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have tl.c h;il)it of working thccrhilly and well,

IS more iiM[iort;iM! thin kiiovvlalgc. As Miss
Loanc's ' JMtiuMicd i-hil.mthropist ' very pointedly

remarks, 'At;er all, ^lo th.'v nor hriiig up a

thousaMLl times as ii'.iny [children] as the rich,

:ind make iir less fuss over the matter ? The
supposition tliat the; are indifferent to their

children, and expect them to look after them-
selves at an early a^.^e, is ludicrously inaccurate.'

I here is, however, another criticism to he

made from a somewhat wider hase. If" that view,

already mentioned, of" a nation as an organi/.cu

communitv he carried farther, it becomes evident

that, so long as there are clitFerent sorts of work to

he done, tiilferent types of mind will he required

to do it well. What, then, iloes our educadoi-

d

system do to produce, or at least to encourage and
develop, when found, different tvpes of mind.'

Nothing at all, so fir as the poor are concerned,

e.xcept to promise technical educadon for those

already well enough off to take advantage of it.

The aim apparently is, to produce varying

approxiir.ations to the clerk or teacher or minor
professional man ; to foster only one type of
mind, that which responds readily to liie cut-and-
dried curriculum in vogue. Miss I.oane refers to


