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THIE EDUCATION BILL IN ENGLAND.

-UST now wliilc the House of Lords is comning iii for
sonie vcry unfavorable criticism oer their action in
aniending tic English Education Bill of 1906, a word
from their point of view mnay flot bc aniiss. To judge froin

some of the press coninients, onie inight, supposc that the Lords had
set justice and comnmon scuse at defiance, and had delibcrately
thro«%vn dowvn a challenge to the na.tion. Nothing could be fartdier
from the truth or the facts of th, case, and a glance at their debates
should bc sufficient to rcniove this idea. Their first arnendment
wvas sirnply an attenipt to carry out. a principle he fi House
of Coiions hzid endorsed. ht provided thiat every child attend-
Ing an elementary school should have an opportunity of obtaining
rcligious instruction of sorne sort, if the parent desired that ht
should hav'e it. It is arguyted that the Lords -w'ere not ju.stified in
making tlîis amendmnent, but when wve rcnienîber that the Com-
mons, by a nîajority of over four hundrcd, pronounced against a
purely secular system of education, wve cannot suppose that the
nation would quarrel wvith an arnendment tlîat nierely guaranteed
that decision.

Howcver, the f.undamental principle of the bi.! from which ail
difflculty arises, is that the localÉ education authorities must have
cor.trol over ail education given in ratc-aided schools. This prin-


