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[Views of Messrs. McEttrick of Boston and Keane of Holyoke, a
minority of the committee on Education, on the Bill relating to public
schools and the attendance of children in the public schools, House,
No. 504.]

Ccimmonmcaltl) of illaoeadiiisetts.

House of Representatives, May 28, 1889.

The undersigned, members of the committee on Education,
dissent from the report of the committee, for the reason that
the legislation proposed in the bill is unnecessary, impracti-
cable, and subversive of true education.

1. Unnecessary, because it is called for by a mere hand-
ful of men, whose motives have been demonstrated during
the hearings, and by their previous agitations to have arisen
from extreme, unwise and sectarian prejudices against a large
and well-behaved body of their fellow-citizens. It is a ques-
tion whether these few extremists are wiser in shaping legis-
lation on this important matter than are those whoso well-
known views were expressed, indeed with good temper', in
the face of great provocation, but yet with the resolute firm-
ness of a body equalling well-nigh half the voters of Massa-
chusetts.

2. Laws uncalled for by a great and pressing actual need
of those for whom they are designed serve no good purpose ;

but, when worked into existence by strong and misguided
fanatical passions, fan the flame of social misunderstanding,
until the good, sound sense of the solid and less noisy com-
munity is awakened to paralyze such laws, and crush out the
fanaticism which gave them birth.
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3. Subversive of true education, because examinations
are prescribed for the children who do not attend public
schools. The conditions of manner, extent of questioning,
etc., are entirely at the option of the school committee.
Even the teacher, with whose presence the child has grown
daily familiar, may be excluded. Amongst a committee of
men who are entire strangers to the child, with no one with
whom it is familiar to encourage by a kindly presence, it
must be a foregone conclusion that every child between the
ages of eight and thirteen, except a prodigy of nerve and
coolness, can be pronounced a sorry failure. On such a solid
basis of fact the learned school committee is gravely to pro-
nounce that the school in which such child is educated is
unworthy of its august countenance. But the most serious
side of such wise legislation is, that the school committee is
further empowered, on the same sublime basis of fact, to pro-
ceed to the tine of twenty dollars on the parent of the nervous
little illiterate. Armed with a power so elastic as to all
details, in which passion, prejudice, political and sectarian,
may have full scope, any school committee that might be so
inclined could practically annihilate parental rights in the
matter of educating children. All rights created by legis-
lative enactments must suppose respect and be modified by
rights created by the author of natural law. Here you invest
many small bodies of men, not always well versed in the nice
adjustment of rights and duties, with the might of the State
to crush a right and duty given and imposed by the Author
of our being. Our true motto should be : Let not parental
rights suffer from State rights. Let no rights created by
legislative enactments paralyze rights and duties created by
an external legislature. This feature changes the basis on
which our system of education rests. The public school
system is the expression of the wishes of the majority of the
State, because they freely choose to prefer it as it stands;
but the minority have the same right of choice. If the
majority ruling carries with it the material advantages, the
minority exercises its rights under disadvantage. There is
no difference in the right, there is simply in the advantage
or disadvantage.

It is parental right in the public school, it is parental right
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in the private school. Now, if you crush out the rights of
parents as regards private education, necessarily there must
be no parental rights as regards public schools. Then you
change the basis on which the education of your great men
has proceeded. It is no longer the expression of a solemn,
God-imposed duty on the part of the parent towards its otf-
spring, for now the parent has nothing to say or think in
the matter. It is the State which usurps this entire func-
tion. If for children of certain ages, why not with equal
logic for young men? Why not follow them into manhood,
and prescribe their mental and moral diet? State usurpa-
tion of such a nature is the very highest kind of protection
in education, and one needs little acquaintance with history
to know that it is closely allied with a tyranny that cannot
live in the atmosphere of freedom. The true friends of the
public schools are wise enough to see that only injudicious
friends can fancy such support necessary.

Finally, it is impracticable, because the number of
parents who would be fined, and glory at defending, at so
trifling a cost, parental rights against what they rightfully
consider State tyranny, would become so numerous that no
party, be it ever so strong, could withstand for any length
of time the wave of execration that would sweep over the
land against the little puny mountain of bigotry that for a
moment of temporary insanity disgraced the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts.

In conclusion, until the meaning of the present law has
been defined by the supreme judicial authority, no change in
the existing legislation should be made. If a change be
necessary, a test case may readily be found. If none can
be found, then there is no need of such change. For the
reasons herein expressed, the undersigned report that it is
inexpedient to legislate thereon.

JEREMIAH J. KEANE.
MICHAEL J. McETTRICK.




