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Mueh objection to the clause ; but by the Education
Amendment Act whichi we passed last year, we have
taken away from the Schoot Boards thie very largeý
Irlajority of children that were likely to be helped by the
Schooî 'Boards, and handed them o'ýer to the guardians.
1 should suppose, tak-ing the country throughout, that
three-fourtlîs, if not a great many more, of the cbjîdren
that have corne under the operation of the 25th clause
Nvillii ow cone 1111er the operation of theic ew Act,
because they will be the children of out-door paupers.
Further than that, I can only say this much, that 1 have
'Io doubt the Government w-ould most carcfullv consider
î ily proposition thiat may be made to them te reinove
any objection thiat may I)e felt. I do flot think that a
Poor manî, by reason of his poverty, should lose his righit
to choose a 'school wlî,Ien you compel hiim te send hUs
chidren there, andc I believe compulsion impossible. I
Wvant to say a word in regard te compulsion. I arn as
anxious as aliv member of a Schlool Board, or any nîember
tf any society, to sec a measure of compulsion appiied
tthe wliole kingdomi. Irmust say this much, that after

Mnost carefuily looking into the question of the possibility
of having a gêe ral compulsion for the Kingdom, 1 should
he ready to preduce a measure whiclîI 1Z think would
convert the whole Kingdom, but it would be impossible
to be passed into law, and impossible to work throughout
the counîtry, if it did flot avoid these tiwo things: first,
You must flot compel a parent to send lus child past the
school in order to go into ene you like, but hie does flot ;
and, secondly ' vou must flot compel the ratepayers tel
build schoels merely because youl prefer that those child.
ren shouid be sent to them. If men who are earnest in
regard to educationi are so convinced of the necessity of
compulsion tliat they can admit these two conditions, I
beieéve it wvi1l be comparatively easy to pass such a meas-
tire, and I believe that then we should hiave donc almost al
for the education of the masses of our population. I believe
that there are several men-good men-throughout the
,country who think that in so far as 1 had to do witli this
11h11, I planned it and passed it with the object of promo.
ting the in tercsts of the Church of En-land, and to injure
Dissenters. That is to myseif the most extraordinary
charge aimost that I can conceive, and I think it wouldbto them also if they knew me; and the only repiy that
Ican make to that charge is that in what I have done I
hiad no wish to injure the Church or do the Churcli good.
1 simply wislhcd to get the children te school-that wvas
1really and solely the only object I had. But it is said to
tule) "lYou are endeavoring to maintain the princi p1l of

~ Sat Chrci " and I have someti mes be ddb
sOmte of my friendsIl"Ail, there nover wvas auy Act like
the Education Act for propping up this decaye'd fabric of
a State Church. But somte others of nîy friends who
take thue samne viewvs as those whom I have quoed with
respect to the question of a State Church, sayIl Proba-
biy you did flot îîuean it but you have lit it the heaviest
blow it has ever hiad." kiow 1 must houestly say I had
110 such high objoct ini view. If I was a member of
the Liberation Society, which I 1ar n ot, and if I wvas
determined to pull down the Church as fast as I could,i
1 do not sec why this Act, se far as I have had anY-
thing to do wNitli it, should flot have been preciselv
wvhat it wvas. Our objoct wvas to use ail the forces for1
-ducation which wc found existing, and when we found1
the clergy, or thie priest, or the dissenting ministers,
or aniv persois, 1 ayrnen or spiritual men, roady toj
Iuel i in the èniatter, we were roady te take their1
4e1P, and I do îîot know how the Act could have been1

fr~din any other %vay, unless when bringing forward1
the meýasur apparently for education, onle had tried to1
Mfake it roally against the Chiurch. Whlat would bc the1i

tresuit ? Simply this, that if the members of any Churdli,
or the officers or the clergy of any Church, did their
duty, they miglit gain some influence by it. That is an
indirect resuit with which I have nething to do. If they
do not do their duty, if they are intolerant in their
demands, they xviii do themselves hiarm and the body te

iwhichi they belong. The next charge which. is brought
against me is of my exceeding foliy and ignorance in
ignering the religieus difficultv. Weli, it is net mv
business to make the most of thé difficulty wvith which I
had te do. I neyer supposed that I shouid hear nothing
about it, but I sti d in bringing forward thc bill, vhat I
say new, that I1 believed these difficuities werc flot
difficulties in the actuai education of children ; that thcy
were net difficulties feit by the parents of the children or~
the schoolmaster. And I said also this ; that when we
were told that we were imposing u pon the Boards the
solution of these matters, and that t h at wou id make it
impossible te work the Act, 1 repiied in thesî- werds-
IlWe Impose upon the School Board practical work ; we
say i t is your duty te be the practica I managers, and te
sec that this education is given, and we believe that
immediately, as regards the enormous majority of the
children, thie religions difficultv xviii disappear." Now I
can point to what lias been done by School Boards
througlieut the country in cenisequence 0f that statoment.
A day or two age I met the London Scheol Board. After
debating for some days they canme te the almost unani-
mous resolution te hiave thie Bible read, intelligently
explained, and taught-and tluat they would aise have a
prayer and a hymn* at the beginnîng of the school
meetings, and carry eut the principle of the Act as
undenominationally as possible. Well, tluey provided'at
the saine time a power of appeal to the Schlool Board by
any parent, or manager, or teadher, or ratepayer. Net asgle appeal lias been made by any one of thse persons.
That lias been the experience through ont the country of
one Sclieol Board after anether. I toek- up the Leeds
Mercury, a day or twe age. and found speeches frem two
Leedis gentlemen, beth Dissenters, and I can't heipquoting
one or two remarks they made. My friend Mr. Thomas
Harvey, wlio belongs stili te the Seciety in whichl1 vas
hem, and who is a mest excellent member of the Societv
of Friends-what dees lie say ? 1"The religious question
leeked a very fornmidable ene, but, happilv, lh e ver y
many other obstacles, it had proved a Zhertiaen.
Mr. Jowett, the vice-chairman ef the Leeds School Board,
says, Il How many times did they think parents had
objected te the religions teaching given in the Leeds
Board Schools during the last three years?ý Neyer in one
single instance." I will nover be a party te a law which
wouid prevent the schoelmaster or thie mistress frem
giving instructiou iu religion ; te say that ive sheild
take hold ef this teacher and that teacher, and say te
them that they are net te say te our children anything at
ail that may a7ffect their seuls, I really cannot understand
hiow we can se conduct our teaching. What would have
been the resuit ? Why, yeu would have in place of
your present teachers, teadhers wlio either cared nething
about religion, and ne botter teacliers ever existed for
secular subjects, or yen would have them feeling them-
selves se liampered and se hindered in their werk, that
they could net consent te preceed xvîth it. I meaily believe
that the very best cf them would beave yen. I feel
hew delicate a matter this is, I knew tfhat 1I bave

oie ffence te many of those' for whorn I have the
hihst 'respect, but I1xvould ask those of my Non-

formist friends who care ver1 inucli about these matters
botli as te educatien and religion, if they xveuld allew
me te make one remark in ai in ess te them, and that
is, whether thev have quito realizea what is their present
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