,
Charlotte, ami the rincesses twenty-five pounds each.'....
Lancaster observe ,1'Please., thy Maesy that ivili be
setting thy nobles a good example. ' "Te example was
dutifully followed, for in a list of subscribers, published
in 1806. 1 find the naines of the king and qucen, follow-
ed by those of four p inces and royal duikes,1 six prin-
cesses and royal duchesses, seventeen peers and variou s
peeresses, honourables, members of Partiamlent, &c.
Soon after his visit to the king, Lancaster became ill,
and was forced to go into the country to rest. While at
Watchet, in Somiersetshire, it was suggested to hinm
that hie should give a lecture onl lis system. He gave
the lecture, which onlv proved to be the flrst of many,
for in the course of the next two or three years ho
travelied hrough the whiole kingdomi explaining bis
chieme. 0f the effect of his addresses one may *udg
from the fact that lie found it necessary to puýtbislî a
book of instructions as to the best routine to be observed
in starting a school on his plan.

The success of Lancaster raîsed him roops of enemies.
These xnay be divided into three classes-the friends of
ignorance, the friends of the Established Church, and
the friends of both. His patronage by the king and
nobility, while it increased the acerbity and excited the
env y of his foes, made them, very circumspect in their
met hod of aLtacking hirn; and ýas" I e law was againist
hlis being operated upon by ire, "* someé other mode of
assauît must be found. They accordingly asserted that
Lancaster lad stolen the details of biis system fromn Dr.
Bell, and (as Sir Fretful Plagiary says) had serve4 themi
Ias gipsies do stolen dhidren-disfigure them to maketlîem iss for their own." The system lad monits (how

could it fail to have when it ivas invented by'a clergy
nianfi and these it was which caused lis sacred majesty
anîd the hardly lsss sacred nobles to patronise it. IL ad
hiowever, one great and damnatory fault-it* did not
teach the dogmas of the Churol. As to tlîis same fanît
1 hiave nothing to say,but I muist examine how far the
charge made against Lancaster of plagiarismn fromn Dr.
Bell is true.

Dr. Bell wvas a claplainin l the service of the East
Itidia Company and in 1789 be became lîead master of
a chîarity school-lie Male Asylum-at Madras. He had
been muclh struck with a mode of teadhuin by wviting
in sand practised by the jiatives of Maiaar and lhe

determined to introduce it into his school. lis assis-
tants of whom le lad four, being grown up, did not
take ldindly to the innovation, and so he had to teach
the new plan to the elder boýys, and employ themn in turq
to teadli the younger on.es; in other words, hie introduced
a systein 0f monitors. His monitors, however, did flot
supersede LIe assistants ; they wvere created to meet à
spe cial difficulty, and used for no other purpose. l
1797, Dr. Bell returned to England, and published, in a
pamphlet of forty-eiglt pages, an account of the me-
thods ho hiad issed. He LIen reti'red to a living at Swa-
nage. is tract received very littie attention, and lie
did nothing in the matter of education for eigît years.
Lancaster did not sec Dr. Bell's pamphlet il 1800-that
is, tîilhe lad been .carrying ou lis own experiments
for two years. Hie acknowledged frankly the aid le got
from iL. He says :-Il From this tract 1 got severai use-
fui hints. I beg leave to recommend iL to Lhe attentive
perusal of the fniends of education and youth. I muchi
regret that 1 was not acquainted with the beauty of his(Dr. Bell's) system till somewhiat advanced in my plan ;
if I lad known iL, il would have spared nie mucli
trouble and some retrograde movements." In 1805 ,whein
lis system vas perfected, and hiad been dgaydat
w'ork on a large scale for over four yearsi5Lancaster
brought out a third edition of lis book. Dr. Bell appears
to have been a wvorthy man, but he seems to lhave
allowed himself to becpersuaded that aIl the credit of
Lancaster's wvork ivas due Lo him. Hie, therefore, after
the publication of the thîird edition of Lancaster's book,
brought ont a second edition of his otwn. lHe su ppressed
several jnaterial facts and nmade considerable additions,
and in 1,809 ho pubiished a third edition, when in spite
of suppr essions, LIe pamphlet had swollen to 1144 pages.
oseph Fox now wrote-"l A Comparative Vîew of the

Plans of Education as detailed iu LIe Publications of
Dr. Bell and Mr. Lancaster," with the epigrapl, I"Pal-
marn qui meruit ferai," and mnaintained ta tepalmi
should le borne b y ancaster. Thîis called ont a foufrtlî
edition of Dr. Bel l's work, lu which Lhe original 48
pages hadt becomei 348. Lu the following extract, fi-ono
the number of LIe Edinburgh Review alraady quoted, the
dis pute between Lancaster and Bell is calmly and judi-
cially summed up :-Il The nerit of devising Ht (the new
system) belongs to Joseph T1fncaster, altI ongli one of
iLs princp1es ad been previously kiîown to Dr. Bell,
andexemplified in the school at Madras, but wvithotit
those other principles which, wlien taken togetlier,»
constitute the new system. ....To Josephi Lancaster
a.tone belongs the praise of initroducing tIe neow systenri
into practice, and enabling inankind to benefit by it,
and preparing Lhe wav for iLs universal reception......
Thé plan pursued by tûr. Bell ... lias no one peculiaritY
which can entitle iL to a preference ; wlîile, on the,
contrary, iL 18 deficient in many of the most important
p oints, and especially fails in Lhe article or economny.",

Inanot 1er part of LIe saine article the ivriter says :
"Wc deeply regret to flnd thiat Dr. Bell las not liad thc

prudence and good sense-we s ay nothing of generositY
or courage -to allowv Luis simple-minded and most
deserving man (Lancaster) a menit which le cannoe b
any stretch of seif-complacency pretenid to dispute vi ti
hlm. And herein lies tIe charge which ive are unwill-
ingly compelled to admit las sunk most ln our nîids
against that reverend person. XVe could lave pardoned
*%hle senseless distinction bctween teaching writing anid
îeading, and passed over Lhe alarm lestIthe minds Of
tIe lower orders, 1'who are doomed Io the drudgery Of
daily labour,' should be too mucli elevatted by instructiOfl

....But wlîerï we find Dr. Bell printing book after
book to explaiïî lis system--years and years a/Tcr MI-
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